IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Patent No. 6,502,135 )
)
Filed: February 15, 2000 ) Group Art Unit: Central
) Reexamination Unit
Issued: December 31, 2002 )
) Examiner:
Inventors: Munger et al. )
)  Confirmation No.:
For:  AGILE NETWORK PROTOCOL FOR )
SECURE COMMUNICATIONS )
WITH ASSURED SYSTEM )
AVAILABILITY )

REQUEST FOR INTER PARTES REEXAMINATION
UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 311

ATTN: Mail Stop Inter Partes Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit (CRU)
Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent & Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Sir,

Presented herewith is a request for infer partes reexamination of United States Patent No.
6,502,135 (the *135 patent), entitled “Agile Network Protocol for Secure Communications with
Assured System Availability.” The inventors of the 135 patent are Edmund Colby Munger,
Douglas Charles Schmidt, Robert Dunham Short, Victor Larson and Michael Williamson. The
present assignee of the *135 patent is VirnetX Corporation, as recorded at Reel 018757, Frame
0326. A list of all exhibits submitted with this reexamination request is provided in the
accompanying transmittal letter for this request for inter partes reexamination.
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