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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

WACO DIVISION 

 
 
VOIP-PAL.COM, INC., 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

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

Defendants. 
 

 
 
CIVIL ACTION NO. 6:20-cv-00272-ADA 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 
 
 
 

 

PLAINTIFF VOIP-PAL.COM, INC.’S MOTION TO DISMISS OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, 

MOTION TO STRIKE THE AMAZON DEFENDANTS’ COUNTERCLAIMS FOR NON-

INFRINGEMENT AND INVALIDITY 
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