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Explanatory Note

Overview. This amendment to the Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended September 30, 2006 is being
filed to reflect the restatement of our condensed consolidated financial statements to correct an error related to our
accounting for common stock warrants and other errors previously identified and determined not to be material as
discussed in Note 3 to our quarterly financial statements included in Part I Item 1 of this Form 10-Q/A. This
amendment includes changes to Items 1, 2 and 4 of Part I, and Item 6 of Part II of the Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q
for the quarter ended September 30, 2006 of 8x8, Inc. (“8x8”), which was originally filed on November 9, 2006.

No attempt has been made in this Form 10-Q/A to reflect events occurring after the filing of the previously filed

Form 10-Q. Among other things, forward-looking statements and risk disclosures made in the previously filed Form 10-
Q have not been revised to reflect events that occurred or facts that became known to us after the filing of the previously
filed Form 10-Q (other than the restatement), and such forward-looking statements and risk disclosures should be read
in their historical context.
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PART I -- FINANCIAL INFORMATION

ITEM 1. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

8x8, Inc.
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS
(In thousands, unaudited)

September 30, March 31,
2006 2006
(Restated) (Restated)
ASSETS
Current assets:
Cash and cash equivalents ........c.ccceceeeeriireecnneeeeeceeenas $ 5253 $ 6,259
Short-term investments ............ 8,237 14,705
Accounts receivable, net 1,000 776
Inventory ...ccoceeeeveceeieceeee 3,641 1,738
Deferred cost 0f 2o0ods SOld ...o.oeieeeeirieeieeee e 1,159 1,542
Other CUITENT @SSELS ...cecveeeviieriereeetieereeee ettt esenas 894 774
Total cuIrent aSSELS ....ccecievereeriieieeieeeeeeeee e 20,184 25,794
Long-term iNVEStMENLS ....ccccvvveveeeeieieeieieieeeeieeeseeseeseeseseseseens 998 1,993
Property and equipment, net 3,151 3,071
Other assets ........... 260 262
Total assets $ 24,593 $ 31,120
LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY
Current liabilities:
Accounts payable ... $ 5,627 $ 4,907
Accrued cOmMPENSAtiON .....cc.coeueererieeeireeeieeeieeeeeeeee e 739 937
AcCrued WaITANLY ..c.cccovvveueirieieiirieieereee et eee 303 301
Deferred revenue ................... 2,000 2,493
Other accrued liabilities 2,824 2,319
Total current liabilities 11,493 10,957
Other HaDilities ......cveveviirierieiieieeeeiieieeee ettt 176 70
Fair value of warrant Hability ...........ccccoeeenneeiinreecreeeee 2,824 7,123
Total Habilities ......cc.eeeeveveriieicieeieeereeceeeereee e 14,493 18,150
Commitments and contingencies (Note 7)
Stockholders' equity:
COMMON STOCK ..vvviieiiieieieieieeceee et 61 61
Additional paid-in capital ........c.cccceeeeerieeeninieeieeeeeeeee 204,556 203,263
Accumulated other comprehensive 10SS ....ocoovevvieecrieecnenee. (11) (35)
Accumulated defiCit ........oceivieiiirieiiceeee e (194,506) (190,319)
Total stockholders' eqUItY .....cococeuevvireeeeeeeeirieieieieieeeeeeieiene 10,100 12,970
Total liabilities and stockholders' equity ........cccccevveeenee. $ 24593 § 31,120

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these unaudited condensed consolidated financial statements.



8x8, Inc.
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF OPERATIONS

(In thousands, except per share amounts; unaudited)

SEIVICE TEVENUES ..ooevvieerieerecereeeeeeeeeeeeteeeeeeeeeeeve e eeeeneeveenaeas
Product TEVENUES ...cocveeveeirietecteeeeeeteeteereere e erene
TOtal TEVENUES ..ot

Operating expenses:
CoSt Of SEIVICE TEVENUELS ..eouevenieeiienieieieieieieie e
Cost of product rEVENUES ..c.cvvvveviiieeeeieieeceeeeee e
Research and development ........ccccoceeeevieeieeniecinienieinieinne
Selling, general and adminiStrative ..........occoeeevereeeneenennenes
Total operating eXpenses ......ceceveveeeeerereeeeereeiereeeeeeeeseeeenes
Loss from OPerations ........ccceceeveeieirierieenieenieieeeieneereieeenens
Other INCOME, NEL ....ccvveeveeeiereeie ettt
Income (loss) on change in fair value of warrant liability ..
NEE LOSS ettt

Net loss per share:
Basic and diluted.........ccooeiieiinieeeee e

Weighted average number of shares:
Basic and diluted.........coooieiiinieeee

Three Months Ended

Six Months Ended

September 30, September 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005

(Restated) (Restated) (Restated) (Res tated)
$ 11,240 §$ 5719 $ 21,117 $ 10,715
1,916 1,344 4,310 2,353
13,156 7,063 25,427 13,068
5,015 2,795 9,777 4,864
1,354 2,537 4,282 4,642
1,257 1,446 2,578 2,770
8,498 6,042 17,703 11,907
16,124 12,820 34,340 24,183
(2,968) (5,757) (8,913) (11,115)
184 189 427 411
401 (957) 4,299 (732)
$ (2,383) $ (6,525) $ (4,187) $ (11,436)
$ 0.04) $ 0.12) $ 0.07) $ 0.21)
61,329 53,871 61,233 53,847

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these unaudited condensed consolidated financial statements.



8x8, Inc.
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS
(In thousands, unaudited)

Six Months Ended

September 30,
2006 2005
(Restated) (Restated)

Cash flows from operating activities:
NEEIOSS ourvieiiieeieietrieietete sttt bbbt b b s st bbb st b ebnssas bbb snsntesesans $ (4,187) $ (11,436)
Adjustments to reconcile net loss to net cash

used in operating activities:

Depreciation and amoTtiZation ..........cccocveeueererieeienireeririeeenese e eveeee 641 313
StOCK COMPENSATION ..ottt eeena 1,136 25
(Income) / loss on change in fair value of warrant liability .........ccccccoeeenennee (4,299) 732
OLRET .ttt etttk et bbb bbb bbb nens 146 (64)
Changes in assets and Habilities......ccccoueueiririerririeiecireee e (1,039) (859)
Net cash used in operating activities ......coeeereeueueriririeeririeerereee e (7,602) (11,289)

Cash flows from investing activities:

Purchases of property and equipment .........cceeevriereciririeecenieieeeeeeeeeeee e (864) (842)
Purchase of short-term inVeStments ..........occceevveeueinirieueinieieereee e -- (6,733)
Sale of ShOTt-term INVESTMENLES ....cvcvevviieieiiiiicieiciceccrcceteee e -- 350
Maturities 0f ShOTt-term iNVESTMENTS ...ocvevvveeieiericeiereee et 7,450 1,000
Sale of property and €qQUIPMENT ......ccoueueririruiiririeieirieec et 16 --
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities .........cceeereveverrereerrerereennnns 6,602 (6,225)

Cash flows from financing activities:

Bank 0Verdraft ........c.oeiieieeiece e (153) --
Capital [eaSe PAYIMENLS ...eueririeeiiririeieirieei ettt (10) ®)
Proceeds fromissuance of common stock under employee stock plans........... 157 98
Net cash used in financing aCtIVILIES .....eceveeeeueririrueeririeieireeccreee e (6) 90
Net decrease in cash and cash equivalents ..........ccccoveveeeiriereiinieieeieeeceeena (1,006) (17,424)
Cash and cash equivalents at the beginning of the period 6,259 22,515
Cash and cash equivalents at the end of the period ................. $ 5253 $ 5,091
Supplemental disclosure:
Assets acquired under capital 18ase......ccuoveueieirieeeeinieieiieecee e $ 10 $ 108

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these unaudited condensed consolidated financial statements.



8x8, Inc.
NOTES TO UNAUDITED CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE BUSINESS
THE COMPANY

8x8, Inc. (“8x8” or the “Company”) develops and markets communication technology and services for Internet
protocol, or IP, telephony and video applications. The Company was incorporated in California in February 1987, and in
December 1996 was reincorporated in Delaware.

The Company offers the Packet8 broadband voice over Internet protocol, or VoIP, and video communications service,
Packet8 Virtual Office service and videophone equipment and services. The Packet8 voice and video communications
service (“Packet8”) enables broadband Internet users to add digital voice and video communications services to their
high-speed Internet connection. Customers can choose a direct-dial phone number from any of the rate centers offered
by the service, and then use an 8x8-supplied terminal adapter to connect any telephone to a broadband Internet
connection and make or receive calls from a regular telephone number. All Packet8 telephone accounts come with voice
mail, caller ID, call waiting, call waiting caller ID, call forwarding, hold, line-alternate, 3-way conferencing, web access
to account controls, and online billing. In addition, 8x8 offers a videophone for use with the Packet8 service, a business
telephone for use with the Packet8 Virtual Office service, and several home telephones and telephone adapter boxes for
use with the residential service.

Substantially all of the Company’s revenues are generated from the sale, license and provisioning of VoIP products,
services and technology. Prior to fiscal 2004, the Company was focused on its VoIP semiconductor business (through
its subsidiary Netergy Microelectronics, Inc.) and hosted iPBX solutions business (through its subsidiary Centile, Inc.).
In late fiscal 2003, the Company began to devote more of its resources to the promotion, distribution and development
of the Packet8 service than to its existing semiconductor business or hosted iPBX solutions business. The Company
completed several transactions during fiscal 2004 to license and sell technology and assets of these former businesses,
including the sale of its hosted iPBX research and development center in France, the sale and license of its next
generation video semiconductor development effort, and the license of technology and manufacturing rights for its VoIP
semiconductor products to other semiconductor companies. In addition, during January 2004, the Company announced
the end of life of its VoIP semiconductor products, and began accepting last time buy orders from customers. The
Company continues to own the voice and video technology related to the semiconductor and iPBX businesses, and
utilizes this technology in the Packet8 service offering, and continues to sell or license this technology to third parties.

The Company’s fiscal year ends on March 31 of each calendar year. Each reference to a fiscal year in these notes to the
consolidated financial statements refers to the fiscal year ending March 31 of the calendar year indicated (for example,
fiscal 2007 refers to the fiscal year ending March 31, 2007).

LIQUIDITY

The Company has sustained net losses and negative cash flows from operations since fiscal 1999 that have been funded
primarily through the issuance of equity securities and borrowings. Management believes that current cash and cash
equivalents and cash flows generated from operations will be sufficient to finance the Company's operations through at
least the next 12 months. However, the Company continually evaluates its cash needs and anticipates seeking additional
equity or debt financing in order to achieve the Company's overall business objectives. There can be no assurance that
such financing will be available, or, if available, at a price that is acceptable to the Company. Failure to generate
sufficient revenues, raise additional capital or reduce certain discretionary spending could have an adverse impact on the
Company's ability to achieve its longer term business objectives.



2. BASIS OF PRESENTATION

The accompanying interim condensed consolidated financial statements are unaudited and have been prepared on
substantially the same basis as our annual financial statements for the fiscal year ended March 31, 2006. In the opinion
of management, these financial statements reflect all adjustments (consisting only of normal recurring adjustments)
considered necessary for a fair statement of our financial position, results of operations and cash flows for the periods
presented. The preparation of financial statements in conformity with generally accepted accounting principles requires
management to make estimates and assumptions that affect the reported amounts of assets and liabilities and disclosure
of contingent assets and liabilities at the date of the condensed consolidated financial statements and the reported
amounts of revenues and expenses during the reporting periods. Actual results could differ from these estimates.

The Condensed Consolidated Balance Sheet dated as of March 31, 2006 was derived from audited consolidated
financial statements, see "NOTE 3. RESTATEMENT OF PREVIOUSLY ISSUED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS", and
does not include all disclosures required by U.S. generally accepted accounting principles. These financial statements
should be read in conjunction with the Company’s audited consolidated financial statements for the year ended March
31, 2006 and notes thereto included in the Company’s fiscal 2006 Annual Report on Form 10-K.

The results of operations and cash flows for the interim periods included in these financial statements are not
necessarily indicative of the results to be expected for any future period or the entire fiscal year.

Investments

The Company’s investments are comprised of U.S. government debt agencies, corporate debt, auction rate securities
and bank issues. All short-term investments are classified as available-for-sale.

Packet8 Service Revenue

Historically, the Company deferred revenue recognition of new subscriber revenue from its Packet8 service offerings
for up to 30 days to ensure that the customer’s 30-day trial period had expired and the customer did not cancel the
service. By June 2006, the Company had established a sufficient history of subscriber conduct to make reasonable
estimates of cancellations, and the Company has begun recognizing new subscriber revenue in the month the new order
was shipped, net of an allowance for expected cancellations in the first quarter of fiscal 2007. The allowance for returns
also is based on the Company’s historical experience. As a result of this change in revenue recognition, the Company
recognized an additional $68,000 of new order service revenue, $280,000 of new order product revenue and $466,000
of new order cost of product during the first quarter of fiscal 2007.

