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VOIP-PAL.COM, INC., 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

META PLATFORMS, INC, et al., 

Defendant. 

CASE NO. 3:22-cv-03202-JD 

TWITTER, INC., 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

VOIP-PAL.COM, INC., 

Defendant. 

CASE NO. 3:21-cv-09773-JD 

JOINT REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 101 MOTION 

Date: April 13, 2023 
Time: 10:00 a.m. 
Place: Courtroom 11, 19th Floor 
Judge: The Hon. James Donato 
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