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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 

 

[Hon. Rozella A. Oliver, Courtroom 

590] 

 

Hearing Date: February 4, 2025 

Hearing Time: 10:00 AM 

 

DECLARATION OF MATTHEW R. 

WALSH re: FALSIFIED 

EVIDENCE SET 2 

 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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1. The Defendant’s have once again falsified evidence regarding the terms and 16 

conditions, upon on the record. 17 

2. SWAPPED EVIDENCE (AGAIN) - In a recent filing (Dkt #127-1, Ex. 4) 18 

they included ‘terms and conditions’ which the purport to bind the Plaintiff. 19 

The date states “Effective Date: 22 February 2025”; however, Defendant’s 20 

clearly provide evidence prior showing that Plaintiff purchased his 21 

equipment in 2020 (Dkt #127-1, Ex’s. 1 - 3).  22 

3. Defendant’s own e-mail admits Plaintiff was still using the old 2020 23 

software; and bound by the old terms (Ex. 4). 24 

4. Defendant swapped the terms the prior Motion to Dismiss as well, which 25 

the Court relied upon. Instead of including www.rokoko.com/studio-term-26 

of-use as Plaintiff has repeatedly referenced in the Complaint and beyond; 27 

Defendant swapped the evidence to www.rokoko.com/studio and refused to 28 

cure it multiple times when confronted on the record. Defendant cannot 29 

claim mistake or inadvertence as they submitted the correct 2022 terms & 30 

conditions themselves in the Notice of Removal (Ex. 8) and now submit 31 

even far different terms in this Motion to Dismiss. 32 

5. TERMS & CONDITIONS DATE IS MANUFACTURED -As Plaintiff 33 

has demonstrated in Walsh Decl. re: Fabricated Evidence; there is no 34 

agreement effective 22 February 2025.  35 
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6. There are in fact only three dates in which agreements were established: 36 

a. 2020 TERMS - The ones Plaintiff is bound by in 2020 (now 37 

spoliated, Defendant would not produce in discovery; Plaintiff 38 

acquired on January 21, 2026) (see: Walsh Decl. re: Spoliation) 39 

b. 2022 TERMS – The terms established in 2022 bind purchases from 40 

2022 through March 2025 (Ex. 1) 41 

c. 2025 TERMS – The retroactive rights-granting terms enacted in 2025 42 

were: 43 

i. Announced in February to be effective March 22, 2025 (Ex. 3) 44 

ii. Were not enacted until March 30, 2025 (Ex. 2) 45 

7. THE DATE IS FALSIFIED – The date on the terms and conditions 46 

provided by Defendant was edited by hand and falsified for the record. 47 

a. Defendants filing in the RJN (Dkt #127) has a hand-written date of 48 

“22, February 2025” (Ex. 2) which seems to confuse that the effective 49 

date was actually March (Ex. 3, 5).  50 

b. Every version of the software Rokoko releases contains the terms & 51 

conditions – The date February 2025 has never existed on any of them 52 

(Ex. 5) 53 

c. Defendants website has never hosted the terms and conditions which  54 

listed the date “22, February, 2025” (Ex. 6) 55 
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d. The Defendant did not print the Terms & Conditions untouched from 56 

the website either, there is no effective date ever shown on the website 57 

(Ex. 7) 58 

8.  59 

 60 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 61 

that the foregoing is true and correct.  62 

 63 

Executed this 16th day of December, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California. 64 

 65 

Matthew R. Walsh 

Plaintiff In Pro Per 

  66 
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 67 

 68 

 69 

 70 

 71 

EXHIBIT 1 72 

  73 
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Version 1.0 of Defendant’s software contains the terms and conditions from 74 

11/01/2022 which stayed active through 2025. 75 

 76 
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 77 

 78 

 79 

 80 

 81 

EXHIBIT 2 82 

  83 
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Defendant’s filing has a hand typed/differently formatted date which has never 84 

existed in any terms and conditions that were released. 85 

 86 
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 88 

 89 

 90 

 91 

EXHIBIT 3 92 

  93 
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Defendant’s own e-mail BEFORE the alleged February 22, 2025 “effective date” 94 

actually states the new terms will be enacted on March 22, 2025… not February. 95 

 96 
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 100 

 101 

EXHIBIT 4 102 

  103 
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Rokoko Admits in 2024 that Plaintiff was still using the original legacy software; 104 

not any newer software which had any of the retroactive terms. 105 

 106 

  107 
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 109 

 110 

 111 

 112 

EXHIBIT 5 113 

  114 
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None of the installers, nor terms & conditions since 2022 ever had a date of 115 

February 22, 2025 116 

 117 
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 119 

 120 

Version 2.4.5.0 was released about August 14, 2024 and contained the 2022 terms. 121 

 122 

 123 

  124 
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On February 26, 2025… Four days after the Defendant claims their terms of 125 

service were effective… Rokoko downloads still contain the 2022 terms: 126 

 127 

 128 

 129 

 130 

On March 11th, Rokoko still was releasing v2.4.5.0 which contained the 2022 131 

terms. This definitively proves that Defendant’s terms & conditions are fabricated 132 

for the Court.133 

 134 
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 136 

 137 

 138 

 139 

 140 

EXHIBIT 6 141 

  142 

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 140-2     Filed 01/27/26     Page 17 of 26   Page
ID #:3815



 

~ 18 ~ 

Defendant’s website has never listed terms & conditions with the effective date 143 

listed in their “evidence” 144 

 145 
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 148 

 149 

 150 

 151 

EXHIBIT 7 152 

  153 
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Defendant’s website clearly shows – they did not print the terms & conditions like 154 

that, they added the “Effective Date” afterwards. 155 

 156 

The last archived version due to spoliation was May 21; it too did not contain an 157 

effective date. 158 

 159 
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May 6, 2025 also did not contain an effective date. 160 

 161 
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 163 

 164 

 165 

 166 

EXHIBIT 8 167 

  168 
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Defendant even included the terms & conditions as filed by Plaintiff in the notice 169 

of removal which clearly show the effective date of 11/01/2022 170 

 171 

172 

173 

 174 

  175 
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 177 

 178 

 179 

 180 

EXHIBIT 9 181 

  182 
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Defendant provided the Court with cherry-picked statements and submitted 183 

evidence from Nintendo’s website to make the Court believe Plaintiff could not 184 

have any agreement(s) with Nintendo. The reality is, that the evidence provided by 185 

Defendants was only partially complete: 186 

 187 

 188 
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