Emerging Issues Task Force (EITF) consensus No. 00-21, “Accounting for Revenue Arrangements with Multiple
Deliverables” requires that revenue arrangements with multiple deliverables be divided into separate units of accounting
if the deliverables in the arrangement meet specific criteria. In addition, arrangement consideration must be allocated
among the separate units of accounting based on their relative fair values, with certain limitations. The provisioning of
the Packet8 service with the accompanying desktop terminal or videophone adapter constitutes a revenue arrangement
with multiple deliverables. In accordance with the guidance of EITF No. 00-21, the Company allocates Packet8
revenues, including activation fees, among the desktop terminal adapter or videophone and subscriber services.
Subsequent to the subscriber’s initial purchase of the service, revenues allocated to the desktop terminal adapter or
videophone are recognized as product revenues during the period of the sale less the allowance for estimated returns
during the 30 day trial period. All other revenues are recognized when the related services are provided.

Deferred Cost of Goods Sold

Deferred cost of goods sold represents the cost of products sold for which the distributor has a right of return. The cost
of the products sold is recognized contemporaneously with the recognition of revenue.

Warrant Liability

The Company accounts for its warrants in accordance with Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 00-19, “Accounting
for Derivative Financial Instruments Indexed to and Potentially Settled in a Company’s Own Stock™ (“EITF 00-19”)
which requires warrants to be classified as permanent equity, temporary equity or as assets or liabilities. In general,
warrants that either require net-cash settlement or are presumed to require net-cash settlement are recorded as assets and
liabilities at fair value and warrants that require settlement in shares are recorded as equity instruments. Certain of the
Company’s warrants require settlement in shares and are accounted for as permanent equity. The Company has three
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investor warrants that are classified as liabilities because they include a provision that specifies that the Company must
deliver freely tradable shares upon exercise by the warrant holder. Because there are circumstances, irrespective of
likelihood, that may not be within the control of the Company that could prevent delivery of registered shares, EITF 00-
19 requires the warrants be recorded as a liability at fair value, with subsequent changes in fair value recorded as
income (loss) in change in fair value of warrant liability. The fair value of the warrant is determined using a Black-
Scholes option pricing model, and is affected by changes in inputs to that model including our stock price, expected
stock price volatility and contractual term.

Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation

Effective April 1, 2006, the Company adopted Statement of Financial Accounting Standards No. 123(R), “Share-Based
Payment” (“SFAS 123(R)”), which establishes standards for the accounting for equity instruments exchanged for
employee services. SFAS 123(R) revised SFAS No. 123 "Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation" (SFAS 123) and
superseded Accounting Principles Board Opinion No. 25 ("APB 25"), "Accounting for Stock Issued to Employees," and
related interpretations. Under the provisions of SFAS No. 123(R), share-based compensation cost is measured at the
grant date, based on the estimated fair value of the award, and is recognized as an expense over the employee’s requisite
service period (generally the vesting period of the equity grant), net of estimated forfeitures. The Company elected to
adopt the modified prospective transition method as provided by SFAS No. 123(R) and, accordingly, financial
statement amounts for the prior periods presented in this Form 10-Q/A have not been restated to reflect the fair value
method of expensing share-based compensation.

Prior to April 1, 2006, the Company accounted for stock-based awards in accordance with APB 25, whereby the
difference between the exercise price and the fair market value on the date of grant, the intrinsic value, is recognized as
compensation expense. Under the intrinsic value method of accounting, no compensation expense was generally
recognized in the Company’s Condensed Consolidated Statements of Operations since the exercise price of the
Company’s employee stock option grant generally equaled the fair market value of the underlying common stock on the
date of grant. However, to the extent awards were granted either below fair market value or were modified which
required a re-measurement of compensation costs, the Company recorded compensation expense.

Stock-based compensation expense recognized in the Company’s Condensed Consolidated Statements of Operations for
the second quarter of fiscal 2007 included both the unvested portion of stock-based awards granted prior to April 1,
2006 and stock-based awards granted subsequent to April 1, 2006. Stock options granted in periods prior to fiscal 2007
were measured based on SFAS No. 123 criteria, whereas stock options granted subsequent to April 1, 2006 were
measured based on SFAS No. 123(R) criteria. In conjunction with the adoption of SFAS No. 123(R), the Company
changed its method of attributing the value of stock-based compensation to expense from the accelerated multiple-
option approach to the straight-line single option method. Compensation expense for all share-based payment awards
granted subsequent to April 1, 2006 is recognized using the straight-line single-option method. Stock-based
compensation expense included in the second quarter of fiscal 2007 includes the impact of estimated forfeitures. SFAS
No. 123(R) requires forfeitures to be estimated at the time of grant and revised, if necessary, in subsequent periods if
actual forfeitures differ from those estimates. The cumulative effect of changing from using the impact of estimated
forfeitures to actual forfeitures was not material. For the periods prior to fiscal 2007, the Company accounted for
forfeitures as they occurred.

Stock Option Plans

The Company has several stock-based compensation plans (the “Plans”) that are described in the Company’s Annual
Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended March 31, 2006. The Company, under the various equity plans, grants
stock options for shares of common stock to employees, non-employees, directors and consultants. As of September
30, 2006, the 1992 Stock Plan, 1996 Stock Plan and 1996 Director Option Plan had expired and the 1999 Nonstatutory
Stock Option Plan was cancelled by the Board, but there are still options outstanding under the Plans. Options generally
vest over four years are granted at fair market value on the date of the grant and generally expire ten years from that
date.

In May 2006, the Board approved the 2006 Stock Plan (the “2006 Plan”). The Company’s stockholders subsequently
adopted the 2006 Plan at the 2006 Annual Meeting of Stockholders held September 18, 2006, and the 2006 Plan became
effective in October 2006. The Company reserved 7,000,000 shares of the Company’s common stock for issuance
under this plan. The 2006 Plan provides for granting incentive stock options to employees and nonstatutory stock
options to employees, directors or consultants. The stock option price of incentive stock options granted may not be
less than the fair market value on the effective date of the grant. Other types of options and awards under the 2006 Plan
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may be granted at any price approved by the administrator, which generally will be the compensation committee of the
board of directors. Options generally vest over four years and expire ten years after grant. The 2006 Plan expires in
May 2016.

Option Activity

Option activity since March 31, 2006 is summarized as follows:

Weighted
Shares Average
Shares Subject to Exercise
Available Options Price
for Grant Qutstanding Per Share
Balance at March 31, 2000...........cccceovverrveennnne. 4,059,405 8,870,718 $ 2.31
Changes in options available for grant............ 1,000,000 - -
Granted......coveeevereereccrerreicerreeeeneeeeereseesesenes (1,825,200) 1,825,200 1.44
EXCICiS€d....cuoveveieeeieieiieeeeeiceeceeeceeeeee e - (146,151) 0.56
Return to plan.......cceeeeveeeveeeeesceeeeeeeeines 535,134 (1,434,716) 1.84
Termination of plans.........ccceeveeerrevecrerencene (3,769,339) -- -
Balance at September 30, 2006............cccorveruenn - 9,115,051 $ 2.24

The 1996 Plan has provided for an annual increase in the number of shares reserved for issuance under the 1996 Plan on
the first day of the Company's fiscal year in an amount equal to 5% of the Company's common stock issued and
outstanding at the end of the immediately preceding fiscal year, subject to a maximum annual increase of 1,000,000
shares. The annual increase on the first day of the Company’s fiscal year 2007 was 1,000,000 shares, but the plan
subsequently expired.

During the period ended September 30, 2006, 3,769,339 shares available for future stock option grants were cancelled
due to the expiration of these shares under the 1996 Stock Plan and the 1996 Director Option Plan.

The following table summarizes the stock options outstanding and exercisable at September 30, 2006:

Options Outstanding Options Exercisable
Weighted Weighted Weighted
Average Average Average
Exercise Remaining Aggregate Exercise Aggregate
Price Contractual Intrinsic Price Intrinsic
Shares Per Share Life (Years) Value Shares Per Share Value
$0.01 - $1.48..... 2,674,066 $ 1.26 793 $ 108,088 1,239,110 $ 1.11 $ 103,487
$1.54-81.72..... 1,863,127 $ 1.68 7.88 -- 936,668 § 1.69 --
$1.73 - $1.87..... 2,016,201 $ 1.84 6.20 -- 1,490,552 § 1.86 --
$1.88-83.47..... 1,906,681 § 2.82 6.42 -- 1,263,156 $ 2.96 --
$3.59 - §18.00... 654,976 § 7.45 4.67 -- 573,493 § 7.89 --
9,115,051 $ 108,088 5,502,979 $ 103,487

Stock-based Compensation Expense

As of September 30, 2006, there were $3.4 million of total unrecognized compensation costs related to stock options.
These costs are expected to be recognized over a weighted average period of 1.45 years.

To value option grants and other awards for actual and pro forma stock-based compensation, the Company has used the
Black-Scholes option valuation model. When the measurement date is certain, the fair value of each option grant is
estimated on the date of grant. Fair value determined using Black-Scholes varies based on assumptions used for the
expected stock price volatility, expected life, risk-free interest rates and future dividend payments. During the three
months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, the Company used historical volatility of our stock over a period equal to
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the expected life of the options to estimate their fair value. The expected life assumption represents the weighted-
average period stock-based awards are expected to remain outstanding. These expected life assumptions are established
through the review of historical exercise behavior of stock-based award grants with similar vesting periods. The risk-
free interest is based on the closing market bid yields on actively traded U.S. treasury securities in the over-the-counter
market for the expected term equal to the expected term of the option. The dividend yield assumption is based on the
Company’s history and expectation of future dividend payouts.

The following table summarizes the assumptions used to compute reported and pro forma stock-based compensation to
employees and directors for the three and six months ended September 30, 2006 and pro forma stock-based
compensation for the three months ended September 30, 2005:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
September 30, September 30,

2006 2005 * 2006 2005 *
Expected volatility.......cccoooviiniiiiiiiiiiieiieeeeee e -- 135% 92% 136%
Expected dividend yield -- -- -- --
Risk-free interest rate.........ccoevvveerieeriivieniiieeiieenieeee -- 4.07% 4.98% 3.99%
Weighted average expected option term..........cc...oc...... -- 3.47 years 3.33 years 3.49 years
Weighted average fair value of options granted............. $ - 8 145 § 0.90 $ 1.33

*  The weighted average assumptions for the three and six months ended September 30, 2005 were determined in
accordance with SFAS No. 123.

In accordance with SFAS 123(R), the Company recorded $512,000 and $1,105,000 in compensation expense relative to
stock options for the three and six months ended September 30, 2006.

Employee Stock Purchase Plan

Under the Company’s Employee Stock Purchase Plan, eligible employees can participate and purchase common stock
semi-annually through payroll deductions at a price equal to 85% of the fair market value of the common stock at the
beginning of each one year offering period or the end of a six month purchase period, whichever is lower. The
contribution amount may not exceed ten percent of an employee's base compensation, including commissions but not
including bonuses and overtime. The Company accounts for the Employee Stock Purchase Plan as a compensatory plan
and recorded compensation expense of $0 and $31,000 for the three and six months ended September 30, 2006 in
accordance with SFAS 123(R).

The adoption of SFAS No. 123(R) did not impact the Company’s methodology to estimate the fair value of share-based
payment awards under the Company’s Employee Stock Purchase Plan. The estimated fair value of stock purchase
rights granted under the Employee Stock Purchase Plan were estimated at the date of grant using the Black-Scholes
pricing model with the following weighted-average assumptions:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
September 30, September 30,

2006 2005 2006 2005
Expected volatility.......ccccovvvevieiiiniiiniinieiiciiceecnee 107% 137% 107% 137%
Expected dividend yield...........cooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeee - - -- -
Risk-free interest rate.......c..oeeververeeneenveneenreneenneens 4.64% 3.65% 4.64% 3.65%
Weighted average expected option term.............cc....... 0.74 0.77 0.74 0.77
Weighted average fair value of options granted............. $ 0.66 $ 1.20 $ 0.66 $ 1.20

As of September 30, 2006, there was $60,000 of total unrecognized compensation cost related to employee stock
purchases. These costs are expected to be recognized over a weighted average period of 0.5 years.

Impact of adoption of SFAS No. 123(R)

The components of the Company’s actual and pro forma stock-based compensation expense and the impact to the net
loss per share are summarized below (in thousands, except per share amounts):
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Three Months Ended Six Months Ended

September 30, September 30,
Actual Pro Forma Actual Pro Forma
2006 2005(1) 2006 2005(1)
(Restated) (Restated)
Employee stock options........cc.eevveeevieiiiciieieeiieieeins $ 512 $ 731 $ 1,105 § 1,292
Employee stock purchase - 45 31 62
$ 512§ 776 $ 1,136 § 1,354
Impact to basic and diluted net loss per share................ $ 0.01 $ 0.02 $ 0.02 $ 0.03

(1) Stock-based compensation for the three and six months ended September 30, 2005 was calculated based on the pro
forma application of SFAS No. 123, and was not included in the Condensed Consolidated Statements of
Operations.

