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Apple Inc. petitions for inter partes review of claims 1 and 2 of United 

States Patent No. 9,762,397 to Vaarala et al. (Ex. 1001, “the ’397 patent”), titled 

“Method and System for Sending a Message Through a Secure Connection.” The 

Petition demonstrates that both claims of the ’397 patent are unpatentable. 

The ’397 patent purported to solve issues with Internet Protocol Security 

(IPSec) operability for mobile hosts. It did not. Rather, the alleged issues with 

IPSec presented by the ’397 patent were well-known and solved long before the 

earliest priority date of the ’397 patent. Ex. 1002, Goldschlag Decl., ¶¶45-52. In 

particular, the ’397 patent alleged that IPSec was designed for static connections, 

and therefore when a mobile host moved or changed its network address, IPSec 

provided no mechanism to alter parameters of the secure connection. Id. 

The ’397 patent alleged to solve these problems by establishing an end-to-

end secure connection between two end hosts via an intermediate computer. But 

not only is this solution trivial, it was also explicitly disclosed by RFC3104 prior to 

the earliest priority date of the ’397 patent. Additionally, Grabelsky explains other 

well-known and simple elements of the claims that would have been known to a 

POSITA, such as data packet formats and use of translation tables. 

Accordingly, there is at least a reasonable likelihood that at least one claim 

of the ’397 patent is unpatentable, as shown herein. Therefore, Petitioner 
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