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DECLARATION OF MATTHEW R. 

WALSH re: False Statements to the 

Court 

 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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Some (but not all) of the many false statements Defendant and Counsel have made 16 

upon this Court include: 17 

 18 

1. DEFENDANT PERJURED THEMSELVES 19 

Defendant perjured themselves in RFA’s by denying REQUEST FOR 20 

ADMISSION NO. 4. “Admit that you filed your motion to dismiss hours 21 

after the 7-3 conference on June 26, 2025, while knowing seven days were 22 

required prior to doing so.” (see Exhibit 8). Defendant’s said “Denied”; 23 

however, the record is clear that that is a false statement. 24 

 25 

2. CLAIMED NO PRESENCE, LEFT CALIFORNIA IN 2020 – UCC-1 26 

LIEN FILED IN 2023 IN CALIFORNIA ONTO DEFENDANTS 27 

“While Jakob Balslev, Rokoko’s Founder & CEO, lived in California from 28 

September 2016 to January 2020, he returned to live in Copenhagen in 2020 29 

and has lived there since…. Rokoko has one employee in California, who 30 

reports to Rokoko’s CEO and myself in Copenhagen. Within the last year, 31 

Rokoko transitioned from leasing space in a co-working office in San 32 

Francisco, California to a completely virtual office” – “At no point prior to 33 

filing or at the time of filing was Rokoko a citizen of California. Rokoko has 34 
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only ever been a Delaware corporation with a principal place of business in 35 

Denmark. “ 36 

(1) These statement is provably false through the evidentiary matter 37 

referenced in other statements herein, but also insofar that Rokoko is 38 

still paying property taxes in California through 2024 and in 2023 39 

Splitit USA, Inc. (a payment processor) secured a UCC-1 lien against 40 

Rokoko in San Francisco, California (Exhibit 11) 41 

 42 

3. DEFENDANT TOLD COURT NO MEET AND CONFER 43 

HAPPENED, ADMITS IT IN EMAILS BEFORE AND AFTER 44 

“Plaintiff has not met and conferred with Plaintiffs pursuant to L.R. 7-3, and 45 

thus his Motion is procedurally deficient.” (Dkt #105). This is demonstrably 46 

false as: 47 

(1) Plaintiff sent a screen shot showing all pages of Plaintiff’s Motion for 48 

Summary Judgment on October 27, 2025. 49 

(2) A meeting was held on October 30, 2025 which Plaintiff documented 50 

after (Dkt #86) and indicated that the parties did in fact discuss the 51 

Motion for Summary Judgment.  52 
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(3) Additionally as (Exhibit 10, Dkt #106-1) demonstrates, Defendant’ 53 

admits to the same before and after the meeting. 54 

 55 

4. DEFENDANT AGAIN CLAIMED NO MEET AND CONFER 56 

OCCURRED 57 

“Second, Plaintiff did not meet and confer with counsel for Rokoko in 58 

advance of filing this ex parte as required under Local Rule 7-3”. Plaintiff 59 

notified Defendant prior by e-mail, during the 7-3 conference on June 26, 60 

2025 via voice and by e-mail afterwards as well. (Exhibit 5) 61 

 62 

5. DEFENDANT ONCE AGAIN CLAIMED NO MEET AND CONFER 63 

OCCURRED 64 

“This ex parte application is also improper under Local Rule 7-19.  65 

Plaintiff made no attempt to inform Rokoko of this application. The meet 66 

and confer on June 26, 2025 only pertained to Rokoko’s Motion to 67 

Dismiss and Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Rokoko’s removal”. This was 68 

false as Defendant was notified by e-mail prior; during and after the 69 

meeting. (Exhibit 5) 70 

 71 
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 72 

6. STATEMENTS LATER ADMITTED TRUE  73 

Defendant’s stated to the Court in (Dkt #61, p19) “these are merely 74 

conclusory allegations” while going into detail on each point to convince 75 

the Court Plaintiff was inventing claims: 76 

a) “Allegations that Rokoko “claims to have 80 employees yet their 77 

financial reports state only 45 as of 2023” – a statement which Overby 78 

would later admit was actually true  (Exhibit) 79 

b) “Allegations that Rokoko changed its name to avoid confusion” – A 80 

statement Overby personally stated was true. (Exhibit 4) 81 

c) “Allegations that Rokoko’s Copenhagen office is a “basement with no 82 

visible loading access, no apparent infrastructure for servers or 83 

production equipment, and is located behind a locked gate” – A 84 

statement shown to be false in the Complaint and later in (Dkt #49, SET 85 

1) as private investigator photos clearly show the same. (Exhibit 9) 86 

 87 

 88 

7. “Plaintiff has not provided any evidence confirming that such a copyright 89 

exists.” Plaintiff had in fact, and had reiterated it in Dkt #57 stating “U.S. 90 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 117-6     Filed 12/29/25     Page 5 of 54   Page
ID #:3212