SFAS No. 123(R) requires the benefits of tax deductions in excess of recognized compensation costs to be reported as a
financing cash flow, rather than as an operating cash flow. The future realizability of tax benefits related to stock
compensation is dependent upon the timing of employee exercises and future taxable income, among other factors. The
Company did not realize any tax benefit from the stock compensation charge incurred during the three and six months
ended September 30, 2006 as the Company believes that it is more likely than not that it will not realize the benefit from
tax deductions related to equity compensation.

As prescribed in SFAS No. 123(R), the following table summarizes the distribution of stock-based compensation
expense related to employee stock options and employee stock purchases under SFAS No. 123(R) among the
Company’s operating functions for the three and six months ended September 30, 2006 which was recorded as follows
(in thousands):

Three Six
Months Ended Months Ended
September 30, September 30,
2006 2006
(Restated) (Restated)
COSt Of SEIVICE TEVENUES ..ottt e $ 21 % 63
COSt O PrOAUCE TEVENUES ...vveeeeeeririreeniecieeeesecieeseeessess s sessssnnes 5 11
Research and development .........ccocevererieerereneeeerreeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeees 101 237
Selling, general and adminiStrative .........ocoeveverereeeireeeeeeieeeeeeieienens 385 825
Total stock-based compensation expense related to
employee stock options and employee stock purchases, pre-tax....... 512 1,136
Taxbenefit -- -
Stock based compensation expense related to employee
stock options and employee stock purchases, net of tax.................... $ 512§ 1,136
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Prior to April 1, 2006, the Company accounted for share-based compensation to employees in accordance with APB 25.
The Company also followed the disclosure requirements of SFAS No. 123. The following table reflects the pro forma
net loss and net loss per share for the three and six months ended September 30, 2005 (in thousands, except per share
amounts):

Three Six
Months Ended Months Ended
September 30, September 30,
2005 2005
(Restated) (Restated)
Net 108S, aS TEPOTLEd (1) wuvveivieiveieereieeieieiieieee e $ (6,525) $ (11,436)
Deduct: Total employee stock-based compensation
expense determined pursuant to SFAS No.123 (2)......cccceeveveunenee (776) (1,354
Pro forma net 10SS (3) .oevvieeiieieeiieieeie et $ (7,301) $ (12,790)
Basic and diluted net loss per share:
AS TEPOTLEA .ottt saes $ 0.12) $ 0.21)
Pro fOrma (3) .ouoveveeieieeeecceect ettt $ 0.14) $ (0.24)

(1) Net loss and net loss per share for the period ended September 30, 2005 did not include stock-based compensation
for employee stock options and employee stock purchases under SFAS No. 123 because the Company did not adopt
the recognition provisions of SFAS No. 123.

(2) Stock-based compensation for the period ended September 30, 2005 is calculated based on the pro forma
application of SFAS No. 123.

(3) Net loss and net loss per share for the period ended September 30, 2005 represents the pro forma information based
on SFAS No. 123.

Recent Accounting Pronouncements

In May 2005, the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) issued Statement of Financial Accounting Standards
(SFAS) No. 154, “Accounting Changes and Error Corrections: a Replacement of Accounting Principles Board Opinion
No. 20 and FASB Statement No. 3” (“SFAS No. 154”). SFAS No. 154 requires retrospective application for voluntary
changes in accounting principle unless it is impracticable to do so or another methodology is required by the standard.
Retrospective application refers to the application of a different accounting principle to previously issued financial
statements as if that principle had always been used. SFAS No. 154’s retrospective application requirement replaces
APB No. 20’s (“Accounting Changes”) requirement to recognize most voluntary changes in accounting principle by
including in net income (loss) of the period of the change the cumulative effect of changing to the new accounting
principle. This statement defines retrospective application as the application of a different accounting principle to prior
accounting periods as if that principle had always been used or as the adjustment of previously issued financial
statements to reflect a change in the reporting entity. SFAS No. 154 also redefines restatement as the revising of
previously issued financial statements to reflect the correction of an error. The requirements are effective for accounting
changes made in fiscal years beginning after December 15, 2005 and will only impact the consolidated financial
statements in periods in which a change in accounting principle is made. The Company adopted this standard in the
quarter ended June 30, 2006 and the adoption will only impact the Consolidated Financial Statements in period in which
a change in accounting principle is made.

In March 2006, the Emerging Issues Task Force reached a consensus on Issue No. 06-03 “How Taxes Collected from
Customers and Remitted to Government Authorities Should Be Presented in the Income Statement (That Is, Gross
versus Net Presentation)” (“EITF No. 06-03”"). The Company is required to adopt the provisions of EITF No. 06-03 in
the first quarter of fiscal 2008. The Company currently reports revenue net of taxes collected and remitted to
governmental authorities. The Company does not expect the adoption of the provisions of EITF No. 06-03 in the first
quarter of fiscal 2008 to have a material impact on its results of operations and financial condition.
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In July 2006, FASB issued FASB Interpretation No. 48, “Accounting for Uncertainty in Income Taxes: an
Interpretation of FASB Statement No. 109” (FIN 48), which clarifies the accounting for uncertainty in income taxes
recognized in an enterprise’s financial statements. This Interpretation requires that the Company recognize in its
financial statements the impact of a tax position if that position is more likely than not of being sustained on audit,
based on the technical merits of the position. The Company expects to adopt FIN 48 in the first quarter of fiscal 2008,
with the cumulative effect, if any, of the change in accounting principle recorded as an adjustment to opening retained
earnings. The Company is currently evaluating the impact of adopting FIN 48 on its consolidated financial statements.

In September 2006, the FASB issued Statement of Financial Accounting Standards (SFAS) No. 157, Fair Value
Measurements. SFAS No. 157 defines fair value, establishes a framework for measuring fair value in generally accepted
accounting principles (GAAP) and expands disclosures about fair value measurements. SFAS No. 157 applies to other
accounting pronouncements that require or permit fair value measurements, but does not require any new fair value
measurements. SFAS No. 157 is effective for financial statements issued for fiscal years beginning after November 15,
2007 and interim periods within those fiscal years. Early application is encouraged, provided that the reporting entity
has not yet issued financial statements for an interim period within that fiscal year. The Company does not expect the
adoption of SFAS No. 157 will have a material impact on its consolidated results of operations and financial condition.
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3. RESTATEMENT OF PREVIOUSLY ISSUED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

The Company has restated its condensed consolidated financial statements to correct certain errors, principally related
to the application of Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 00-19, “Accounting for Derivative Financial Instruments
Indexed to, and Potentially Settled in, a Company’s Own Stock” (“EITF 00-19”) with respect to the accounting for
warrants issued to three investors in three different equity financings that were consummated in fiscal 2005 and 2006
(“Equity Financings”). In fiscal years 2005 and 2006, the Company’s financial statements accounted for these warrants
as equity. The warrants include a provision that specifies that the Company is to deliver freely tradable shares upon
exercise by the warrant holder. Because there are circumstances that may not be within the control of the Company that
could prevent delivery of registered shares, EITF 00-19 requires the warrants be recorded as a liability at fair value with
subsequent changes in fair value recorded in income. The Company’s restated financial statements reflect a liability in
the condensed consolidated balance sheets for the warrants and reflect income or loss in the condensed consolidated
statement of operations for the change in their fair value from period-to-period. In connection with the restatement, the
Company also has corrected certain errors that were previously identified and determined not to be material with respect
to the condensed consolidated financial statements for the affected periods and that relate to (1) the reclassification of
$2.0 million from long-term investments to short-term investments for the period ended March 31, 2006, (2) an
adjustment of $92,000 in revenue from the period ended September 30, 2006 to the period ended December 31, 2006
due to timing of a licensing agreement, (3) the reduction of $36,000 and $75,000 of stock compensation expense for the
three and six months ended September 30, 2006, due to excess expense incorrectly recorded related to the termination
of an employee, and (4) a $153,000 reduction in net cash used in operations due to a bank overdraft at the end of the
period ended March 31, 2006. In addition, as part of the Company’s review of the outstanding warrants, the Company
determined that an immaterial number of warrants were not included in our outstanding warrants in the table presented
under “NET LOSS PER SHARE”, below.

Summary of Restatement Adjustments
The following summarizes the effects of the restatement on the condensed consolidated balance sheets as of September

30, 2006 and March 31, 2006, condensed consolidated statements of operations and cash flows for the three and six
month periods ended September 30, 2006 and 2005 (in thousands, except shares or per share amounts):

As of September 30, 2006
As Previously Restatement

Reported Adjustments Restated

Condensed Consolidated Balance Sheet

Accounts receivable, NEt .......eiieeveiiiiieeiiiiiee e $ 1,092 § (92) $ 1,000 (1)
TOtal CUITENT @SSELS 1uvvevrerieeieiietiesieesieeieeieeteeeeeaeesreesaeenaeeneas $ 20,276 $ (92) $ 20,184
Fair value of warrant liability .........ccccccooiiiiniiiiniiiniiiiicecee, $ - 3 2,824 $ 2,824 (2)
Additional paid-in capital ........cceevieieieieieieie e $ 216,440 $ (11,884) $ 204,556 (3)
ACCUMUIAtE AEFICI ©..vvvvovverereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeesseeess e eeseeesseeessee $  (203,474) $ 8,968 S (194,506)(4)
Total stockholders' qUIty ........cceevvieriieriierieecrieie e $ 13,016 $ (2,917) $ 10,099

1. To reflect the reduction in accounts receivable due to the adjustment of $92,000 in revenue from the

period ended September 30, 2006 to the period ended December 31, 2006.
2. To reflect warrant liability due to changing the classification of certain warrants from equity to liability.

3. To reflect a reduction of additional paid-in capital for the fair value of the warrants at issuance due to
changing the classification of certain warrants from equity to liability.

4. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability, reduction of stock compensation
expense and reduction in revenue.
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As of March 31, 2006

As Previously Restatement
Reported Adjustments Restated
Condensed Consolidated Balance Sheet
ShOTt-term MVESTMENTS ....vveiiiiiiiieiieiiiee e e $ 12,726 $ 1,979 $ 14,705 (1)
T otal CUITENE @SSEES ...vveeiiieiiiiie et eeeee et eas $ 23815 §$ 1,979 $ 25,794 (1)
Long-term iNVEStIMENTS ....oovevueeeieererieieiesiesieeteeteenieieie e seeseeeeeens $ 3,972 $ (1,979) $ 1,993
Fair value of warrant Hability ............ccocveriiiviieiiiiiiiieeieeie e $ - 3 7,123 $ 7,123 (2)
Additional paid-in CAPItAl .......vveeveeereeeereeeereeeeesessseseeseeeeseeeenees $ 215,072 S (11,809) $ 203,263 (3)
ACCUMUIBLE AETICHE ..o ees e $ (195,005) $ 4,686 $ (190,319)(4)
Total stockholders' €qUIty ......ecvevveeveevieieieieiesie e $ 20,093 $ (7,123) $ 12,970
1. To reflect a reclassification of $1,979,000 from long-term to short-term investments.
2. To reflect warrant liability due to changing the classification of certain warrants from equity to liability.
3. To reflect a reduction of additional paid-in capital for the fair value of warrants at issuance due to
changing the classification of certain warrants from equity to liability.
4. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.
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For the Three Months Ended September 30, 2006

As Previously Restatement

Reported Adjustments Restated

Condensed Consolidated Statement of Operations
Service revenues $ 11,332 $ (92) $ 11,240 (1)
TOLAl TEVEIIUES ..vevvieiiieaiieeiieie et e etee ettt et e et eeaee s e eteeeasesaeeeneaes $ 13,248 $ 92) $ 13,156 (1)
Research and development .........c.ccccovuiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiniie e $ 1,293  § 36) $ 1,257 (2)
Total operating expenses .... $ 16,160 $ (36) $ 16,124
L 0SS frOm OPErations .......cceerveerueeriieriieieeieeieeeeeie e enre e eens $ (2,912) $ (56) $ (2,968)
Income on change in fair value of warrant liability ....................... $ - 3 401 $ 401 (3)
Net loss $ (2,728) $ 345 $ (2,383)
Net loss per share:
Basic and diluted............ccoooviiiiiiiiiiiciece e $ (0.04) § -- $ (0.04)

1. To reflect an adjustment of $92,000 in revenue from the period ended September 30, 2006 to the period

ended December 31, 2006 due to the timing of a license agreement.
2. To reflect a $36,000 reduction in stock compensation expense in the second fiscal quarter of 2007.

3. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.

