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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: SPOLIATION OF 

NERVE-CENTER EVIDENCE 

 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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  16 

Plaintiff sought to defeat Defendant’s nerve-center argument when filing the 17 

Motion to Strike Removal (later partially withdrawn to instead only seek 18 

jurisdiction reclassification of Federal Jurisdiction as “Federal Question”) 19 

 20 

1. Plaintiff filed (Dkt #70) which undisputably destroys Diversity Jurisdiction. 21 

Defendant has never opposed the information or denied it. 22 

 23 

2. Plaintiff demonstrated with Defendant’s own Secretary of State records that: 24 

 25 

a. Jakob Balslev lists himself as the Founder, CEO, CFO and Secretary 26 

making him the nerve-center of the Company. (Exhibit 1) 27 

 28 

b. To defeat diversity, Counsel authored “personal declarations” 29 

purporting to be from Defendant Mikkel Overby (Denmark) claiming 30 

he was the CFO and COO (Exhibit 2). DocuSign records show 31 

Defendant did not author these statements himself, Counsel did – and 32 

further CFO is not listed as his title there either (Exhibit 3) 33 

 34 
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c. The CEO, CFO and Secretary is actually listed as Jakob Balslev on 35 

official paperwork. 36 

 37 

3. Defendant’s claim that Jakob left California in 2020 wasn’t true as Secretary 38 

of State Records show that he registered Rokoko Electronic, Inc. to his 39 

personal luxury apartment at 4140 Cesar Chavez St, San Francisco, CA 40 

throughout 2024. (Exhibit 4) 41 

 42 

4. Within four days of this information being filed with the Court, Defendant 43 

contacted the SOS and made changes to the records – appointing a 44 

retroactive registered agent and then having the entire year of 2023 removed 45 

altogether. (Exhibit 4) 46 

 47 

5. Defense had to hide this information or diversity would be defeated, the case 48 

could be remanded and they would be defaulted immediately in State Court 49 

or worse, it would be evident that they perjured themselves; especially since 50 

they did not disclose to the Court they owned a commercial property in San 51 

Francisco, in the businesses’ name and have paid property taxes since 2016 52 

while employing staff at it. (Exhibit 5) 53 

 54 
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6. HOW IT WAS DONE 55 

a. Defendant first superseded with a new SOI (statement of information) 56 

to overwrite his name, personal address and other information with a 57 

registered agent instead. 58 

b. Defendant then filed a Form CORR-CORP (Exhibit 6) and paid 59 

a $30 fee; ths form allows records to be marked ”false or erroneous” 60 

or “defectively signed”. The remedy is removal of the offending 61 

filing(s). 62 

c. TIMELINE MATCH: The current state timeline for these filings to 63 

be addressed: four days. Precisely the amount of time it took the 64 

Defendant’s to have their records removed. (Exhibit 7) 65 

 66 

7. DEFENDANT CANNOT DENY 67 

When confronted with admitting that California-domiciled Jakob Balslev is 68 

the CEO, CFO and Secretary (thereby the Nerve-Center), Defendant 69 

admitted. 70 

8. REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11. Admit that Jakob Balslev is the 71 

CEO, CFO, and Secretary of Rokoko Electronics.  72 

a. RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11.   In 73 

addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko objects 74 
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that this Request is overbroad as to scope and time and irrelevant to 75 

the claims in this action. Subject to and without waiving any of its 76 

objections, Rokoko responds as follows: Admitted that Jakob Balslev 77 

is Rokoko s CEO. 78 

9. When confronted with the commercial property issues in RFA’s, Defendants 79 

refused to deny: 80 

a. REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3. Admit that in Defendants 81 

filings concerning jurisdiction, Defendants did not disclose the 82 

property located at 44 Tehama Street, San Francisco, California. 83 

i. RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3.   In 84 

addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko 85 

further objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks 86 

information that is not relevant to a claim or defense of any 87 

party and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 88 

of admissible evidence. In his Notice of Partial Withdrawal of 89 

Motion, Plaintiff withdrew Motion to Strike as it pertained to 90 

jurisdiction and acquiesced to the jurisdiction of this Court.  91 

(The motion was never withdrawn, this is false) 92 
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10. When confronted with Overby’s e-mail IP traces all resolving 300km away 93 

while claiming he signed those declarations from Copenhagen (and 94 

DocuSign proving otherwise), Defendants refused to deny: 95 

a. REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 47. Admit some or all of your 96 

senior staff lives and works in or around Tranbjerg.  97 

i. RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 47.   In 98 

addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko 99 

objects to the extent that this Request is overbroad as to scope 100 

and time. Rokoko further objects that this Request is unduly 101 

burdensome and harassing insofar as it seeks private and 102 

personal information unrelated to any of Plaintiff s claims. 103 

Rokoko further objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks 104 

information that is not relevant to a claim or defense of any 105 

party and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 106 

of admissible evidence.   107 

11. When confronted with ReedSmith authoring Mikkel Overby’s declaration, 108 

Defendant refused to deny: 109 

a. REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36. Admit that Mikkel 110 