 

AMENDED SEPARATE STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 6 

Copyright #14,954,598,732” 91 

 92 

8. “Rokoko is a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in 93 

Denmark;” Through vast sums of evidence, this was proven to be false. (see 94 

Dkt #70, Dkt #49, Dkt #50-52), Defendant may be incorporated in 95 

Delaware, but they are a California business with a principal place of 96 

business in California. Jakob Balslev listed himself on California SOS 97 

records as the CEO, CFO and Secretary, making him alone the nerve center 98 

(see “Walsh Decl. re: Spoliation of Nerve-Center Aguments”) Further, he 99 

registered Rokoko Electronics, Inc. to his personal luxury apartment through 100 

2024. Lastly, Rokoko was shown to own commercial property in the 101 

Company’s name in San Francisco (See Exhibit 7, Dkt #70) (see also 102 

“Walsh Decl. Spoliation of Nerve-Center Evidence”). 103 

 104 

9. “[Plaintiff makes] “Allegations that Rokoko “claims to have 80 employees 105 

yet their financial reports state only 45 as of 2023” “these are merely 106 

conclusory allegations, unsupported by any of the particularized facts” – 107 

(Dkt #61, p20) 108 

These statements are demonstrably false: 109 
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(1) “80 employees in total (60% engineers)” – Rokoko investor materials 110 

(Compl. Ex. 85) 111 

(2) “Full-time employees: 45” – [Rokoko Financials] (Compl. Ex. 101) 112 

10. “The office in Denmark houses approximately 30 employees, including 113 

Rokoko’s Founder & CEO, myself, and other senior level executives.” – 114 

Overby Declaration (Dkt #62-1) 115 

 116 

 117 

11. DEFENDANT MAKES STATEMENTS THEY CANNOT DENY IN 118 

RFA’S 119 

“The Complaint consists of fabricated and fanciful allegations that at 120 

bottom take issue with products that Plaintiff purchased from Defendant.” 121 

Defendant has shown clearly they did nothing to authenticate the claims or 122 

evidence, did not submit them to an expert for interpretation and that they, 123 

themselves do not possess any of the technical capacity or credentials to do 124 

so. Further, nothing was fabricated and all was authenticated under penalty 125 

of perjury. Defendant refused to deny this in RFA’s: 126 

(1) REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30. Admit that when you stated 127 

Plaintiff s allegations were fanciful, fabricated, or part of a 128 
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harassment campaign, those statements were rhetorical in nature and 129 

not supported by any factual investigation. 130 

(2) RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30.   In 131 

addition to the General Objections set forth above, Rokoko objects to 132 

the extent that this Request is overbroad as to scope and time. Rokoko 133 

further objects that this Request is vague and ambiguous insofar as it 134 

fails to provide enough specificity to identify the source of the quoted 135 

language. Rokoko further objects to the extent that this Request seeks 136 

information protected by the work-product and/or attorney client 137 

privilege. Rokoko further objects to the extent that this Request is 138 

vague and ambiguous with respect to the terms rhetorical in nature 139 

and supported. Rokoko further objects to the extent this Request seeks 140 

an admission regarding Plaintiff s characterization of statements 141 

made in litigation, which is completely unrelated to any claims or 142 

defenses by any party to this action. 143 

 144 

12. FALSE CLAIMS OF HARASSMENT WHILE DEFENDANT IS 145 

HARASSING PLAINTIFF 146 

“This lawsuit was filed by Matthew R. Walsh (“Plaintiff”) and is just the 147 
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latest event in a long-standing harassment campaign against Defendant.” 148 

