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Katherine J. Ellena (SBN 324160) 
kellena@reedsmith.com 
Gerardo V. Gorospe IV (SBN 352854) 
vgorospe@reedsmith.com 
REED SMITH LLP 
515 South Flower Street, Suite 4300 
Los Angeles, CA  90071-1514 
Telephone: +1 213 457 8000 
Facsimile: +1 213 457 8080 

Michael B. Galibois (pro hac vice) 
mgalibois@reedsmith.com 
Emily Graue (pro hac vice) 
egraue@reedsmith.com 
REED SMITH LLP 
10 South Wacker Drive, 40th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60606-7507 
Telephone:  +1 312.207 1000 
Facsimile:  +1 312.207 6400 

Attorneys for Defendant,  
Rokoko Electronics 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

MATTHEW R. WALSH 

Plaintiff, 

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]  

AMENDED DECLARATION OF 
GERARDO V. GOROSPE IN 
SUPPORT OF ROKOKO’S REPLY 
TO PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
[Concurrently filed with Reply to 
Plaintiff’s Response to Order to Show 
Cause] 

Fact Discovery Closes: August 10, 2026 
Trial Date: March 9, 2027 
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DECLARATION OF GERARDO V. GOROSPE 
I, Gerardo Valentino Gorospe IV, declare:  

1. I am an attorney with Reed Smith LLP and counsel for Defendant Rokoko

Electronics (“Rokoko”).  I have personal knowledge of the following facts and, if called 

as a witness, I could and would testify competently thereto. 

2. I submit this declaration in support of Rokoko’s Reply to Plaintiff’s

Response to Order to Show Cause (“Response”) filed by Plaintiff Matthew R. Walsh 

(“Plaintiff,” and together with Rokoko, “Parties”). 

3. On June 26, 2026, I accessed the public Facebook page for The Next World

through an internet browser. I scrolled through the posts on The Next World’s Facebook 

page until I came to a post dated September 6, 2020. The Facebook page can be found 

at:  https://www.facebook.com/thenextworldvideogame/.  

4. The September 6, 2020 Facebook post is a name change announcement for

Plaintiff’s game The Nothing. In the post, Plaintiff states that due to a trademark issue, 

he has decided to change the name of the video game to The Next World. The Facebook 

post is attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

5. On June 29, 2026, I accessed Plaintiff’s productions and reviewed the

materials. Part of Plaintiff’s productions to Rokoko included a “making of The Next 

World” booklet, describing the development of his video game. (“Booklet”). A true and 

correct copy of the cover of the Booklet produced in this action as WALSH0025631 is 

attached hereto as Exhibit B.  

6. A true and correct copy of a page of the Booklet, which includes game

development screenshots watermarked “NOTHING” and described as “Circa 

September 2017” and produced in this action as WALSH002567, is attached hereto as 

Exhibit C.  

1 Plaintiff’s document productions in this action assign Bates numbers by file name, rather than by 
Bates-stamping on the page. Exhibits B-F are attached as produced by Plaintiff to Rokoko in this 
action, i.e., without Bates stamps. 
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7. A true and correct copy of a page of the Booklet, which ascribes the name 

“Dresden v2.5” to the same character from the cover of the Booklet and produced in 

this action as WALSH002576, is attached hereto as Exhibit D.  
8. A true and correct copy of a page from the Booklet, detailing Walsh’s 

onboarding of Ron Wasserman as the game’s composer and Kathy Fisher 

(Wasserman’s wife) as a voice actress on the project, produced in this action as 

WALSH002568, is attached hereto as Exhibit E.   

9. A true and correct copy of a page from the Booklet, showing Walsh’s 2018 

introduction to and onboarding of Alexis Mincolla as the “villain” of his game,  

produced in this action as WALSH002578, is attached hereto as Exhibit F.  