For the Three Months Ended September 30, 2005

As Previously Restatement

Reported Adjustments
Condensed Consolidated Statement of Operations
Loss on change in fair value of warrant liability .............ccoceeenne. $ - 3 957)
INEE LOSS 1.ttt etie ettt ettt ettt et e ete et e eteesteesaeesteebeesreenne $ (5,568) $ 957)
Net loss per share:
Basic and diluted............ccoeeieiiiiiiiiecieee e $ (0.10) § (0.02)
1. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.
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Condensed Consolidated Statement of Operations
Service revenues

Total revenues

Research and development ............ccceevviiiieeinniiicieiniiiecceeeee e $
Total operating expenses .... $
L 0SS fTom OPerations .........ccceecueerrieeniuieniiieenieeiiee et $
Income on change in fair value of warrant liability ....................... $
Net loss $
Net loss per share:

Basic and diluted.........c.ceeoiiiniiiiiiiiicc e $

For the Six Months Ended September 30, 2006

As Previously Restatement
Reported Adjustments Restated

21,209 $ 92) $ 21,117 (1)
25,519 $ (92) $ 25,427 (1)
2,653 $ (75) $ 2,578 (2)

34415 $ (75) $ 34,340

(8,896) $ a7 $ (8,913)
- $ 4,299 $ 4,299 (3)

(8,469) $ 4,282 $ (4,187)

0.14) § 0.07 $ (0.07)

To reflect an adjustment of $92,000 in revenue from the period ended September 30, 2006 to the period

1.

ended December 31, 2006 due to the timing of a license agreement.
2. To reflect a $75,000 reduction in stock compensation expense.
3. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.
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For the Six Months Ended September 30, 2005

As Previously Restatement

Reported Adjustments
Condensed Consolidated Statement of Operations
Loss on change in fair value of warrant liability .............ccccceone. $ - 3 (732)
Net loss $ (10,704) $ (732)
Net loss per share:
Basic and diluted............ccooieriiiiiiiicieci e $ (0.20) $ (0.01)
1. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.

$

$

Restated

(732)(1)
(11,436)

(0.21)

For the Six Months Ended September 30, 2006

As Previously Restatement

Reported Adjustments Restated

Condensed Consolidated Statement of Cash Flows

INEE LOSS oo eeeeeeeeee oo s e e ee e $ (8,469) $ 4282 $ (4,187)(1)
StOCK COMPENSALION ...eviiiiiiiiiieiieeiie ettt $ 1,211 § (75) $ 1,136 (2)
Income on change in fair value of warrant liability ....................... $ - $ (4,299) $ (4,299)(3)
Changes in assets and Habilities..........cccevverierieniereeneeieeie e $ (1,284) $ 245 $ (1,039)(4)

Net cash used in operating activities ...........ccoceevvveeiiiiesiiieeiienns $ (7,755) $ 153 $ (7,602)(5)
Bank overdraft .........ccooeviirieiieie e $ - 3 (153) $ (153)(5)

Net cash used in financing activities ........cocerververeeeeierieriesieenene $ 147 $ (153) $ (6)

1. To reflect a $75,000 reduction in stock compensation expense and $4,299,000 in income due to the change

in the fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.

2. To reflect a $75,000 reduction in stock compensation expense.

3. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.

4. To reflect a $153,000 increase due to the repayment of the bank overdraft.
5. To reflect the repayment of the bank overdraft in the correct period.
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For the Six Months Ended September 30, 2005
As Previously Restatement

Reported Adjustments Restated
Condensed Consolidated Statement of Cash Flows
INEE LOSS oo e e e e e e ee e e e e $ (10,704) $ (732) $ (11,436)(1)
Loss on change in fair value of warrant liability .................cc........ $ - 3 732 $ 732
1. To reflect change in fair value of the warrants classified as a liability.
4. BALANCE SHEET DETAIL
September 30, March 31,
2006 2006

Inventory (in thousands):

WOTK-IN-PIOCESS w.vuvireierieieinieririsisieeissss st seessseens $ 2,806 $ 1,192

Finished 00dS ...oviiiiiiieee e 835 546

$ 3,641 $ 1,738

5. NET LOSS PER SHARE

Basic net loss per share is computed by dividing net loss available to common stockholders (numerator) by the weighted
average number of vested, unrestricted common shares outstanding during the period (denominator). Due to net losses
incurred for the three months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, basic and diluted shares outstanding for each of the
respective periods are the same. The following options and warrants were not included in the computations of net loss
per share because the effect on the calculations would be anti-dilutive (in thousands):

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
September 30, September 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005
(Restated) (Restated) (Restated) (Restated)
Common StOCK OPLIONS ....evvreeueuimieieieniieeieeeeereereeeeene 9,115 8,024 9,115 8,024
WAITANES .vvveveveveveieicieeiricesee e s s s sseees 8,663 6,537 8,603 6,537
17,778 15,161 17,778 15,161

6. COMPREHENSIVE LOSS

Comprehensive loss, as defined, includes all changes in equity (net assets) during a period from non-owner sources. The
difference between the Company’s net loss and comprehensive loss is due primarily to unrealized gains and losses on
investments classified as available-for-sale. Comprehensive loss for the three months ended September 30, 2006 and
2005 was as follows (in thousands):
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Three Months Ended Six Months Ended

September 30, September 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005
(Res tated) (Restated) (Restated) (Restated)

Net 10SS, aS TEPOTLEd.....oovrerrieerieeieeeiee e $ (2,383) $ (6,525) $ (4,187) $ (11,436)
Unrealized gain (loss) on investments in securities............ 21 (16) 24 (13)
Less: reclassification adjustment for gain

(loss) included in Net lOSS...ccveeeueueeeereeeeeeeeeeceeeceeans -- -- - (6)
Comprehensive 10SS......cuvuevieeveieeieeeeeee e $ (2,362) $ (6,541) $ (4,163) $ (11,455)

7. SEGMENT REPORTING

SFAS No. 131, "Disclosures about Segments of an Enterprise and Related Information,” establishes annual and interim
reporting standards for an enterprise’s business segments and related disclosures about its products, services, geographic
areas and major customers. Under SFAS No. 131, the method for determining what information to report is based upon
the way management organizes the operating segments within the Company for making operating decisions and
assessing financial performance. The Company has determined that it has only one reportable segment. The following
net revenues for this segment are presented by groupings of similar products and services (in thousands):

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
September 30, September 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005
(Restated) (Restated)
Packet8 and videophones/equipment............coevevrvrrerrenennn. $ 13,058 § 6,906 $ 25,266 $ 12,572
Semiconductors and related software..........ccccccvvevevennnnnnee. 86 135 138 470
Hosted IPBX SOIUtIONS ......covouiieereeeeeeeeteeeeeeeeee e 12 22 23 26
TOLAL TEVEIIUES ..ottt eee e et seneaes $ 13,156 $ 7,063 $ 25427 $ 13,068

No customer represented greater than 10% of the Company’s total revenues for the three or six months ended
September 30, 2006 or 2005. The Company’s revenue distribution by geographic region (based upon the destination of
shipments) was as follows:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
September 30, September 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005
(Restated) -
98% 100% 98% 98%
1% - 1% 2%
1% - 1% --
100% 100% 100% 100%

8. COMMITMENTS AND CONTINGENCIES
Guarantees

Indemnifications

In the normal course of business, the Company indemnifies other parties, including customers, lessors and parties to
other transactions with the Company, with respect to certain matters. The Company has agreed to hold the other party
harmless against losses arising from a breach of representations or covenants or intellectual property infringement or
other claims made against certain parties. These agreements may limit the time within which an indemnification claim
can be made and the amount of the claim. In addition, the Company has entered into indemnification agreements with
its officers and directors.

It is not possible to determine the maximum potential amount of the Company’s exposure under these indemnification
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agreements due to the limited history of prior indemnification claims and the unique facts and circumstances involved in
each particular agreement. Historically, payments made by the Company under these agreements have not had a
material impact on the Company’s operating results, financial position or cash flows. Under some of these agreements,
however, the Company’s potential indemnification liability might not have a contractual limit.

Product Warranties

The Company accrues for the estimated costs that may be incurred under its product warranties upon revenue
recognition. Changes in the Company’s product warranty liability, which is included in cost of product revenues in the
condensed consolidated statements of operations, during the three and six months ended September 30, 2006 were as
follows (in thousands):

Three Six
Months Ended Months Ended
September 30, September 30,
2006 2006
Balance at beginning of period..........ccoceveveveiririeererneieeeeeeerenans $ 329 $ 301
Accruals fOr Warranties ..........cevevereeeeurereeeerrinreeeseseeeeeeseeeeeeeen 86 203
SEULICINENES ...ttt b st bbb s sns (73) (162)
Changes N ESTIMALES .........cvevevereeerereiriererereieresetesesesesesesesesesesesesesesesens (39) (39)
Balance at end of period..........coeeieireeirieeieieeeee e, $ 303 $ 303

Standby letters of credit.

The Company has a standby letter of credit totaling $250,000, which was issued to guarantee certain contractual
obligations and is collateralized by cash deposits at the Company’s primary bank. This letter of credit is recorded in the
other assets line items in the condensed consolidated balance sheets.

Leases

At September 30, 2006, future minimum annual lease payments under noncancelable operating leases were as follows
(in thousands):

Year ending March 31:
Remaining 2007........oceeueieirereeiieieeessesisesesssssessesesssssssssssssssssenns $ 241
D008.....eeeeevreerrreererreessseessses st ssseesssesass st ssss et esassesansessesesassesansesanens 490
2009ttt ea et ea st a ettt 493
20T0u ettt 206
Total MINIMUM PAYMENTS.......cevererrieerererieeeeresseees e sessessessns $ 1,430

In April 2005 and June 2006, the Company entered into a series of noncancelable five and four year capital lease
agreements, respectively, for office equipment bearing interest at various rates. At September 30, 2006, future
minimum annual lease payments were as follows (in thousands):
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Year ending March 31:

Remaining 2007.........c.vuevruereueeeiereeeeeeeseseesesssesessesee s sesee s nes $ 14
28

28

28

2

Total minimum payments 100
Less: Amount representing interest (€0))]
89
Less: Short-term portion of capital lease obligations (23)
Long-term portion of capital lease obligations...........ccecevueveveuenenes $ 66

Capital leases included in office equipment were $118,000 at September 30, 2006. Total accumulated depreciation was
$31,000 at September 30, 2006. Amortization expense for assets recorded under capital leases is included in
depreciation expense.

Minimum Third Party Network Service Provider Commitments

In July 2006, the Company entered into a minimum monthly commitment of $400,000 effective June 1, 2006 for 24
months with one of its third party network service provider vendors.

Legal Proceedings

The Company is involved in various legal claims and litigation that have arisen in the normal course of its operations.
While the results of such claims and litigation cannot be predicted with certainty, the Company currently believes that
the final outcome of such matters will not have a materially adverse effect on the Company’s financial position, results
of operations or cash flows. However, should the Company not prevail in any such litigation, it could have a materially
adverse impact on the Company’s operating results, cash flows or financial position.

State and Municipal Taxes

In general, the Company does not collect or remit state or municipal taxes (such as sales and use, excise, utility user and
ad valorem taxes), fees or surcharges ("Taxes") on the charges to the Company's customers for its services. The
Company does collect and remit California sales tax, however. Beginning October 1, 2006, the Company also began
collecting certain state and local E911 charges that are paid to and remitted through third party network service
providers. The Company has received inquiries or demands from a few states and municipal taxing and 911 agencies,
and is currently under audit by one state, seeking payment of Taxes that are applied to or collected from the customers
of providers of traditional public switched telephone network services. The Company has consistently maintained that
these Taxes do not apply to its service for a variety of reasons depending on the statute or rule that establishes such
obligations. The Company has recorded an expense of $416,000 and $201,000 for six months ended September 30,
2006 and 2005, respectively as its best estimate of the probable tax exposure for such assessments. The Company
believes the cumulative exposure for assessments is $1,146,000 as of September 30, 2006, which is recorded in the
other accrued liabilities line item in the consolidated balance sheets.

Regulatory Matters

Although several regulatory proceedings are underway or are being contemplated by federal and state authorities,
including the Federal Communications Commission, or FCC, and state regulatory agencies, VoIP communication
services have remained largely unregulated in the United States when compared to traditional telephony services. To
date, VoIP service providers have been treated as information service providers although the FCC has thus far avoided
specifically ruling on this classification. Information service providers are largely exempt from most federal and state
regulations governing traditional common carriers. The FCC is currently examining the status of VoIP service providers
and the services they provide. The FCC initiated a notice of proposed rule-making (NPRM) in early 2004 to gather
public comment on the appropriate regulatory environment for IP telephony. In November 2004, the FCC ruled that the
VoIP service of a competitor and "similar" services are jurisdictionally interstate and not subject to state certification,
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tariffing and most other state telecommunications regulations. The FCC ruling has been appealed by several states and
the outcome of these appeals cannot be determined at this time. If the FCC or an appeals court were to determine that
VolIP service providers, or the services they provide, are subject to traditional state or federal common carrier
regulation, it could have a material adverse effect on the Company’s business and operating results.

