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AMENDED PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW 
OF U.S. PATENT NUMBER 6,049,607 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 

 
Waves Audio Ltd. (“Waves” or “Petitioner”) hereby requests Inter Partes 

Review of Claims 1-4, 8, 25-28 and 32 in United States Patent Number 6,049,607 

(“the ’607 Patent,” Exhibit 1001) owned by Andrea Electronics Corporation, LLC 

(“Andrea” or “Patentee”).  A detailed statement supporting the petition follows. 

The present Amended Petition is being filed to address the defects noted in the 

Notice of Filing Date Accorded to Petition mailed January 22, 2016.  The requisite 

fee accompanied Petitioner’s initial Petition.  If any additional fee is necessary the 

Director is authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 50-5159.  This document has 

been served on the Patent Owner as reflected in the accompanying Certificate of 

Service. 
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