10. On May 28, 2026, my colleague Katherine J. Ellena and I attended the 

deposition of Mikkel Overby taken by Plaintiff. Uncertified rough transcript excerpts 

of the deposition of Mikkel Overby are lodged under seal as Exhibit G. A rough 

transcript is being lodged at this time because Plaintiff’s Response cites to and 

characterizes the rough transcript, and Rokoko’s Reply is due within the Court’s seven-

day deadline as per ECF No. 198.  

11. On April 22, 2026, Rokoko served Plaintiff with its Third Set of Requests 

for Production, including  RFP No. 93, which requested the production of all documents 

submitted by Plaintiff to the U.S. Copyright Office in connection with his copyright 

registration number Pau 4-279-489. A true and correct copy of Rokoko’s Third Set of 

Requests for Production is attached hereto as Exhibit H. 

12. On May 27, 2026, Plaintiff served his responses and objections to 

Rokoko’s Third Set of Requests for Production. A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s 

responses and objections to Rokoko’s Third Set of Requests for Production, which were 

served on Rokoko as a plain-text file, are attached hereto as Exhibit I. 

13. On June 11, 2026, I met and conferred with Plaintiff regarding his 

responses and objections to Rokoko’s Third Set of Requests for Production. Plaintiff 

stated that he would stand on his objections to RFP No. 93 and that he would not 
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produce responsive documents absent a Court order compelling him to do so. A true 

and correct copy of June 11, 2026 email correspondence memorializing the meet and 

confer discussions between the Parties is attached hereto as Exhibit J. 

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

that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on this 30th day of June 2026, in Los 

Angeles, California. 

__________________________________ 

Gerardo Valentino Gorospe IV   
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EXHIBIT G
Lodged Under Seal 
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Katherine J. Ellena (SBN 324160) 
kellena@reedsmith.com 
REED SMITH LLP 
515 South Flower Street, Suite 4300 
Los Angeles, CA  90071-1514 
Telephone: +1 213 457 8000 
Facsimile: +1 213 457 8080 

Michael B. Galibois (pro hac vice) 
mgalibois@reedsmith.com 
Emily Graue (pro hac vice) 
egraue@reedsmith.com 
Reed Smith LLP 
10 South Wacker Drive, 40th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60606-7507 
Telephone:  +1 312.207 1000 
Facsimile:  +1 312.207 6400 

Attorneys for Defendant,  
Rokoko Electronics 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

MATTHEW R. WALSH 

Plaintiff, 

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]  

DEFENDANT ROKOKO 
ELECTRONICS’ THIRD SET OF 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO 
PLAINTIFF MATTHEW R. WALSH 

State Court Action Filed: May 12, 2025  
Removal Date: June 12, 2025 
Trial Date: March 9, 2027 

PROPOUNDING PARTIES: Defendant ROKOKO ELECTRONICS 

RESPONDING PARTIES: Plaintiff MATTHEW R. WALSH 

SET:  THREE (3)
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Pursuant to Rules 26 and 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant 

Rokoko Electronics, by and through their attorneys, hereby requests that Plaintiff 

Matthew R. Walsh (“Plaintiff”) produce for inspection and copying the documents and 

things specified herein within thirty (30) days of the date of service, at the offices of 

Reed Smith LLP, located at 515 South Flower Street, Suite 4300, Los Angeles, 

California 90071. 

DEFINITIONS 

In responding to these Requests for Production of Documents (“Requests”), the 

following definitions will apply: 

1. “You,” “Your,” or “Plaintiff” shall mean Plaintiff Matthew R. Walsh, 

including any employees, agents, individuals or entities acting on Your behalf.  

2. “Rokoko” shall mean Defendant Rokoko Electronics, including any 

employees, directors, officers, agents, representatives, predecessors, successors, 

subsidiaries, individuals or entities acting on its behalf. 

3. “March 8, 2026 Report” shall refer to the report submitted in connection 

with Plaintiff’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment styled as “EXPERT REPORT 

and Testimony of Matthew R. Walsh,” dated March 8, 2026 (ECF NO. 167-2). 

4. “Action” shall mean the above captioned lawsuit and all claims and 

defenses asserted therein. 