Plaintiff has never “harassed” Defendant in any possible way beyond 149 

communications to get parts, repair or replacement. Defendant may not wish 150 

to be in Court but they had over 47 chances to avoid it. Suing a party is not 151 

harassment. (see also “Walsh Decl. re: Wikipedia Harassment” and “Walsh 152 

Decl re: Corridor Digital Harassment”) 153 

 154 

13. FALSE CERTIFICATIONS AND STATEMENTS IN 155 

DECLARATIONS 156 

“Executed this  28th day of July, 2025, in Copenhagen, Denmark” This 157 

was a false statement as DocuSign records and IP traces show Mikkel 158 

Overby was actually at his home in Tranbjerg (~300km / 4hrs away) when 159 

he signed it. The issue here is that his sworn statements are the only 160 

evidence presented for their Copenhagen Nerve Center argument. He made 161 

false statements about where it was signed just as he made false statements 162 

about the content within it. (see also “Walsh Decl. re: Personal 163 

Declarations Authored by Others”) 164 

 165 
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14. [Mikkel Overby] “I am CFO and COO for Rokoko Electronics, Inc. 166 

(“Rokoko”), and I have held these positions since April 2016.” This is a 167 

false statement designed to convince the Court that the nerve center was in 168 

Denmark in order to qualify for diversity jurisdiction Jakob Balslev filed 169 

corporate documents which still presently list him as the CEO, CFO and 170 

Secretary. (Dkt #70) 171 

 172 

15. “Within the last year, Rokoko transitioned from leasing space in a co-173 

working office in San Francisco, California to a completely virtual office.” 174 

This is a false statement since Defendant has owned property at 44 Tehama 175 

St. since 2016, in which the co-working office leases space from them. 176 

(Exhibit 2, Dkt #70) 177 

 178 

16. “None of Rokoko’s executives reside in California.” Through vast 179 

evidence, this was shown to be false. Jakob Balslev lists San Francisco still 180 

today on all social media and LinkedIn profiles, he has a $2M luxury 181 

apartment at 4140 Cesar Chavez St. #50 in San Francisco in which the 182 

Company was registered to prior to changing it to a new registered agent. 183 

Further, Sam Lazarus their Creative Director and Stefano Corazza (a top 184 
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board member) all live in San Francisco. (Dkt #70) 185 

 186 

17. ““Rokoko’s principal place of business is located at Sankt Gertruds 187 

Stræde 10, 1129 København, Denmark, from where Rokoko’s senior 188 

executives—including myself— direct, control, and coordinate the 189 

company’s primary business activities on a day-today basis” --- “The 190 

office in Denmark houses approximately 30 employees, including 191 

Rokoko’s Founder & CEO, myself, and other senior level executives.” 192 

Proven to be false as IP address traces show Mikkel Overby lives and 193 

conducts business 300km or 4 hours away from the HQ; making a daily 194 

commute entirely impossible (Exhibit 3, 9). Private investigator research 195 

shows the location closed throughout the week except for one person 196 

arriving on bicycle to check the mail and go into the unit for ten minutes mid 197 

day (Exhibit 3).  198 

 199 

18. [The basement HQ] “It is the center of all management decisions, 200 

direction, control, and coordination for Rokoko.” Proven to be false 201 

through the aforementioned evidence and statements (Exhibit 3, 9, see also 202 

Dkt #70, “Walsh Decl. re: Spoliation of Nerve Center Evidence”) 203 
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19. “More specifically, Rokoko’s key executive officers, including its Founder 204 

& CEO and its CFO/COO, all reside in Copenhagen and conduct the 205 

majority of their general operations from there.” Evidence had shown this 206 

to be false. Mikkel Overby lives in or around Tranbjerg (~300km / 4hrs 207 

away). Jakob Balslev’s IP addresses on many DocuSign filings too point to 208 

Tranbjerg. Other key executives IP addresses point to San Francisco, Los 209 

Angeles, Fyn (an island in Denmark) and Germany. Essentially, less than 210 

10% of DocuSign records appear to have originated in Copenhagen.  211 

 212 

20. “The Denmark office is approximately 886.4 square meters with a 62 213 

square meter basement.” This is a false statement created to support a false 214 

nerve-center argument. 886.4 square meters is nearly 10,000 square feet. 215 

Neither the entire basement “HQ” building itself (1,081 sq/ft), nor the later 216 

described “real HQ office” building behind it (1,940.57 sq/ft) or even with 217 

all of  the neighboring buildings combined are anywhere near that large as 218 

proven by Google maps. Certainly insufficient to house “30 employees” 219 

(Exhibit 1) 220 

 221 
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21. “has incorrectly accused Rokoko of exceeding the word count.” Counsel 222 

