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MTN TO DISMISS AND TO STRIKE 
CASE NO.: 2:22-CV-00743-TL 

 FENWICK & WEST LLP 
1191 SECOND AVENUE, 10TH FLOOR 

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON  98101  

 

 THE HONORABLE TANA LIN 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON 

AT SEATTLE 

 
IN RE: AMAZON SERVICE FEE 
LITIGATION 

  
Case No.: 2:22-cv-00743-TL 
 
(CONSOLIDATED CASE) 
 
AMAZON.COM, INC’S MOTION TO 
DISMISS AMENDED CONSOLIDATED 
COMPLAINT AND STRIKE CERTAIN 
ALLEGATIONS 
 
NOTE ON MOTION CALENDAR: 
FEBRUARY 3, 2023 
 
ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED 
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