5. “Document” or “Documents” shall mean all materials discoverable under 

Rules 26 and 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, including without limitation 

“electronically stored information,” as that term is used in Federal Rule of Civil 

Procedure 34(a)(1)(A).  A draft or non-identical copy is a separate document within the 

meaning of this term.   

6. “Communication” or “Communications” shall mean any transmission or 

exchange of information, ideas, thought or sentiment between or among two or more 

Persons, orally or in writing, and include any conversation or discussion, whether face-

Case 2:25-cv-05340-ODW-RAO     Document 204     Filed 06/30/26     Page 22 of 32   Page
ID #:7176



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 

– 3 – 
DEFENDANT ROKOKO ELECTRONICS’ THIRD SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO 

PLAINTIFF MATTHEW R. WALSH 

R
E

E
D

 S
M

IT
H

 L
L

P
  

A
 li

m
it

ed
 li

ab
il

it
y 

pa
rt

ne
rs

hi
p 

fo
rm

ed
 in

 th
e 

S
ta

te
 o

f 
D

el
aw

ar
e 

to-face or by means of a telephone, telegraph, telex, telecopier, facsimile transmission, 

letter, e-mail, electronic or other medium. 

7. “Person” or “Persons” shall mean, without limitation, any natural person, 

company, firm, syndicate, sole proprietorship, partnership, corporation, limited liability 

company, limited liability partnership, joint venture, association, trust, financial 

institution, governmental body or agency, and all past and present officers, directors, 

employees, partners, members, agents, and representatives, along with all other Persons 

acting or purporting to act on such Person’s behalf. 

8. “Relating to,” “Relate(s),” or “Related to,” as used herein, shall mean 

constituting, comprising, consisting of, setting forth, describing, discussing, citing, 

regarding, pertaining to, mentioning, proposing, showing, disclosing, containing, 

analyzing, explaining, summarizing, supporting, evidencing, authorizing, concerning, 

embodying, reflecting, identifying, incorporating, considering, recommending, 

continuing, enumerating, dealing with, commenting on, referring to directly or 

indirectly, dealing with, or in any way pertaining to, in whole or in part. 

9. Terms in the singular shall be deemed to include the plural and terms in 

the plural shall be deemed to include the singular. 

10. The Definitions contained herein shall apply without regard to 

capitalization of defined words. 

INSTRUCTIONS 

1. If any Document called for by these Requests is withheld under a claim of 

privilege, furnish a list at the time the Document is withheld setting forth the following 

for each Document for which privilege is claimed: (a) the nature of the privilege 

asserted; (b) the type of Document; (c) the general subject matter of the Document; (d) 

the date of the Document; (e) the author of the Document; (f) all addressee(s) and 

distributee(s); (g) all other Persons who have seen the Document or been informed of 
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its contents; and (h) such other information as is sufficient to identify the Document for 

a subpoena duces tecum. 

2. The Documents produced in response to these Requests shall be produced 

as they are kept in the ordinary course of business and shall be organized so that Rokoko 

can ascertain the files in which they were located, their relative order in such files, and 

how such files were maintained.  

3. Documents are to be produced in full and unexpurgated form without 

abbreviation or redaction.    

4. These Requests shall be deemed continuing to the fullest extent permitted 

by Rule 26(e) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, so that Plaintiff is required to 

make a further and supplemental production if Plaintiff obtains additional responsive 

Documents between the time of initial production and the time of trial.   

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93:   

All Documents submitted by You to the U.S. Copyright Office in connection with 

Your application for copyright registration number Pau 4-279-489, including but not 

limited to the deposit copy of Your work. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 94:   

All Documents that you relied on in preparing Your March 8, 2026 Report. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 95:   

All Communications with, or information received from, third parties that you 

relied on in preparing and/or forming Your opinions in Your March 8, 2026 Report. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 96:   

All Documents that You created in preparing Your March 8, 2026 Report, 

including but not limited to work papers, scripts, workbooks, programming, etc. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 97:   

All Documents that You relied on in support of Your Second Amended 

Complaint (ECF No. 172). 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 98:   

All Documents You intend to rely on to demonstrate that You are qualified to 

testify as an expert witness in this Action.   

