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MATTHEW R. WALSH 1 

19197 GOLDEN VALLEY RD #333 2 

SANTA CLARITA, CA 91387 3 

(661) 644-0012 4 

Plaintiff In Pro Per, 5 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 6 

 CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 7 

MATTHEW R. WALSH 

Plaintiff In Pro Per, 

vs. 

ROKOKO ELECTRONICS 

(AND DOES 1 THROUGH 50, 

INCLUSIVE) 

 

Defendant 

Case No.: 2:25-CV-05340-ODW-RAO 

 

[Assigned to Hon. Otis D. Wright, II, 

Courtroom 5D; Hon. Rozella A. Oliver, 

Courtroom 590] 

 

Hearing Date: January 26, 2025 

Hearing Time: 1:30 PM 

 

DECLARATION OF MATTHEW R. 

WALSH re: CORRIDOR DIGITAL 

HARASSMENT 

 8 

I, Matthew R. Walsh, declare I am the Plaintiff in this matter. I have personal 9 

knowledge of the following facts and if called as a witness I could and would 10 

testify competently hereto. All text, images and exhibits herein are true and 11 

accurate copies which I have received or have made and I am authenticating all of 12 

them under the penalty of perjury. 13 

 14 

 15 
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 16 

that the foregoing is true and correct.  17 

 18 

1. Corridor Digital is a self-admitted business partner of Defendant (Exhibit 1). 19 

2. Corridor Digital is the only media outlet that has uttered even a single word 20 

of this case (Exhibit 2) which is not a coincidence: 21 

3. Corridor Digital admits to receiving the lawsuit information the same day 22 

they filmed with Rokoko, not by chance or happenstance: “I saw this last 23 

night, I think, and I was kind of like, uh oh. And I like didn't look into it. I 24 

filmed the Rococo brand integration yesterday. Yeah, I was going to say we 25 

just did a Rokoko.”… Talking points were clearly fed to Corridor Digital by 26 

Defendant as they stated on air “you know, we're talking to him [Rokoko] 27 

right now.” 28 

4. At the instruction of Defendants, Corridor Digital refused to accept service 29 

and acted hostile towards the processors so they would not return (Exhibit 30 

3). 31 

5. In short, they, acting as agents of Defendants: 32 

a. Attacked my mental state and capacity 33 

b. Accused me of defamation, slander and libel. 34 

 35 
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c. Accused me of using bots/alt accounts (I didn’t have anything to do 36 

with a single comment on Reddit). 37 

d. Claimed my headline was manipulative and deceptive. 38 

e. Said people “fell for my bait.” 39 

f. Said my case falls apart and is mostly BS. 40 

g. Misrepresented my lawsuit as not accepted. 41 

h. Mocked and dismissed my evidence. 42 

i. Stated I “invented” my evidence 43 

j. Portrayed me as dishonest or intentionally misleading. 44 

k. Suggested I manipulated online communities. 45 

6. This is a list of just some of the defamatory things they said on their podcast 46 

to 10M subscribers: 47 

a. “you know, we're talking to him [Rokoko] right now.” 48 

b. “First off, the guy who posted all of these links is the plaintiff.” 49 

c. “So the guy who made every subreddit post in all these different 50 

channels is the guy who is actually suing Rocco?” 51 

d. “I think 99% of this guy's case is in the headline that he's written for 52 

himself.” 53 

e. “The state lawsuit was not accepted. Yeah, not even accepted.” 54 
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f. “I'm just really sad that like so many people like kind of like fell for 55 

the bait…” 56 

a. “And generally speaking, someone usually confirms or denies like, oh, 57 

whether this is BS or not, you know, And I, I, I appreciate that. And 58 

so, so I had to take it upon myself to like go into all these threads and 59 

be like, guys, this is BS.” 60 

g. “Everything after that, once you actually like start to critically think 61 

about it, falls apart pretty quickly.” 62 

h. “So the headline that I just read you was written by the person who 63 

has beef with Rokoko and is trying to sue them.” 64 

i. “At what point does it go to like slander or libel or whatever? -- Well, 65 

in a lot of ways it’s on its way there right now.” 66 

j. “I think those are bot comments.” 67 

k. “I think that’s him using alt accounts just to like bump up the drama 68 

and his threads.” 69 

l. “This guy's actually unhinged.” 70 

m. “I don't know what's wrong with him, but I think he’s might be a little 71 

crazy…” 72 

n. “Yeah, he's just man, he's a little off his rocker.” 73 

o. “One’s an 8 year old account.” (implying manipulation) 74 
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p. “He’s unhinged” 75 

q. “People just merely saying the same thing… I think those are bot 76 

comments.” 77 

r. “99% of this guy's case is in the headline that he’s written for 78 

himself.” 79 

a. “The guy says he's got evidence. Yeah, Rococo bad. How incredibly 80 

unsurprising, I know, but people read a headline and believed it.” 81 

s. “It’s basically guys just confused about the terms of service.” 82 

t. “It's one of those weird things… a single person just making 83 

mountains and mountains of data and text.” 84 

u. “Like, I don't know what's wrong with him, but I think he's might be a 85 

little crazy because he said he, in his evidence, he said he hired 86 

private investigators to check out where Rococo's headquarters was” 87 

v. “He alleges things like Rokoko is stealing your IP… ignoring the fact 88 

that Rokoko has a cloud service.” 89 

w. “Do you think they're jerking off to your mocap data or something?” 90 

x. “They're gonna sell it to James Cameron and put it in Avatar 3.” 91 

y. “Frankly very impressive and well written attention grabbing 92 

headline.” 93 
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z. “He basically got it into the court system and then wrote this headline 94 

saying Rokoko hit with…” 95 

aa. “He has evidence of this, which is just his computer’s network 96 

traffic…” 97 

bb. “What the hell do you think they're doing with the data?” 98 

cc. “It's a weird like warrior type where it's like, I'm going to amass this 99 

data, uncover this…” 100 

dd. “It's just like a 2 hour uncut stream of just network traffic.” 101 

ee. “People see the headline and they're subconsciously hit with this 102 

influence of, oh, this company bad.” 103 

ff. “When it finally gets corrected, no one ever sees it.” 104 

gg. “Is this legit? … This feels SUS.” 105 

hh. “This guy is actually unhinged.”  (again) 106 

ii. “He might be a little crazy.” (again) 107 

jj. “That's the difference between like oh some guy with a bone to pick 108 

and someone who's unhinged.” 109 

kk. “Guys just confused about the terms of service.” (duplicate but 110 

included) 111 

ll. “People fell for the bait.” 112 

 113 
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Executed this 10th day of December, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California. 114 

 115 

Matthew R. Walsh 

Plaintiff In Pro Per 

 116 

  117 
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 121 

EXHIBIT 1 122 

  123 
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Defendant admits Corridor is a business parter after a subpoena is issued and pre-124 

empts any discovery from them stating those terms are confidential. 125 

 126 

 127 

  128 
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 130 

 131 

 132 

EXHIBIT 2 133 

  134 
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Defendant’s business partner, Corridor Digital is the only media outlet speaking 135 

about this case. 136 

 137 

 138 
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 140 

 141 

 142 

EXHIBIT 3 143 

  144 
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Defendant’s told Corridor Digital to not accept service or allow service processors 145 

to go on site. They were extremely hostile to the processors. Someone finally let 146 

her in, but they left her in their office for nearly 3 hours. 147 

 148 
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