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Ex. 1016 Declaration of James G. Sawtelle Regarding Motion for Admission 

to Practice Pro Hac Vice 
 
I. Introduction 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 321, § 18 of the Leahy-Smith America Invents Act 

(“AIA”),” and 37 C.F.R. § 42.200, Petitioner GoFire, Inc. (“GoFire”), submits this 

petition (“Petition”) for post-grant review of claims 1-21 (the “Challenged Claims”) 

of U.S. Patent 10,327,479 B2  (“the ‘479 Patent”) (Ex. 1001).  The ‘479 Patent is 

entitled, “System and Method for an Improved Personal Vapourization Device” and 

is owned by Respondent Canopy Growth Corporation (“Canopy” or “Respondent”).   
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