On June 21, 2006, the FCC expanded the base of Universal Service Fund (USF) contributions to interconnected VoIP
providers. The FCC established a safe harbor percentage of 64.9% of total VoIP service revenue. The Company may
calculate its contribution based on the safe harbor or by submitting a traffic study that is subsequently approved by the
FCC. The Company submitted a traffic study to the FCC on July 18, 2006. The FCC has not yet approved the
Company’s study. For a period of at least two quarters beginning October 1, 2006, the Company will be required to
contribute to the USF for its subscribers’ retail revenues as well as through its underlying carriers’ wholesale charges.
Beginning October 1, 2006, the Company began charging its subscribers a USF surcharge fee equal to the USF
contribution amounts it must contribute beginning October 1, 2006 based upon its subscribers’ retail revenues. The
impact of this price increase on our customers or the Company’s inability to recoup its costs or liabilities in remitting
USF contributions or other factors could have a material adverse effect on the Company’s financial position, results of
operations and cash flows. The FCC Order applying USF contributions to interconnected VoIP providers is currently
under appeal and the FCC continues to evaluate alternative methods for assessing USF charges, including imposing an
assessment on telephone numbers. The outcome of these proceedings can not be determined at this time.

On May 19, 2005, the FCC unanimously adopted an Order and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (“NPRM?”) that requires
VoIP providers that interconnect with the public switched telephone network (“PSTN™), or interconnected VoIP
providers, to provide enhanced 911 (“E911”) emergency services. On June 3, 2005, the FCC released the text of the
First Report and Order and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in the VoIP E911 proceeding (the “VoIP E911 Order”). As
a result of the VoIP E911 Order, interconnected VolP providers are required to offer the 911 emergency calling
capabilities similar to those available to subscribers of traditional switched phone lines. Furthermore, all interconnected
VolIP providers must deliver 911 calls to the appropriate local public safety answering point, or PSAP, in accordance
with the VoIP 911 Order. According to the VoIP E911 Order, where E911 functionality is available to wireline
customers, an interconnected VoIP provider must route calls through the PSTN’s legacy wireline selective router and
transmit the call back number and location, where the PSAP is able to receive that information. On November 7, 2005,
the FCC’s Enforcement Bureau issued a Public Notice with respect to this requirement. The Public Notices stated that
providers that have not complied with the E911 requirements are not required to discontinue the provision of service to
existing customers, but that the FCC expects that such providers will cease marketing their services and accepting new
subscribers where the provider cannot offer 911 capabilities consistent with the VoIP E911 Order.

In addition, the VoIP 911 Order required that existing and prospective customers be notified, prominently and in plain
language, of the capabilities and limitations of VoIP service with respect to emergency calling and interconnected VoIP
providers must obtain and maintain the affirmative acknowledgement from each customer that the customer has read
and understood the notice and limitations. Interconnected VoIP providers must also distribute warning labels or stickers
alerting customers and other users to the limitations. On September 27, 2005, the FCC’s Enforcement Bureau released
an order stating that the Enforcement Bureau will not pursue enforcement against VoIP providers that have received
affirmative acknowledgement from at least 90% of their subscribers. The Company has received affirmative
acknowledgement from substantially all of its customers and has substantially satisfied this requirement of the rule.

In accordance with the FCC’s rules, the Company filed a VoIP E911 compliance report on November 28, 2005. As was
detailed in the compliance report, the Company currently cannot offer E911 services that route directly to a local PSAP
to all of its customers, as the direct interconnection to local PSAPs is not available in certain rate centers from which
telephone numbers are provisioned for the Packet8 service. The Company is addressing this issue with its
telecommunication interconnection partners. On November 28, 2005, the Company began routing certain nomadic 911
calls and 911 calls that cannot be directly connected to a local PSAP, along with location information, to a national
emergency call center. The emergency dispatchers in this national call center utilize the location information provided
to route the call to the correct PSAP or first responder. The FCC may determine that the Company’s nomadic E911
solution does not satisfy the requirements of the VoIP E911 order because, in some instances, the Company will not be
able to connect Packet8 subscribers directly to a PSAP. In this case, the FCC could require the Company to disconnect
a significant number of subscribers. The effect of such disconnections or any enforcement action initiated by the FCC or
other state agency or task force against the Company could have a material adverse effect on the Company’s financial
position, results of operations and cash flows. On January 1, 2006, the Company began charging its customers a
monthly fee of $1.99 for E911 services on all Packet8 phone numbers capable of placing outbound calls in order to
recoup some of the expenses associated with providing nationwide, nomadic E911 service. The impact of this price
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increase on our customers or the Company’s inability to recoup its costs or liabilities in providing E911 services or
other factors could have a material adverse effect on the Company’s financial position, results of operations and cash
flows. In addition to the VoIP E911 Order, the FCC opened a Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Proceeding on
June 3, 2005 to consider whether it should impose additional E911 obligations on interconnected VoIP providers
including consideration of a requirement that interconnected VoIP providers automatically determine the physical
location of their customer rather than allowing customers to manually register their location. The outcome of this
proceeding cannot be determined at this time. If the FCC were to impose additional E911 obligations upon the
Company, it could have a material adverse effect on the Company’s business and operating results.

On August 5, 2005, the FCC unanimously adopted an order responsive to a joint petition filed by the Department of
Justice, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and the Drug Enforcement Administration asking the FCC to declare that
broadband Internet access services and VoIP services be covered by the Communications Assistance for Law
Enforcement Act, or CALEA. CALEA requires covered providers to assist law enforcement agencies in conducting
lawfully authorized electronic surveillance. Under the FCC Order, VoIP providers will be required to comply with
CALEA obligations by May 14, 2007. The Order also clarifies that providers may use third-party vendors to comply
with these obligations. Our failure to achieve compliance with any future CALEA orders, rules, filings or standards, or
any enforcement action initiated by the FCC or other agency, state or task force against us could have a material adverse
effect on our financial position, results of operations or cash flows.

Several state regulatory authorities have contacted the Company regarding its Packet8 service. These inquiries have
ranged from notification that the Packet8 service should be subject to local regulation, certification and fees to broad
inquiries into the nature of the Packet8 services provided. The Company responds to the various state authorities as
inquiries are received. Based on advice of counsel, the Company disputes the assertion, among others, that the Packet8
service should be subject to state regulation. While the Company does not believe that exposure to material amounts of
fees or penalties exists, if 8x8 is subject to an enforcement action, the Company may become subject to liabilities and
may incur expenses that adversely affect its financial position, results of operations and cash flows.

On March 7, 2006, the Attorney General of Missouri sent the Company an investigative demand for information related
to its provisioning and marketing of E911 services since January 1, 2005. The Company submitted its response on
March 31, 2006 and, to date, has received no response from the Attorney General.

In May 2005, the Company received a notice from the City of Chicago that it is being investigated for non-compliance
with Chicago tax laws, as it is not collecting and remitting Chicago’s Telecommunications Tax. In addition, the notice
requested that the Company complete a questionnaire. The Company completed the questionnaire received and
disputed the applicability of this tax to Packet8 services.

On April 7, 2005, the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) instituted a rulemaking to assess and revise the
regulation of all telecommunications utilities in California except for small incumbent local exchange carriers (ILECs).
The primary goal of this proceeding is to develop a uniform regulatory framework for all telecommunications utilities,
except small ILECs, to the extent that it is feasible and in the public interest to do so. While not specifically directed at
VolIP, it is unclear at this time what impact this new rulemaking will have on the CPUCs classification or treatment of
VoIP services. In late 2004 and early 2005, the Company received notices from multiple municipalities in California
that the Packet8 service is subject to utility user taxes, as defined in the respective municipal codes. The notices require
that the Company begin collecting and remitting utility user taxes no later than January 1, 2005. The Company has
responded to and disputed the municipalities’ assertions.

In January 2005, the Company received a letter from the Municipal Association of South Carolina, or MASC, an
association representing multiple municipalities in South Carolina. The MASC asserts that the Company is subject to a
business license tax applied to telecommunications companies doing business within the participating municipalities’
corporate limits. The Company has responded to the MASC regarding their assertion.

The effect of potential future VoIP telephony laws and regulations on the Company’s operations, including, but not
limited to, Packet8, cannot be determined.

ITEM 2. MANAGEMENT'S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL CONDITION AND RESULTS
OF OPERATIONS

We have restated our condensed consolidated financial statements to correct certain errors, principally related to our
application of Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 00-19, “Accounting for Derivative Financial Instruments Indexed
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to, and Potentially Settled in, a Company’s Own Stock” (“EITF 00-19) with respect to the accounting of warrants
issued to three investors in three different equity financings that were consummated in fiscal 2005 and 2006 (“Equity
Financings”). In fiscal years 2005 and 2006, our financial statements accounted for these warrants as equity. The
warrants include a provision that specifies that the Company must deliver freely tradable shares upon exercise by the
warrant holder. Because there are circumstances that may not be within the control of the Company that could prevent
delivery of registered shares, EITF 00-19 requires the warrants be recorded as a liability at fair value with subsequent
changes in fair value recorded in income. Our restated financial statements reflect a liability on the condensed
consolidated balance sheets for the warrants and reflect income or loss in the condensed consolidated statement of
operations for the change in their fair value from period-to-period. In connection with the restatement, we also have
corrected certain errors that we had previously identified and determined not to be material with respect to our
condensed consolidated financial statements for the affected periods and that relate to (1) the reclassification of $2.0
million from long-term investments to short-term investments for the period ended March 31, 2006, (2) an adjustment
of $92,000 in revenue from the period ended September 30, 2006 to the period ended December 31, 2006 due to timing
of a licensing agreement, (3) the reduction of $36,000 and $75,000 of stock compensation expense for the three and six
months ended September 30, 2006, due to excess expense incorrectly recorded related to the termination of an
employee, and (4) a $153,000 reduction in net cash used in operations due to a bank overdraft at the end of the period
ended March 31, 2006.

FORWARD-LOOKING STATEMENTS

This Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations contains forward-looking statements
within the meaning of Section 27A of the Securities Act and Section 21E of the Exchange Act. Any statements
contained herein that are not statements of historical fact may be deemed to be forward-looking statements. For
example, words such as “may,” “will,” “should,” “estimates,” “predicts,” “potential,” “continue,” “strategy,” “believes,”
“anticipates,” “plans,” “expects,” “intends,” and similar expressions are intended to identify forward-looking
statements. You should not place undue reliance on these forward-looking statements. Actual results could differ
materially from those anticipated in these forward-looking statements as a result of a number of factors, including our
good faith assumptions being incorrect, our business expenses being greater than anticipated due to competitive factors
or unanticipated development or sales costs; revenues not resulting in the manner anticipated or our failure to generate
customer or investor interest. The forward-looking statements may also be impacted by the additional risks faced by us
as described in this Report, including those set forth under the section entitled "Factors that May Affect Future Results."
All forward-looking statements included in this Report are based on information available to us on the date hereof, and
we assume no obligation to update any such forward-looking statements. In addition to those factors discussed
elsewhere in this Form 10-Q/A, see the Risk Factors discussion in Item 1A of our 2006 Form 10-K and Part II, Item 1A
of this Form 10-Q/A. The forward-looking statements included in this Form 10-Q/A are made only as of the date of this
report, and we undertake no obligation to update the forward-looking statements to reflect subsequent events or
circumstances.

2 G 29 <
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BUSINESS OVERVIEW

We develop and market telecommunication technology for Internet protocol, or IP, telephony and video applications.
We offer the Packet8 broadband voice over Internet protocol, or VoIP, and video communications service, Packet8
Virtual Office service and videophone equipment and services (collectively, Packet8). We shipped our first VoIP
product in 1998, launched our Packet8 service in November 2002, and launched the Packet8 Virtual Office business
service offering in March 2004. Substantially all of our revenues are generated from the sale, license and provisioning
of VoIP products, services and technologies.

Our fiscal year ends on March 31 of each calendar year. Each reference to a fiscal year in this report refers to the fiscal
year ending March 31 of the calendar year indicated (for example, fiscal 2007 refers to the fiscal year ending March 31,
2007).

CRITICAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES & ESTIMATES

The discussion and analysis of our financial condition and results of operations are based upon our consolidated
financial statements, which have been prepared in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the
United States. The preparation of these financial statements requires us to make estimates and judgments that affect the
reported amounts of assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses, and related disclosure of assets and liabilities. On an on-
going basis, we evaluate our critical accounting policies and estimates. We base our estimates on historical experience
and on various other assumptions that we believe to be reasonable under the circumstances, the results of which form
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the basis for making judgments about the carrying values of assets and liabilities that are not readily apparent from other
sources. Actual results may differ from these estimates under different assumptions or conditions. Our critical
accounting policies and estimates are discussed in our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended March 31,
2006.

WARRANT LIABILITY

We account for our warrants in accordance with Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 00-19, “Accounting for
Derivative Financial Instruments Indexed to and Potentially Settled in a Company’s Own Stock” (“EITF 00-19”") which
requires warrants to be classified as permanent equity, temporary equity or as assets or liabilities. In general, warrants
that either require net-cash settlement or are presumed to require net-cash settlement are recorded as assets and
liabilities at fair value and warrants that require settlement in shares are recorded as equity instruments. Certain of our
warrants require settlement in shares and are accounted for as permanent equity. We also have three investor warrants
that are classified as liabilities because they include a provision that specifies that we must deliver freely tradable shares
upon exercise by the warrant holder. Because there are circumstances, irrespective of likelihood, that may not be within
our control that could prevent delivery of registered shares, EITF 00-19 requires the warrants be recorded as a liability
at fair value, with subsequent changes in fair value recorded as income (loss) in change in fair value of warrant liability.
The fair value of the warrant is determined using a Black-Scholes option pricing model, and is affected by changes in
inputs to that model including our stock price, expected stock price volatility and contractual term.