Overby’s second declaration contains a DocuSign signature because it 111 

was drafted by ReedSmith and sent to him for signature. 112 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 117-11     Filed 12/29/25     Page 6 of 31   Page
ID #:3319



 

~ 7 ~ 

i. RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36.   In 113 

addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko 114 

objects that this Request fails to identify the second declaration 115 

with sufficient particularity, rendering the Request vague and 116 

ambiguous such that Rokoko is unable to formulate a response 117 

or otherwise admit in good faith. Rokoko further objects that 118 

this Request is improperly compound and overbroad as to time 119 

and scope. Rokoko further objects that to the extent that this 120 

Request seeks information protected by the work product 121 

doctrine, attorney client privilege, or any other applicable 122 

privilege. Rokoko further objects that the methods by which 123 

Rokoko drafts litigation documents is not relevant to any claim 124 

or defense of any party to this action. 125 

b. REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14. Produce all non-126 

privileged documents concerning the preparation, drafting, or 127 

execution of the declarations of Mikkel Overby or Katherine J. Ellena 128 

filed in this action, and provide a privilege log identifying any 129 

withheld documents.  130 

i. RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14.   131 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko 132 
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objects to the Request to the extent it calls for the disclosure of 133 

privileged or protected information, including without 134 

limitation, information subject to the attorney-client privilege, 135 

attorney work product doctrine, or any other statutory or 136 

common-law privilege. Rokoko further objects that this Request 137 

is clearly harassing insofar as it seeks to uncover Rokoko’s 138 

attorney work product, completely divorced from any relevance 139 

to Plaintiffs claims. Rokoko further objects that this Request is 140 

not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 141 

evidence. 142 

 143 

 144 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 145 

that the foregoing is true and correct.  146 

 147 

Executed this 10th day of December, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California. 148 

 149 

Matthew R. Walsh 

Plaintiff In Pro Per 
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 150 

  151 
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 152 

 153 

 154 

 155 

EXHIBIT 1 156 

  157 
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 159 

 160 

 161 

 162 

EXHIBIT 2 163 

  164 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 117-11     Filed 12/29/25     Page 12 of 31 
Page ID #:3325



 

~ 13 ~ 

 165 

 166 

 167 

  168 
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 169 

 170 

 171 

 172 

EXHIBIT 3 173 

  174 
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Defendant Overby signing a sworn declaration which states that he works “day to 175 

day” in Copenhagen and that the declaration was executed in Copenhagen, 176 

Denmark. DocuSign metadata shows the signature was executed instead from 177 

Tranbjerg, Midjylland — approximately 300 km (4 hours) away — where Overby 178 

in fact resides and works. 179 

 180 

The metadata further confirms that the declaration was transmitted to Defendant 181 

from counsel and signed within 90 seconds of receipt, demonstrating that the 182 

declaration was drafted by counsel and merely rubber-stamped by Overby, not 183 

authored by him under penalty of perjury. 184 

 185 

 186 

 187 

 188 

cont. next page. 189 
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 190 

Overby’s emails resolve to a TDC home business account in Midtjylland, within the city of 191 

Tranbjerg (tip of a peninsula, across two islands) ~300 km away—[~8-hour daily commute]— 192 

 193 

Relevance: undercutting “day-to-day” Copenhagen operations (see also 13, 15). 194 

 195 
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 196 

 197 
  198 
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 199 

Google Maps confirms ~4 hrs / 300 km (or ~3 hrs by car transport ferry) from Overby’s IP 200 

location to Copenhagen office, further contradicting his “day-to-day” claim  201 

 202 

 203 
 204 

 205 

 206 

  207 
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 208 

 209 

 210 

 211 

EXHIBIT 4 212 

  213 
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On August, 21 2025, four days after Plaintiff presented evidence to the Court 214 

showing that Rokoko Electronics was registered to Defendant’s luxury apartment; 215 

Defendant Rokoko Electronics spoliated evidence by amending its filing on 216 

August 21, 2025 to remove that address and substitute a Sacramento registered 217 

agent. This change came only after Plaintiff exposed their California contacts in 218 

depth. 219 

 220 

Before Notification To Court: 221 

 222 

 223 

 224 

  225 
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FOUR DAYS AFTER NOTIFICATION OF COURT: 226 

2023 MISSING ENTIRELY 227 

NEW REGISTERED AGENT PRESENT 228 

 229 

 230 

  231 
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 232 

 233 

 234 

 235 

 236 

EXHIBIT 5 237 

  238 
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Defendant omitted from the Court that since 2016 they have owned commercial 239 

property in San Francisco, CA at 44 Tehama St; and continued paying property 240 

taxes into 2024. 241 

 242 
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 246 

 247 

 248 

EXHIBIT 6 249 

  250 
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Form CORR-CORP  251 

 252 

 253 
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 260 

 261 

 262 

 263 

EXHIBIT 7 264 

  265 
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The processing timeline is equivalent to the 4-day time span as Defendant’s 266 

changes. 267 

 268 

 269 

 270 

 271 
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