expected the Court and Plaintiff to accept that they provided exactly 6,999 223 

words. One word below the 7,000 limit to file. This was proven to be 224 

incorrect through multiple AI and word processor word counting measures. 225 

The total was well above 14,600 words (Exhibit 11). Counsel purposely 226 

overinflated the word count believing if they did so – Plaintiff could not 227 

possibly answer it. (Exhibit 6, 8, Dkt #70, see also “Walsh Decl. re: 228 

Spoliation of Nerve Center Evidence”) 229 

 230 

22. “Moreover, Plaintiff never met and conferred with counsel for Rokoko 231 

regarding this requested relief”. This was proven false through phone 232 

records. Counsel – at best -- refused on a regular basis to engage in 7-3 233 

conferences. (Exhibit 5) 234 

 235 

There are greater than eighty (80) false statements; but for brevity and 236 

judicial economy, have no need to be addressed any further here. 237 

 238 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 239 

that the foregoing is true and correct.  240 
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 241 

Executed this 9th day of December, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California. 242 

 243 

Matthew R. Walsh 
Plaintiff In Pro Per 

 244 

 245 

 246 

 247 

 248 

 249 

EXHIBIT 1 250 

  251 
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Defendant Overby claims their office is 886.4 square meters (~10,000ft). 252 

The entire building with their basement HQ is 1,081 square feet with a 25x25 area 253 

(at most) belonging to them. They later claimed the building behind the basement 254 

is their office and that is what is 886.4 square meters. That entire building 255 

(including an adjoining building) is only 1,940sqft or 180.28 meters square. Both 256 

locations impossible of housing “30 employees” 257 

 258 

 259 

  260 
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 261 

 262 

 263 

 264 

 265 

EXHIBIT 2 266 

  267 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 117-6     Filed 12/29/25     Page 16 of 54   Page
ID #:3223



 

AMENDED SEPARATE STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 17 

Defendant omitted from the Court that since 2016 they have owned commercial 268 

property in San Francisco, CA at 44 Tehama St; and continued paying property 269 

taxes into 2024. 270 

 271 
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 272 

 273 

 274 

 275 

  276 
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 277 

 278 

 279 

 280 

EXHIBIT 3 281 

  282 
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Defendant claims he and 30 employees work day-to-day at their nearly 10,000sqft 283 

HQ in Copenhagen, which as shown is physically impossible by size. Further, all 284 

of Overby’s e-mails come from his Apple computer from an IP address which 285 

resolve to a TDC home business account in Midtjylland, within the city of 286 

Tranbjerg (tip of a peninsula, across two islands) ~300 km away—[~8-hour daily 287 