RECENT ACCOUNTING PRONOUNCEMENTS

Stock-Based Compensation Expense

On April 1, 2006, we adopted SFAS No. 123(R), which establishes standards for the accounting for equity instruments
exchanged for employee services, on a modified prospective basis. The following table summarizes the distribution of
stock-based compensation expense related to employee stock options and employee stock purchases under SFAS No.
123(R) for the three and six months ended September 30, 2006 which was recorded as follows (in thousands):

Three Six
Months Ended Months Ended
September 30, September 30,

2006 2006
(Restated) (Restated)

COSt Of SEIVICE TEVEIUES ..evvreerceececereecereeeses ettt eeeas $ 21 % 63
Cost Of ProduCt TEVENUES ....oeeeeceeeeeirieeieieereeeee e eeen 5 11
Research and development ..........cccceeeeeieniiinnenininenrreereseeeeene 101 237
Selling, general and adminiStrative ........cooeveverieieieieieeeeeeeeeee e 385 825
Total stock-based compensation expense related to

employee stock options and employee stock purchases, pre-tax....... 512 1,136
Taxbenefit -- --
Stock based compensation expense related to employee

stock options and employee stock purchases, net oftax.................... $ 512 % 1,136

Stock options granted in periods prior to fiscal 2007 were measured based on SFAS No. 123 criteria, whereas stock
options granted subsequent to April 1, 2006 were measured based on SFAS No. 123(R) criteria. In conjunction with the
adoption of SFAS No. 123(R), we changed our method of attributing the value of stock-based compensation to expense
from the accelerated multiple-option approach to the straight-line single option method. Compensation expense for all
share-based payment awards granted subsequent to April 1, 2006 is recognized using the straight-line single-option
method. Stock-based compensation expense included in the first six months of fiscal 2007 includes the impact of
estimated forfeitures. SFAS No. 123(R) requires forfeitures to be estimated at the time of grant and revised, if
necessary, in subsequent periods if actual forfeitures differ from those estimates. For the periods prior to fiscal 2007, we
accounted for forfeitures as they occurred.

The following table summarizes the assumptions used to compute reported and pro forma stock-based compensation to
employees and directors for the three and six months ended September 30:
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Three Months Ended Six Months Ended

September 30, September 30,
2006 2005 * 2006 2005 *
Expected volatility.......ccccocvieniiiniiiiniiiiiicciececee -- 135% 92% 136%
Expected dividend yield...........cccovieiniiiniiiniiiiniiee. -- -- -- --
Risk-free interest rate.......c.coevververeeneenieneenieneeniens -- 4.07% 4.98% 3.99%
Weighted average expected option term.............ceee...e. -- 3.47 years 3.33 years 3.49 years
Weighted average fair value of options granted............. $ -3 145 $ 090 $ 1.33

*  The weighted average assumptions for the three and six months ended September 30, 2005 were determined in
accordance with SFAS No. 123.

In May 2005, the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) issued Statement of Financial Accounting Standards
(SFAS) No. 154, “Accounting Changes and Error Corrections: a Replacement of Accounting Principles Board Opinion
No. 20 and FASB Statement No. 3.” SFAS No. 154 requires retrospective application for voluntary changes in
accounting principle unless it is impracticable to do so or another methodology is required by the standard.
Retrospective application refers to the application of a different accounting principle to previously issued financial
statements as if that principle had always been used. SFAS No. 154’s retrospective application requirement replaces
APB No. 20’s (“Accounting Changes”) requirement to recognize most voluntary changes in accounting principle by
including in net income (loss) of the period of the change the cumulative effect of changing to the new accounting
principle. This Statement defines retrospective application as the application of a different accounting principle to prior
accounting periods as if that principle had always been used or as the adjustment of previously issued financial
statements to reflect a change in the reporting entity. SFAS No. 154 also redefines restatement as the revising of
previously issued financial statements to reflect the correction of an error. The requirements are effective for accounting
changes made in fiscal years beginning after December 15, 2005 and will only impact the consolidated financial
statements in periods in which a change in accounting principle is made. We adopted SFAS No. 154 in the first quarter
of fiscal 2007.

In March 2006, the Emerging Issues Task Force reached a consensus on Issue No. 06-03 “How Taxes Collected from
Customers and Remitted to Government Authorities Should Be Presented in the Income Statement (That Is, Gross
versus Net Presentation)” (“EITF No. 06-03"). We are required to adopt the provisions of EITF No. 06-03 in the first
quarter of fiscal 2008. We currently report revenue net of taxes collected and remitted to governmental authorities. We
do not expect the adoption of the provisions of EITF No. 06-03 in the first quarter of fiscal 2008 to have a material
impact on our results of operations and financial condition.

In July 2006, FASB issued FASB Interpretation No. 48, “Accounting for Uncertainty in Income Taxes: an
Interpretation of FASB Statement No. 109” (FIN 48), which clarifies the accounting for uncertainty in income taxes
recognized in an enterprise’s financial statements. This Interpretation requires that we recognize in our financial
statements the impact of a tax position if that position is more likely than not of being sustained on audit, based on the
technical merits of the position. We expect to adopt FIN 48 in the first quarter of fiscal 2008, with the cumulative
effect, if any, of the change in accounting principle recorded as an adjustment to our opening retained earnings. We are
currently evaluating the impact of adopting FIN 48 on our condensed consolidated financial statements.

In September 2006, the FASB issued SFAS No. 157, Fair Value Measurements. SFAS No. 157 defines fair value,
establishes a framework for measuring fair value in generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP) and expands
disclosures about fair value measurements. SFAS No. 157 applies to other accounting pronouncements that require or
permit fair value measurements, but does not require any new fair value measurements. SFAS No. 157 is effective for
financial statements issued for fiscal years beginning after November 15, 2007 and interim periods within those fiscal
years. Early application is encouraged, provided that the reporting entity has not yet issued financial statements for an
interim period within that fiscal year. We do not expect the adoption of SFAS No. 157 will have a material impact on
our consolidated results of operations and financial condition.

KEY BUSINESS METRICS

We periodically review certain key business metrics, within the context of our articulated performance goals, in order to
evaluate the effectiveness of our operational strategies, allocate resources and maximize the financial performance of
our business. The key business metrics include the following:
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Churn: Average monthly subscriber line churn for a particular period is calculated by dividing the number of lines that
terminated during that period by the simple average number of lines during the period and dividing the result by the
number of months in the period. The simple average number of lines during the period is the number of lines on the first
day of the period, plus the number of lines on the last day of the period, divided by two. Terminations, as used in the
calculation of churn statistics, do not include customers terminated during the period if termination occurred within the
first 30 days after purchasing our service. Management reviews this metric to evaluate whether we are retaining our
existing subscribers in accordance with our business plans. Churn approximated 3.7% for the second fiscal quarter of
2007 and 2.4% for the same period of fiscal 2006. The increase in churn was due to a change in our collection policies
and procedures in the first fiscal quarter of 2007. We have reduced the number of months a subscriber may remain on
our service without paying for the service. To date, we have not found that this change has reduced our ability to attract
long-term subscribers, but it may do so in the future. If we are unable to compete effectively against our existing
competitors as well as against potential new entrants into the VoIP telephone service business, in both retaining our
existing subscribers and attracting new subscribers, our churn will likely increase and our business will be adversely
affected.

Subscriber acquisition cost: Subscriber acquisition cost is defined as costs for advertising, marketing, promotions,
commissions and equipment subsidies. Management reviews this metric to evaluate how effective our marketing
programs are in acquiring new subscribers on an economical basis in the context of estimated subscriber lifetime value.
Subscriber acquisition costs decreased to $99 per customer for the second fiscal quarter of 2007 from $130 per customer
for the comparable period in fiscal 2006. Subscriber acquisition costs decreased for the second fiscal quarter of 2007
compared to the second fiscal quarter of fiscal 2006 due to a decrease in sales promotions offered to new subscribers.

Management believes it is useful to monitor these metrics together and not individually as it does not make business
decisions based upon any single metric.
RESULTS OF OPERATIONS

The following discussion should be read in conjunction with our condensed consolidated financial statements and the
notes thereto.

September 30, Dollar Percent
Service revenues 2006 2005 Change Change
(Restated)
(dollar amounts in thousands)
Three months ended..........ccocovevveeiveeeiceeeeeeeae $ 11,240 $ 5719 § 5,521 96.5%
Percentage of total revenues..........oceeveveererercrcrererennnns 85.4% 81.0%
SIXMONthS ENAEd........eooeeceeeeeeeeeee e $ 21,117 $ 10,715 $ 10,402 97.1%
Percentage of total revenues 83.0% 82.0%

Revenues

Service revenues consist primarily of revenues attributable to the provision of our Packet8 service and royalties earned
under our VoIP technology licenses. We expect that Packet8 service revenues will continue to comprise nearly all of our
service revenues for the foreseeable future. The increase for the second quarter of fiscal 2007 was primarily due to a
$5.6 million increase in revenues attributable to our Packet8 service because of growth in the subscriber base. In
addition, we began charging a monthly regulatory recovery fee of $1.50 per line effective May 2005 and a monthly
emergency 911 service cost recovery fee of $1.99 per line effective in January 2006.

The increase for the first six months of fiscal 2007 as compared to the same period in the prior fiscal year resulted
primarily from growth in the subscriber base for Packet8 service, for which revenues increased by $10.4 million. We
also benefited from a $0.1 million increase in the first quarter of fiscal 2007 due to a change in our revenue recognition
policy.
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September 30, Dollar Percent

Product revenues 2006 2005 Change Change
(dollar amounts in thousands)
Three months ended..........ccoooeevvieiveveciiiceeeeeene $ 1916 $ 1,344 $ 572 42.6%
Percentage of total revenues 14.6% 19.0%
Sixmonths ended..........ccocoeeennne.. $ 4310 $ 2353 $ 1,957 83.2%
Percentage of total revenues 17.0% 18.0%

Product revenues consist of revenues from sales of VoIP terminal adapters, telephones and videophones, primarily
attributable to our Packet8 service. The increase for the second quarter and the first six months of fiscal 2007 resulted
primarily from growth in the Packet8 subscriber base. We also benefited from $0.3 million increase in revenue in the
first quarter of fiscal 2007 due to a change in our revenue recognition policy. We completed our last shipment of VoIP
semiconductors during the first quarter of fiscal 2006, and do not expect to record future revenues from sales of
semiconductor products.

No customer represented greater than 10% of our total revenues for the three and six months ended September 30, 2006
and 2005. Our revenue distribution by geographic region (based upon the destination of shipments) was as follows:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
September 30, September 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005
(Restated) -
Americas (principally US)......ccocoocevniennccnncccrennenene. 98% 100% 98% 98%
BUIOPDC. ..ottt 1% -- 1% 2%
ASTaA PACIHIC....cviveveieieteieieiereccce e 1% -- 1% --
100% 100% 100% 100%
Cost of Service Revenues
September 30, Dollar Percent
Cost of service revenues 2006 2005 Change Change
(dollar amounts in thousands)
Three months ended..........ooeeevveeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeae $ 5015 § 2,795 $ 2,220 79.4%
Percentage of Service revenues.........oueeeeeevereeernrererenne 44.6% 48.9%
Sixmonths ended.........oooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e, $ 9,777 $ 4864 $ 4,913 101.0%
Percentage of total revenues........coeeveveeeeeererereenrerennnns 38.5% 37.2%

The cost of service revenues consists of costs primarily associated with network operations and related personnel,
telephony origination and termination services provided by third party carriers and technology license and royalty
expenses. Cost of service revenues for the three months ended September 30, 2006 increased $2.2 million over the
comparable period in the prior fiscal year because of Packet8 network operations and third party carrier service charges
due to the year over year growth in the Packet8 subscriber base.

The $4.9 million increase in cost of service revenues for the first six months of fiscal 2007 was attributable to an
increase in Packet8 network operations and third party carrier service charges due to the year over year growth in the
Packet8 subscriber base.
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Cost of Product Revenues

September 30, Dollar Percent
Cost of product revenues 2006 2005 Change Change
(dollar amounts in thousands)
Three months ended.........ccccceueneee. $ 1,354 § 2537 § (1,183) -46.6%
Percentage of product revenues..... 70.7% 188.8%
Six months ended....................... $ 4282 $ 4642 $ (360) -7.8%
Percentage of total revenues.........cocoveeerereeererercnennnn, 16.8% 35.5%

The cost of product revenues consists of costs associated with systems, components, system and semiconductor
manufacturing, assembly and testing performed by third-party vendors, estimated warranty obligations and direct and
indirect costs associated with product purchasing, scheduling, quality assurance, shipping and handling. The decrease in
the cost of product revenues for the second quarter of fiscal 2007 as compared to the same quarter in the prior fiscal
year was primarily due to a $1.2 million decrease attributable to a decline in the cost of equipment provided to Packet8
subscribers upon activation of their service and related manufacturing, personnel, handling, overhead and shipping
costs.