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 99:   

All Communications with third parties concerning the opinions in Your March 8, 

2026 Report.   

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 100:   

All Documents relating to discussions with third parties concerning the opinions 

in Your March 8, 2026 Report.   

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 101:   

Any other Documents, Communications, or information relied upon by You in 

forming the opinions to the extent not disclosed in Your March 8, 2026 Report. 

DATED:  April 22, 2026 REED SMITH LLP 

By /s/ Katherine Ellena
Katherine Ellena 
Michael Galibois (pro hac vice) 
Emily Graue (pro hac vice) 

Attorney for Defendant 
Rokoko Electronics 
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by transmitting via email to the parties at the email addresses listed below: 

Matthew R. Walsh 
19197 Golden Valley Rd #333 
Santa Clarita, CA 91387 
Email: matthew@winteryear.com 

 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the 
above is true and correct.  Executed on April 22, 2026 at Los Angeles, California. 

Heather Valencia 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I am a resident of the State of California, over the age of eighteen years, and not 
a party to the within action.  I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of 
this court at whose direction the service was made.  My business address is 
REED SMITH LLP, 515 South Flower Street, Suite 4300, Los Angeles, CA 90071.  
On April 22, 2026, I served the following document(s) by the method indicated 
below:   

DEFENDANT ROKOKO ELECTRONICS’ THIRD SET OF
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO PLAINTIFF MATTHEW R. WALSH
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93:

Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are 
equally available to Defendant from a third-party source, namely the U.S. Copyright
Office, and therefore imposes an unnecessary and duplicative burden. Plaintiff 
further objects to the extent the Request seeks materials beyond those required 
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that the 
materials submitted in connection with the referenced copyright registration are 
publicly available through the U.S. Copyright Office and/or have already been 
disclosed or identified in prior productions. Plaintiff will not produce 
duplicative materials already in Defendant’s possession, custody, or control or 
otherwise equally accessible to Defendant.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 94:

Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents beyond those 
actually relied upon in forming the opinions expressed in the March 8, 2026 Report,
including materials not forming the basis of any opinion.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that, to the 
extent such materials exist, all materials actually relied upon in preparing the 
March 8, 2026 Report have already been produced in discovery and are expressly 
identified within the Report by Bates reference. Plaintiff did not rely on any 
undisclosed documents in forming the opinions set forth in the Report. Plaintiff 
will not produce duplicative materials already produced.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 95:

Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks communications not 
relevant to the opinions expressed in the March 8, 2026 Report or not actually 
relied upon in forming those opinions.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that the opinions
set forth in the March 8, 2026 Report are based solely on Plaintiff’s own technical
analysis of systems, software, logs, and data. Plaintiff did not rely on 
communications with any third parties in forming the opinions expressed in the 
Report and is not aware of any responsive communications.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 96:

Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks materials protected 
from disclosure, including draft expert materials, internal analyses, and documents
reflecting Plaintiff’s mental impressions and litigation strategy developed in 
anticipation of this action.

Plaintiff further objects that the Request is overbroad because it is not limited 
to materials actually relied upon in forming the opinions expressed in the March 8,
2026 Report, and instead seeks all documents “created” in connection with its 
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preparation, including materials that do not form the basis of any opinion.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that all 
materials actually relied upon in forming the opinions expressed in the March 8, 
2026 Report have already been produced in discovery and identified by Bates 
reference. Plaintiff will not produce draft materials, internal work product, or 
documents not relied upon in forming the opinions set forth in the Report.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 97:

Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overbroad and not 
proportional to the needs of the case. The Request is not limited to any specific 
claim, defense, or issue in dispute and instead seeks “all Documents” allegedly 
relied upon in support of the entire Second Amended Complaint, which encompasses 
multiple causes of action, time periods, and categories of allegations.

