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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: WIKIPEDIA 

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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Defendant has numerously claimed before the Court that Plaintiff is harassing 16 

them. Those statements came with no evidence, no declarations, no proof of any 17 

kind but were made to disparage his character and merit before the Court. 18 

Defendant claimed Plaintiff was: 19 

1. a defamer 20 

2. a source of false information 21 

3. a maker of false accusations 22 

4. the creator of a “supposed lawsuit” 23 

 24 

Meanwhile, as this is occurring, Defendant is actively running a harassment 25 

campaign on Wikipedia and through Corridor Digital’s 10M listeners.  26 

 27 

1. Exhibit 1 shows that Defendant Rokoko made permanent statements on 28 

Wikipedia which are false, harassing and defamatory regarding the case and 29 

Plaintiff. 30 

2. Exhibit 2 shows that the IP address of the poster(s) trace directly back to 31 

Defendant’s “basement HQ office” in Copenhagen. 32 

3. When confronted over the accusations herein, Defendant refused to deny it 33 

in RFA’s: 34 
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a. REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30. Admit that when you stated 35 

Plaintiff s allegations were fanciful, fabricated, or part of a harassment 36 

campaign, those statements were rhetorical in nature and not 37 

supported by any factual investigation.  38 

i. RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30.  “ 39 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko 40 

objects to the extent that this Request is overbroad as to scope 41 

and time. Rokoko further objects that this Request is vague and 42 

ambiguous insofar as it fails to provide enough specificity to 43 

identify the source of the quoted language. Rokoko further 44 

objects to the extent that this Request seeks information 45 

protected by the work-product and/or attorney client privilege. 46 

Rokoko further objects to the extent that this Request is vague 47 

and ambiguous with respect to the terms rhetorical in nature 48 

and supported. Rokoko further objects to the extent this Request 49 

seeks an admission regarding Plaintiff s characterization of 50 

statements made in litigation, which is completely unrelated to 51 

any claims or defenses by any party to this action.” 52 

b. REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6. Admit that when Defendants 53 

represented to the Court that “this lawsuit was filed by Matthew R. 54 
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Walsh and is just the latest event in a long-standing harassment 55 

campaign against Defendant”, Defendants had never reported to 56 

Plaintiff, any law enforcement agency, or any regulatory authority that 57 

they believed Defendant was being harassed by Plaintiff. 58 

i. RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6.   “In 59 

addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko 60 

further objects to the extent this Request fails to identify with 61 

specificity where or when the quoted statement was made, such 62 

that Rokoko is unable to formulate a response or otherwise 63 

admit in good faith. Rokoko further objects to the extent this 64 

Request is overbroad as to scope and time, particularly with 65 

respect to the term never reported. Rokoko further objects to 66 

the extent this Request is vague and ambiguous with respect 67 

to the terms reported, law enforcement agency, or regulatory 68 

authority. Rokoko further objects that this Request is unduly 69 

burdensome and harassing.” 70 

 71 

 72 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 73 

that the foregoing is true and correct.  74 
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 75 

Executed this 9th day of December, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California. 76 

 77 

Matthew R. Walsh 

Plaintiff In Pro Per 

 78 

  79 
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 80 

 81 

 82 

 83 

EXHIBIT 1 84 

  85 
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From May 7, 2025 (the day Defendant hired ReedSmtih); Defendant made 86 

permanent, public statements on Wikipedia which accuse Plaintiff of 87 

“Defamation”, “false statements”, “false information”, “false accusations” and 88 

further wished to cast doubt on the actual existence of the case by referring to it as 89 

a “supposed lawsuit”. 90 

 91 

 92 

 93 

Defendant did this while also telling the Court that Plaintiff was running a 94 

“harassment campaign” against them, which is clearly the opposite. (Dkt #15, p.4, 95 

s.II) 96 

 97 

 98 

 99 

 100 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 117-13     Filed 12/29/25     Page 7 of 9   Page
ID #:3363



 

~ 8 ~ 

 101 

 102 

 103 

EXHIBIT 2 104 

  105 
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One of the IP addresses in question (“2a02:aa7:411b:afd6:f406:eb5b:122d:9ddf”) 106 

resolve to their “HQ” office. 107 

 108 
 109 
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