The decrease in cost of product revenues for the first six months of fiscal 2007 as compared to the comparable period in
the prior year was primarily attributable to a $0.9 million decrease in equipment expenses due a reduction in the per unit
cost of the equipment provided to Packet8 subscribers upon activation of their service. This reduction was partially
offset by a $0.5 million increase in cost of product revenue as a result of the change in our revenue recognition policy
during the first quarter of fiscal 2007.

We generally do not separately charge Packet8 subscribers for the terminal adapters used to provide our service when
they subscribe on our website. We have also offered incentives to customers who purchase terminal adapters in our
retail channels to offset the cost of the equipment purchased from a retailer, and generally these incentives are recorded
as reductions of revenue. In accordance with FASB Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 00-21, a portion of Packet8
services revenues is allocated to product revenues, but these revenues are less than the cost of the terminal adapters at
the time of purchase.

Research and Development Expenses

September 30, Dollar Percent
Research and development 2006 2005 Change Change
(Restated)
(dollar amounts in thousands)
Three months ended..........coeveeveieiierereieeeeereae, $ 1,257 § 1,446 $ (189) -13.1%
Percentage of total revenues........ocoeeeveveerereererererennns 9.6% 20.5%
Sixmonths ended..........ccovoeuvcuevecreeeceeeeeeee e, $ 2,578 $ 2,770 $ (192) -6.9%
Percentage of total revenues........ooeeevvveererercrerererennnns 10.1% 21.2%

Research and development expenses consist primarily of personnel, system prototype, software and equipment costs
necessary for us to conduct our engineering and development efforts. The decrease in research and development
expenses for the second quarter of fiscal 2007 as compared to the comparable period in the prior fiscal year was
primarily attributable to a $0.3 million decrease in personnel expenses, net of $0.1 million increase in SFAS 123(R)
stock option expense charges.

The decrease in research and development for the first six months of fiscal 2007 from the period in the prior fiscal year
was primarily attributable to a $0.4 million decrease in personnel expenses, net of $0.2 million increase in SFAS 123(R)
stock option expense charges.
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Selling, General and Administrative Expenses

September 30, Dollar Percent
Selling, general and administrative 2006 2005 Change Change
(dollar amounts in thousands)
Three months ended.................. $ 8,498 §$ 6,042 § 2,456 40.6%
Percentage of total revenues.... 64.6% 85.5%
Sixmonths ended.........ccccoueeunee. $ 17,703 $ 11,907 $ 5,796 48.7%
Percentage of total revenues.........cocoveeerereeererercnennnn, 69.6% 91.1%

Selling, general and administrative expenses consist primarily of personnel and related overhead costs for sales,
marketing, customer support, finance, human resources and general management. Such costs also include sales
commissions, trade show, advertising and other marketing and promotional expenses. Selling, general and
administrative expenses for the second quarter of fiscal 2007 increased over the same quarter in the prior fiscal year
primarily because of a $1.0 million increase in personnel costs to support the growth of our Packet8 service, especially
in staffing customer service positions, a $0.3 million increase in credit card processing fees, a $0.2 million increase in
sales and use tax expense, a $0.1 million increase in sales agent and retailer commissions due to the expansion of our
distribution channels for our Packet8 service and a $0.1 million increase in telephone expenses. We also reported $0.4
million in SFAS 123(R) stock option expense charges in the second quarter of fiscal 2007 and such expenses were not
required to be included in this line item in the prior fiscal year.

Selling, general and administrative expenses for the first six months of fiscal 2007 increased over the same period in the
prior fiscal year primarily because of a $1.5 million increase in personnel costs to support the growth in our Packet8
service, especially for staffing customer service positions, a $1.0 million increase in sales agent and retailer
commissions due to the expansion of our distribution channels for our Packet8 service, a $0.8 million increase in
advertising public relations and other marketing and promotional expenses, a $0.6 million increase in credit card
processing fees, a $0.3 million increase in sales and use tax expenses, a $0.2 million increase in telephone expenses, and
a $0.1 million increase in accounting and tax related expenses. We also reported $0.8 million in SFAS 123(R) stock
option expense charges in the first six months of fiscal 2007 and such expenses were not required to be included in this
line item in the prior fiscal year.

Other Income, Net

September 30, Dollar Percent
Other income, net 2006 2005 Change Change
(dollar amounts in thousands)
Three months ended.........ccooevevrveievcierieieireienn $ 184 § 189 § 5) -2.6%
Percentage of total revenues.........cooveeeverevecerercnennn, 1.4% 2.7%
Sixmonths ended........oceveveeveieireeneinenieseiee e, $ 427 $ 411 3 16 3.9%
Percentage of total revenues.........ccoceeveverererercrererercnenns 1.7% 3.1%

The decrease in other income for the second quarter of fiscal 2007 over the same period in fiscal 2006 was primarily
due to lower average cash balances. In the second fiscal quarter of 2007, other income, net primarily consisted of
interest and investment income earned on our cash, cash equivalents and investment balances.

Income on change in Fair Value of Warrant Liability

Income on change in fair value September 30, Dollar Percent
of warrant liability 2006 2005 Change Change

(Restated) (Restated)

(dollar amounts in thousands)

Three months ended..........ccoevierevriinrereeieenne, $ 401 $ 957) $ 1,358 -141.9%
Percentage of total revenues........ccoceeveveerererencrererenenes 3.0% -13.5%
Six months ended.........ccoveruevrreirreecieeeeee e, $ 4299 $ (732) $ 5,031 -687.3%
Percentage of total revenues.........ccoeeevvveerererererererennnns 16.9% -5.6%

In connection with the sale of shares of our common stock in fiscal 2005 and 2006, we issued warrants in three different
equity financings. The warrants included a provision that we must deliver freely tradable shares upon exercise of the
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warrant. Because there are circumstances that may not be within our control that could prevent delivery of registered
shares, EITF 00-19 requires the warrants be recorded as a liability at fair value with subsequent changes in fair value
recorded as a gain or loss. The fair value of the warrant is determined using a Black-Scholes option pricing model, and
is affected by changes in inputs to that model including our stock price, expected stock price volatility and contractual
term. To the extent that the fair value of the warrant liability increases or decreases, we record a loss or income in our
statement of operations. The increase in the income from change in fair value of warrants in the second fiscal quarter of
2007 compared to the same period in fiscal 2006 is due to a reduction in the fair value of warrants resulting from a
decline in our stock price, expected stock price volatility and contractual life of the warrants which are the primary
assumptions applied to the Black-Scholes model which we have used to calculate the fair value of the warrants.

The increase in the income from the change in fair value of warrants for the first six months of fiscal 2007 compared to
the same period in fiscal 2006 is due to a reduction in the fair value of warrants resulting from a decline in our stock
price, expected stock price volatility and contractual life of the warrants.

Provision for Income Taxes

There were no tax provisions recorded during the three and six month periods ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, due
to year to date net losses incurred. No tax provisions have been recorded for any period presented, as we believe that,
based on the history of our operating losses and other factors, the weight of available evidence indicates that it is more
likely than not that we will not be able to realize the benefit of our net operating losses. Accordingly, a full valuation
reserve has been recorded against our net deferred tax assets.

Liquidity and Capital Resources

At September 30, 2006, we had $5.3 million of cash and cash equivalents and $9.2 million in investments in marketable
securities for a combined total of $14.5 million. By comparison, at September 30, 2005, we had $5.1 million of cash and
cash equivalents, $0.3 million in restricted cash, and $14.3 million in investments in marketable securities for a
combined total of $19.7 million. Our cash and cash equivalents balance decreased by $1.0 million and the combined
balance decreased by $8.5 million during the first six months of fiscal 2007. The decrease in the combined balance was
used to fund operations, as discussed below.

Cash used in operations of approximately $7.6 million for the first six months of fiscal 2007 was primarily attributable
to the net loss of $4.2 million, adjusted for $4.3 million of non-cash income due to the change in the fair value of
warrants and $1.8 million of depreciation, amortization, and stock-based compensation expense. The unfavorable
changes in operating assets and liabilities were primarily attributable to a $1.9 million increase in inventory, a $0.5
million decrease in deferred revenue, and a $0.4 million increase in accounts receivable, which changes resulted from
business growth and the change in our policy regarding recognition of revenue. These unfavorable changes were offset
by a $0.8 million increase in accounts payable, $0.6 million increase in other accrued liabilities and a $0.4 million
decrease in deferred cost of goods sold. Cash used in operations of approximately $11.3 million for the first six months
of fiscal 2006 was primarily attributable to the net loss of $11.4 million and net cash used in changes in operating assets
and liabilities of $0.9 million, adjusted for $0.3 million of depreciation and amortization expense and a $0.7 million
non-cash expense due to the change in the fair value of warrants. The changes in operating assets and liabilities were
primarily attributable to a $0.9 million decrease in accounts payable and a $0.8 million decrease in deferred revenue
offset by a $0.6 million decrease in inventory expenditures. Our negative operating cash flows primarily reflect our net
losses resulting from the same factors affecting our revenues and expenses as described above.

At September 30, 2006, we had open purchase orders of approximately $2.1 million, primarily related to inventory
purchases from our contract manufacturers. These purchase commitments are reflected in our consolidated financial
statements once goods or services have been received or at such time when we are obligated to make payments related
to these goods or services. At September 30, 2006, future minimum annual lease payments under noncancelable
operating leases were as follows (in thousands):

Year ending March 31:

Remaining 2007 .........cccovurirrrrrriiriereisieeessssssssssessessssesessssssssssesens $ 241
2008......ccvereerirereereierenssssssssssesesssesssss sttt ess st ess s s st et ensenas s sanes 490
2009......ccuererieireie ittt sttt ettt sttt 493
2010.ccueverierieieieseesesseese st st se e saese bbbttt s bt s e s senns 206
Total MINIMUM PAYMENLS .....ccverriiereerereieeeseseeeeeesessssseseesessssseseses $ 1,430




At September 30, 2006, we had a purchase obligation for services under a July 2006 contract with a leading third party
network service provider that requires us to make minimum monthly payments of $400,000 through May 31, 2008. The
total remaining obligation under the contract is $8 million.

We had no off-balance sheet arrangements at September 30, 2006 as defined in Regulation S-K Item 303(a)(4).

In April 2005 and June 2006, the Company entered into a series of noncancelable five and four year capital lease
agreements, respectively, for office equipment bearing interest at various rates. At September 30, 2006, future
minimum annual lease payments were as follows (in thousands):

Year ending March 31:

RemMAINING 2007.......corveririiierirsenienienieseessssesseseesssseesssssssesssssssssenses $ 14
28

28

28

2

Total MINIMUM PAYMENTS .....ceeeeeriiereeeeeeeeeeieereeeee e eeeseseeeeees 100
Less: Amount representing iNtereSt........covvrurrerererereerererereeerenenns 11
89
Less: Short-term portion of capital lease obligations.................... (23)
Long-term portion of capital lease obligations $ 66

At September 30, 2006, we have a $2.8 million liability related to warrants issued to three investors in three equity
financing transactions in the fiscal years 2006 and 2005. We account for these warrants as liabilities, because the
possibility, however likely or unlikely, that we would be unable to deliver registered shares upon a future exercise of
these warrants. The required accounting for a warrant with an assumed "net cash settlement" provision under EITF 00-
19 is to estimate the fair value on the date of issuance and to record a liability equal to that value with subsequent
changes in the fair value recorded as income or expense at the end of each reporting period under EITF 00-19 . The
amount we record as a liability under EITF 00-19 is not, nor do we intend for it to be an admission or stipulation of the
amount that we would owe or be obligated to pay the warrant holder in the event that we are unable to deliver registered
shares to the warrant holder. In fact, we have made no determination of the amount of liability, if any, that we would
owe to the warrant holder in the event of such a breach.

Based upon our current expectations, we believe that our current cash and cash equivalents and short-term investments,
together with cash expected to be generated from future operations, will be sufficient to satisfy our expected working
capital and capital expenditure requirements for at least the next 12 months.

Although we believe that our current cash and cash equivalents will satisfy our expected working capital and capital
expenditure requirements through at least the next 12 months, our business may change in ways we do not currently
anticipate, which could require us to raise additional funds to support our operations earlier than otherwise expected.
Unless we achieve and maintain profitability, we will need to raise additional capital to support our business. We may
not be able to obtain additional financing as needed on acceptable terms, or at all, which may require us to reduce our
operating costs and other expenditures by making reductions in personnel and capital expenditures. Alternatively, or in
addition to such potential measures, we may elect to implement other cost reduction actions as we may determine are
necessary and in our best interests. Any such actions undertaken might limit our opportunities to realize plans for
revenue growth and we might not be able to reduce our costs in amounts sufficient to achieve break-even or profitable
operations.
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ITEM 3. QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE DISCLOSURES ABOUT MARKET RISK
Foreign Currency

Our financial market risk consists primarily of risks associated with international operations and related foreign
currencies. We derive a portion of our revenues from customers in Europe and Asia. In order to reduce the risk from
fluctuation in foreign exchange rates, the vast majority of our sales are denominated in U.S. dollars. In addition, almost
all of our arrangements with our contract manufacturers are denominated in U.S. dollars. We have a foreign subsidiary
in France and are exposed to market risk from changes in exchange rates. We have not entered into any currency
hedging activities. To date, our exposure to exchange rate volatility has not been significant; however, there can be no
assurance that there will not be a material impact in the future.