commute]— DocuSign records corroborate this. 288 

 289 

Email header: 290 

 291 

Received: from mail-lf1-f47.google.com ([209.85.167.47]:48584) 292 

 by gator3161.hostgator.com with esmtps  (TLS1.2) tls 293 

TLS_ECDHE_RSA_WITH_AES_128_GCM_SHA256 294 

 (Exim 4.98.1) 295 

 (envelope-from <mikkel@rokoko.com>) 296 

 id 1uBwvc-00000003e1Z-3Rh7 297 

 for matthew@winteryear.com; 298 

 Mon, 05 May 2025 09:36:22 -0500 299 

Received: by mail-lf1-f47.google.com with SMTP id 2adb3069b0e04-300 

54d65cb6e8aso5786573e87.1 301 

        for <matthew@winteryear.com>; Mon, 05 May 2025 07:36:15 -0700 (PDT) 302 

Received: from smtpclient.apple ([87.48.131.206]) 303 

        by smtp.gmail.com with ESMTPSA id 2adb3069b0e04-304 

54ea94ee377sm1703494e87.155.2025.05.05.07.36.03 305 

        (version=TLS1_2 cipher=ECDHE-ECDSA-AES128-GCM-SHA256 bits=128/128); 306 

        Mon, 05 May 2025 07:36:04 -0700 (PDT) 307 

Received: from gator3161.hostgator.com 308 

 by gator3161.hostgator.com with LMTP 309 

 id sBZGEebMGGgTdgkANiI7Wg 310 

 (envelope-from <mikkel@rokoko.com>) 311 

 for <matthew@winteryear.com>; Mon, 05 May 2025 09:36:22 -0500 312 

From: "Mikkel Lucas Overby" <mikkel@rokoko.com> 313 

To: <matthew@winteryear.com> 314 

References: <144601dbbd7b$bd3696a0$37a3c3e0$@winteryear.com> 315 

In-Reply-To: <144601dbbd7b$bd3696a0$37a3c3e0$@winteryear.com> 316 

Subject: Re: Case dismissed, new case filed. 317 

Date: Mon, 5 May 2025 07:35:52 -0700 318 

Message-ID: <CCFBA9DB-AED1-4743-A7A6-0B3D9E94D715@rokoko.com> 319 

MIME-Version: 1.0 320 

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; 321 

 boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0D7E_01DBBEE1.AF0AC800" 322 

X-Mailer: Apple Mail (2.3826.200.121) 323 

Thread-Index: AQGUOKOLTEsYqtKTrWT+Fc+NUKK5DAHtA2T5 324 

X-Google-DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed; 325 
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        d=1e100.net; s=20230601; t=1746455768; x=1747060568; 326 

 327 
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 328 
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 329 

  330 
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 331 

 332 

 333 

 334 

EXHIBIT 4 335 

  336 
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Private investigator photos showing the “HQ” in Copenhagen mid-day on a Friday. 337 

Closed and shuttered except for one person arriving by bike for 10 minutes.  338 

 339 

 340 

  341 
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 342 

  343 
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 344 

 345 

 346 

 347 

 348 

  349 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 117-6     Filed 12/29/25     Page 27 of 54   Page
ID #:3234



 

AMENDED SEPARATE STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 28 

 350 

 351 

 352 

 353 

 354 

 355 

EXHIBIT 5 356 

  357 
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Defendant says Plaintiff never notified them of any prior intents to file Ex-Parte. 358 

E-mail records show they received such notice on June 16, 2025 and again on July 359 

6, 2025. 360 

 361 

 362 

 363 
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  364 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 117-6     Filed 12/29/25     Page 30 of 54   Page
ID #:3237



 

AMENDED SEPARATE STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 31 

 365 

 366 

 367 

 368 

EXHIBIT 6 369 

  370 
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Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss claims their word count of 6,999 words (7,000 is 371 

the limit) was accurate, Plaintiff demonstrates otherwise: 372 
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 377 

Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss does not contain a memorandum of points and 378 

authorities. In fact, the word memorandum only appears twice in the document. 379 

Once in the header, once in the certification at the end of the document. Nowhere 380 

in the body as required. 381 
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Defendant Overby claims he is the COO and CFO to attempt to move the nerve 394 

center away from California; however, Jakob Balslev even today is listed as CEO, 395 

CFO and Secretary of the company and through 2024 had the company registered 396 

to his $2M San Francisco luxury apartment. 397 
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 402 

 403 

On August, 21 2025, four days after Plaintiff presented evidence to the Court 404 

showing that Rokoko Electronics was registered to Defendant’s luxury apartment; 405 

Defendant Rokoko Electronics spoliated evidence by amending its filing on 406 

August 21, 2025 to remove that address and substitute a Sacramento registered 407 

agent. This change came only after Plaintiff exposed their California contacts in 408 

depth. 409 
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Defendant was notified before the meeting that they cannot file for 7 days: 426 
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Defendant filed the MTD anyways on June 26, 2025; just hours after the meet and 430 

confer at 6:18 PM 431 

 432 

 433 
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Defendant was notified after the meeting that they violated L.R. 7-3 435 
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 436 

 437 

Yet, they perjured themselves in RFA’s by denying it: 438 
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Defendant Overby hired ReedSmith on 5/8/2025. He signed the engagement letter 446 

from Tommerup (178km / 2 hours) from Copenhagen on a Wednesday at 10am 447 

local Denmark time. This contradicts that he is on-site every day in Copenhagen as 448 

he states in his sworn statements. In fact, not one IP trace of his e-mails or 449 

DocuSign records show he is ever in Copenhagen defeating his nerve-center 450 

argument. 451 
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Defendant received a copy of the MSJ prior to any meetings: 460 
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Defendant agreed to hold a meeting forthcoming  464 
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Defendant admits the MSJ will be a topic of conversation 467 
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A follow-up e-mail post-meeting was sent: 470 
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Defendant admits the call happened 473 
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Defendant has a UCC-1 lien secured against them in 2023. 482 
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