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Edwards Lifesciences Corporation (“Edwards” or “Petitioner”) hereby 

submits a corrected petition (pursuant to Paper No. 10) seeking Inter Partes 

Review (“IPR”) of Claims 1-22 in U.S. Patent Number 6,306,141 (“the ’141 

Patent”) (Exhibit 1001). A detailed statement supporting the petition follows. 

This document has been served on counsel of record for Patent Owner as 

reflected in the accompanying Certificate of Service. 
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