Investments

We maintain an investment portfolio of various holdings, types and maturities. These marketable securities are
generally classified as available for sale and, consequently, are recorded on the balance sheet at fair value with
unrealized gains or losses reported as a separate component of accumulated other comprehensive loss. Part of this
portfolio includes investments in bank issues, corporate bonds and commercial papers.

ITEM 4. CONTROLS AND PROCEDURES
Evaluation of Effectiveness of Disclosure Controls and Procedures

The Company maintains disclosure controls and procedures (as defined in Rules 13a-15(¢) and 15d-15(e) under the
Securities and Exchange Act of 1934 ("Disclosure Controls") that are designed to ensure that information the Company
is required to disclose in reports filed or submitted under the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934 is accumulated and
communicated to management, including our principal executive and principal financial officers, as appropriate, to
allow timely decisions regarding required disclosure, and that such information is recorded, processed, summarized and
reported within the time periods specified in Securities and Exchange Commission rules and forms.

As of the end of the period covered by this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q/A, under the supervision of our Chief
Executive Officer and our Chief Financial Officer, we evaluated the effectiveness of our Disclosure Controls. Based on
this evaluation our Chief Executive Officer and our Chief Financial Officer have concluded that our Disclosure Controls
were effective as of the end of the period covered by this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q/A.

Limitations on the Effectiveness of Controls

The Company’s management, including the Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer, does not expect that
the Company’s Disclosure Controls or internal control over financial reporting will prevent all errors and all fraud. A
control system, no matter how well designed and operated, can provide only reasonable, not absolute, assurance that the
control system’s objectives will be met. Further, the design of a control system must reflect the fact that there are
resource constraints, and the benefits of controls must be considered relative to their costs. Because of the inherent
limitations in all control systems, no evaluation of controls can provide absolute assurance that all control issues and
instances of fraud, if any, within the Company have been detected.

Changes in Internal Control over Financial Reporting

During the quarter the Company engaged new legal counsel which management considers a material change in our
internal control over financial reporting. In reaching the conclusion that our Disclosure Controls were effective as of
the end of the period covered by this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q/A, management considered the control deficiency
related to the accounting for warrants which resulted in the restatement disclosed in Note 3 to the Condensed
Consolidated Financial Statements included in Part I Item 1 of this Form 10-Q/A. Management evaluated the design
and operating effectiveness of controls over the accounting for warrants, which included enhanced review by our legal
counsel and our newly appointed Chief Financial Officer and concluded that the previously reported material weakness
over the accounting for warrants had been remediated.
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PART II -- OTHER INFORMATION
ITEM 1. Legal Proceedings

Descriptions of our legal proceedings are contained in Part I, Item 1, Financial Statements — Notes to Condensed
Consolidated Financial Statements — “Note 7.

ITEM 1A. Risk Factors

We face many significant risks in our business, some of which are unknown to us and not presently foreseen. These
risks could have a material adverse impact on our business, financial condition and results of operations in the future.
We have disclosed a number of material risks under Item 1A of our annual report on Form 10-K for the year ended
March 31, 2006, which we filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission on June 14, 2006. The following
discussion is of material changes to risk factors disclosed in that report.

We have a history of losses and we are uncertain as to our future profitability.

We recorded an operating loss of $8.9 million for the six months ended September 30, 2006, and we ended the period
with an accumulated deficit of $195 million. In addition, we recorded operating losses of $25 million and $20 million
for the fiscal years ended March 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. We expect that we will continue to incur operating
losses for the foreseeable future, and such losses may be substantial. We will need to generate significant revenue
growth to achieve an operating profit. Given our history of fluctuating revenues and operating losses, we cannot be
certain that we will be able to achieve profitability on either a quarterly or annual basis in the future.

We may not be able to maintain our listing on the Nasdaq Capital Market.

Our common stock trades on the Nasdaq Capital Market, which has certain compliance requirements for continued
listing of common stock. We have in the past been subject to delisting procedures due to a drop in the price of our
common stock. If our minimum closing bid price per share falls below $1.00 for a period of 30 consecutive trading days
in the future, we may again be subject to delisting procedures. As of the close of business on October 31, 2006, our
common stock had a closing bid price of approximately $1.43 per share. We must also meet additional continued listing
requirements contained in Nasdaq Marketplace Rule 4310(c)(2)(b), which requires that we have a minimum of
$2,500,000 in stockholders' equity or $35,000,000 market value of listed securities or $500,000 of net income from
continuing operations for the most recently completed fiscal year (or two of the three most recently completed fiscal
years). As of October 31, 2006, based on our closing price as of that day, the market value of our securities
approximated $88 million and we were in compliance with Nasdaq Marketplace Rule 4310(c)(2)(b). There can be no
assurance that we will continue to meet the continued listing requirements.

Delisting could reduce the ability of our shareholders to purchase or sell shares as quickly and as inexpensively as they
have done historically. For instance, failure to obtain listing on another market or exchange may make it more difficult
for traders to sell our securities. Broker-dealers may be less willing or able to sell or make a market in our common
stock. Not maintaining our Nasdaq Capital Market listing may:

e result in a decrease in the trading price of our common stock;

e lessen interest by institutions and individuals in investing in our common stock;

e make it more difficult to obtain analyst coverage; and

e make it more difficult for us to raise capital in the future.
There may be risks associated with our ability to comply with funding requirements of the Universal Service
Fund, or USF, and similar state or federal funds, or that our customers will cancel service due to the impact of
these price increases to their service.
On June 21, 2006, the FCC expanded the base of Universal Service Fund (USF) contributions to interconnected VoIP
providers. The FCC established a safe harbor percentage of 64.9% of total VoIP service revenue. We may calculate the

contribution based on the safe harbor or by submitting a traffic study that is subsequently approved by the FCC. We
submitted the traffic study to the FCC on July 18, 2006. The FCC has not yet approved our study. For a period of at
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least two quarters beginning October 1, 2006, we will be required to contribute to the USF for the subscribers’ retail
revenues as well as through our underlying carriers’ wholesale charges. Beginning October 1, 2006, we began charging
our subscribers a USF surcharge fee equal to the USF contribution amounts we must contribute beginning October 1,
2006 based upon our subscribers’ retail revenues. The impact of this price increase on our customers or our inability to
recoup the costs or liabilities in remitting USF contributions or other factors could have a material adverse effect on our
financial position, results of operations and cash flows. The FCC Order applying USF contributions to interconnected
VoIP providers is currently under appeal and the FCC continues to evaluate alternative methods for assessing USF
charges, including imposing an assessment on telephone numbers. The outcome of these proceedings can not be
determined at this time.

We may be liable for taxes on our past sales and services that we have not been collecting from our customers
and collecting such taxes in the future might adversely affect our business.

In accordance with current industry practice, we do not collect state and federal telecommunications taxes or other
telecommunications surcharges with respect to our Packet8 service. We have received inquiries or demands from a few
states and municipal taxing and 911 agencies seeking payment of taxes that are applied to or collected from the
customers of providers of traditional public switched telephone network services. We have consistently maintained that
these taxes do not apply to our service for a variety of reasons depending on the statute or rule that establishes such
obligations. Beginning October 1, 2006, we began collecting certain state and local E911 charges that are paid to and
remitted through third party network service providers. We do collect and remit California sales tax, however. One or
more states or foreign countries may seek to impose sales or other tax collection obligations on out-of-jurisdiction
companies that provide telephone service. A successful assertion by one or more states or foreign countries that we
should collect sales or other taxes on the sale of merchandise or services could result in substantial tax liabilities for past
sales in excess of estimated exposure, decrease our ability to compete with traditional telephone companies, and could
have a material adverse effect on our business, financial condition or operating results. We have recorded an expense of
$416,000 and $201,000 for six months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively as our best estimate of the
probable tax exposure for such assessments. We believe the cumulative exposure for assessments is $1,146,000 as of
September 30, 2006, which is recorded in the other accrued liabilities line item in the consolidated balance sheets.

The fair value of certain warrant liabilities may increase or decrease, and as a result, we may be required
pursuant to EITF 00-19 to reflect a corresponding increase or decrease in our net income or net loss, as the case
may be, and the amount of our recorded liability for the warrants for the applicable quarter also may fluctuate
materially.

Pursuant to Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 00-19, “Accounting for Derivative Financial Instruments Indexed to
and Potentially Settled in a Company’s Own Stock™ (“EITF 00-19”), warrants issued to three investors in three different
equity financings we consummated in fiscal 2005 and 2006 are classified as liabilities because the possibility, however
likely or unlikely, that the Company would be unable to deliver registered shares upon a future exercise of these
warrants means that the warrants are deemed to include a "net cash settlement" provision within the meaning of EITF
00-19. The required accounting for a warrant with a "net cash settlement" provision under EITF 00-19 is to estimate the
fair value on the date of issuance and to record a liability equal to that value to reflect the required assumption that the
Company will breach its obligation to deliver registered shares in the future (which we refer to as a "presumed breach").
The warrants will continue to be recorded as liabilities until such time as the warrants are exercised, expire or we and
the warrant holders amend the applicable warrant agreement in a manner that renders this accounting treatment
unnecessary. In the event that at the end of any fiscal quarter the fair value of these warrants increases or decreases, we
will be required to re-value the warrants and reflect such change for the applicable fiscal quarter in our financial
statements in accordance with EITF 00-19. If the fair value at the end of any fiscal quarter increases, we will recognize
a corresponding increase in expense for such fiscal quarter, as well as reflect a corresponding increase in our liabilities
for such fiscal quarter, in accordance with EITF 00-19, resulting in a reduction of our stockholders’ equity on our
balance sheet for such fiscal quarter and a decrease in net income on our income statement for such fiscal quarter. If the
fair value at the end of any fiscal quarter decreases, we will recognize a corresponding decrease in expense for such
fiscal quarter, as well as reflect a corresponding decrease in our liabilities for such fiscal quarter, in accordance with
EITF 00-19, resulting in an increase of our stockholders’ equity on our balance sheet for such fiscal quarter and increase
in net income on our income statement for such fiscal quarter. The amount we record as a liability under EITF 00-19 is
not, nor do we intend for it to be an admission or stipulation of the amount that we would owe or be obligated to pay the
warrant holder in the event of an actual breach by us of the warrant terms. In fact, we have made no determination of
the amount of liability, if any, that we would owe to the warrant holder in the event of such a breach.
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ITEM 5. SUBMISSION OF MATTERS TO A VOTE OF SECURITIES HOLDERS

The Company’s 2006 Annual Meeting of Stockholders was held on September 18, 2006, at the Company’s principal
executive offices in Santa Clara, California. At the meeting, shares of the Company’s common stock were present in
person and by proxy. The number of votes present in person or by proxy represented approximately 88% of eligible
votes associated with outstanding votable securities.

The voting results are set forth below.
PROPOSAL 1. Each person elected as a director will serve until the next annual meeting of stockholders or until such

person’s successor is elected and qualified. The following nominees for director, who constituted all of the directors of
the Company, were elected at the meeting with the following vote totals:

Name of Nominee Votes Cast for Votes Withheld
Bryan R. Martin 50,304,962 3,234,258
Guy L. Hecker, Jr. 50,516,201 3,023,019
Christopher McNiffe 50,382,953 3,156,267
Joe Parkinson 50,241,189 3,298,031
Donn Wilson 50,428,978 3,110,242

PROPOSAL 2. Our stockholders approved the 8x8 2006 Stock Plan, which approved for the reservation of 7,000,000
shares of common stock issuable under the plan.

For Against Abstentions Broker Non-Votes
10,781,573 3,382,104 221,937 39,143,606

PROPOSAL 3. The holders of a majority of the shares of common stock present at the meeting and entitled to vote on
this proposal approved and ratified an amendment adopted by the Board to extend the term of the 1996 Employee Stock
Purchase Plan to July 2016.

For Against Abstentions Broker Non-Votes
11,668,803 2,535,693 192,618 39,142,106
ITEM 6. EXHIBITS

31.1 Certification of Chief Executive Officer pursuant to Rules 13a-14 and 15d-14 under the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, as adopted pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002.

31.2 Certification of Chief Financial Officer pursuant to Rules 13a-14 and 15d-14 under the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, as adopted pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002.

32.1 Certification of Chief Executive Officer pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 1350, as adopted pursuant to
Section 906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002.

32.2 Certification of Chief Financial Officer pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 1350, as adopted pursuant to
Section 906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002.
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SIGNATURE

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the Registrant has duly caused this report to be
signed on its behalf by the undersigned thereunto duly authorized.

Date: June 29, 2007

8X8, INC.
(Registrant)

By: /s/ Daniel Weirich

Daniel Weirich

Chief Financial Officer
(Principal Financial and Chief Accounting Officer and Duly
Authorized Officer)
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