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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: FABRICATED AND 

INVALID CASELAW 

 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. Throughout this case, Defendant has used and relied on AI-fabricated or 19 

invalid caselaw and legal authorities about 34 times. 20 

2. Defendant sent a Rule 11 safe harbor letter (Docket #75) to attempt to 21 

prevent Plaintiff from issuing subpoenas. The authorities were fabricated. 22 

3. Plaintiff filed (Docket #77) which lists about 12 authorities which do not 23 

exist as presented and almost all of which were vacated and are not 24 

authorities. Plaintiff asked ChatGPT if it generated them, it said yes. 25 

 26 

4. Defendant then threatened Plaintiff using a Rule 11 letter which promised: 27 

a. Moving for sanctions within 21-days and other penalties if he does not 28 

remove the RJN showing that the cases used do not exist.  29 

b. Defendants would oppose the RJN.  30 

c. Defendants never did either. 31 

 32 

5. Defendant attempted to prove to Plaintiff that their caselaw was valid by 33 

sending over their LEXIS pdf files  (Dkt #84, Ex. 2). Plaintiff read them by 34 

hand, then ran forensic checks on them; forensic checks show that 35 
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Defendant’s LEXIS PDF files prove the caselaw they used was 36 

fabricated (Dkt #80-4). 37 

6. During only the second meet and confer session to ever occur, Defendant 38 

once again demanded that Plaintiff remove all filings which claim they use 39 

fabricated caselaw. This was documented in (Dkt #86). Plaintiff declined. 40 

 41 

7. Plaintiff moved the Court for Default citing 9th circuit and CACD cases in 42 

which parties were terminated for the same. Defendant opposed. In their 43 

opposition, the caselaw used there was also entirely invalid/fabricated. 44 

(Dkt #99) 45 

 46 

Executed this 10th day of December, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California. 47 

 48 

Matthew R. Walsh 

Plaintiff In Pro Per 

 49 
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 51 

 52 

 53 

 54 

EXHIBIT 1 55 
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Defendant’s safe harbor letter demanding I remove the RJN. They threatened 57 

sanctions and also stated they would file an opposition to the RJN. They never 58 

opposed and never sought sanctions. 59 

 60 

 61 
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