Plaintiff further objects that the phrase “relied on in support of” is vague in the
context of a pleading, as it is not limited to materials forming the basis of any 
specific allegation and could be construed to include any document reviewed, 
considered, or related in any way to the claims.

Plaintiff further objects to the extent the Request seeks materials not actually 
relied upon, as well as materials already produced in discovery, rendering the 
Request duplicative.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that documents 
supporting the allegations in the Second Amended Complaint have already been 
produced in discovery to the extent required under the Federal Rules. Plaintiff 
will not produce duplicative materials or documents beyond those relevant and 
proportional to the claims and defenses at issue.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 98:

Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents beyond those 
that Plaintiff presently intends to rely upon to demonstrate his qualifications, 
including materials not relevant to his education, experience, or expertise.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that his 
qualifications are set forth in detail in the March 8, 2026 Report, including his 
professional background, experience, and prior work. To the extent Plaintiff 
intends to rely on documents to demonstrate his qualifications, such documents 
consist of materials reflecting his professional experience, prior work, and 
involvement in technical and forensic analysis, which have been disclosed and will 
be produced to the extent required under the Federal Rules.

Plaintiff will not produce duplicative materials already in Defendant’s possession,
custody, or control.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 99:
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Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks communications not 
relevant to the opinions expressed in the March 8, 2026 Report or not actually 
relied upon in forming those opinions.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that the opinions
set forth in the March 8, 2026 Report are based solely on Plaintiff’s own technical
analysis of systems, software, logs, and data. Plaintiff did not rely on 
communications with any third parties in forming the opinions expressed in the 
Report and is not aware of any responsive communications.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 100:

Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overbroad and not 
proportional to the needs of the case. The Request seeks “all Documents relating to
discussions with third parties,” and, in light of Defendant’s expansive definition 
of “Documents,” encompasses any materials that merely reference or are tangentially
connected to unspecified “discussions,” without limitation to materials actually 
relied upon in forming any opinion in the March 8, 2026 Report.

Plaintiff further objects to the extent the Request seeks materials not relevant to
any claim, defense, or specific opinion, or materials not actually relied upon in 
forming the opinions expressed in the Report.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that the opinions
set forth in the March 8, 2026 Report are based solely on Plaintiff’s own technical
analysis of systems, software, logs, and data. Plaintiff did not rely on 
discussions with third parties in forming those opinions and is not aware of any 
responsive documents.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 101:

Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it assumes the existence of 
additional documents, communications, or information relied upon that have not been
disclosed, which is not the case.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Plaintiff states that all 
materials relied upon in forming the opinions expressed in the March 8, 2026 Report
have already been produced in discovery and are identified within the Report by 
Bates reference. Plaintiff did not rely on any undisclosed documents, 
communications, or information in forming the opinions set forth in the Report. 
Accordingly, Plaintiff is not aware of any responsive materials.
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1

Graue, Emily H.

From: Gorospe, Valentino
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2026 1:42 PM
To: 'matthew@winteryear.com'
Cc: Galibois, Michael B.; Ellena, Katherine J.; Graue, Emily H.
Subject: June 11 Meet and Confer

Hi Mr. Walsh, 
 
This email will act as a memorialization of our June 11 meet and confer regarding Rokoko’s RFP Set 3. 
 
You will stand on your objections to RFP Nos. 93, 94, and 96. Rokoko will move to compel. 
 
You affirmed your expert report was completed without third-party assistance; as such, your obligations under RFP Nos. 
95, 99, and 100 are satisfied. 
 
You stated you would supplement RFP No. 98 with materials you intend to rely upon to demonstrate your qualifications to 
testify as a witness in this action. 
 
Best, 
Valentino 
 
Gerardo Valentino Gorospe IV 
Associate 
Los Angeles / Insurance Recovery 
He/Him/His 
 
Vgorospe@reedsmith.com 
D: +1 213.457.8239 
M: +1 562.753.1072 
 
Reed Smith LLP 
515 S Flower Street 
Suite 4300 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 
T: +1 213 457 8000 
F: +1 213 457 8080 
reedsmith.com 
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