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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
WACO DIVISION

WAG ACQUISITION, LLC,

Plaintiff,

V.

AMAZON.COM, INC., Civil Action No. 6:21-cv-00815-ADA

AMAZON WEB SERVICES, INC., and
AMAZON.COM SERVICES LLC,

Defendants.

MOTION OF DEFENDANTS AMAZON.COM, INC., AMAZON WEB
SERVICES, INC., AND AMAZON.COM SERVICES LLC TO
TRANSFER VENUE TO THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
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I INTRODUCTION

This case belongs in Washington. That is where Amazon is headquartered and where the
most likely Amazon witnesses—including those most knowledgeable about the accused video
streaming technology—are based. It is also where at least nine different prior art witnesses that
would be outside the subpoena power of this Court are based. In contrast, this case has no
connection whatsoever to the Western District of Texas. Plaintiff WAG certainly has none. It is
based in New Jersey and has no facilities or operations in the state of Texas, let alone this district.
And the sole named inventor of the patents-in-suit lives thousands of miles away in Pennsylvania.
The Western District of Washington, where WAG 1is currently litigating a case involving related
patents and similar accused technology, is a clearly more convenient venue for this case. The

Court should transfer this case to the Western District of Washington.

II. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A. WAG and its litigation campaign
Plaintiff WAG Acquisition, LLC (“WAG”) is based in Succasunna, New Jersey. (Dkt. 1

(“Compl.”) 94.) WAG has just two officers—its co-founders William Grywalski and Harry
Emerson. (Ranganath Decl., Ex. 1.) Both Mssrs. Grywalski and Emerson live in or around
Flanders, New Jersey. (/d., Exs. 2-3 (LinkedIn Profiles).) WAG alleges that it is a successor to
SurferNETWORK; that company too is based in New Jersey.! (Compl. q 1 (identifying WAG’s
“predecessor, known as SurferNETWORK?”); Ex. 4 (SurferNETWORK Webpage).)

WAG filed its complaint against Amazon.com, Inc., Amazon Web Services, Inc., and
Amazon.com Services, Inc. (collectively, “Amazon”) on August 6, 2021, alleging infringement of
three patents: Nos. 9,742,824 (the “’824 patent”); 9,729,594 (the “’594 patent”); and 9,762,636

(the “°636 patent”). (Compl. 99 22, 34, 44.) The patents-in-suit are related, share an identical

' Bill Grywalski and Harry Emerson, co-founders of WAG, are also the co-founders of
SurferNETWORK. (See Ranganath Decl., Ex. 4 (SurferNETWORK Webpage).)
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