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MATTHEW R. WALSH 

19197 GOLDEN VALLEY RD #333 

SANTA CLARITA, CA 91387 

(661) 644-0012 

Plaintiff In Pro Per, 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

MATTHEW R. WALSH 

19197 GOLDEN VALLEY RD #333 

SANTA CLARITA, CA 91387, 

Plaintiff In Pro Per, 

vs. 

ROKOKO ELECTRONICS 

(AND DOES 1 THROUGH 50, 

INCLUSIVE) 

31416 AGOURA RD STE 118 

WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA  

91361 

Defendant 

Case No.: 2:25-CV-05340-ODW-RAO 

 

Before: Hon. Otis D. Wright II  

Courtroom 5D 

Hearing date: August 18, 2025 (vacated) 

Hearing time: 1:30PM  

Place: Dept. 5D 

 

NOTICE OF PARTIAL 

WITHDRAWL OF MOTION RE: 

PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO STRIKE 

REMOVAL 
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TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD, 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE: Plaintiff respectfully submits this Notice of Errata 

regarding Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Removal, Docket #49 filed on 7/3/2025. 

 

As set forth in Plaintiff’s motion, Defendants’ diversity allegations are 

demonstrably false, contain false statements, omissions and cannot support 

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1332. Insofar that, Defendant has provided no 

amount of non-conclusory evidence to satisfy their burden of proof to the contrary; 

Plaintiff instead clarifies that federal-question jurisdiction was aways the proper 

basis for removal under 28 U.S.C. § 1331, as Plaintiff’s Complaint raises claims 

under the Digital Millennium Copyright Act and the Copyright Act; of which 

substantial damages are sought. 

 

PLAINTIFF RESPECTFULLY withdraws all requests for vacatur or remand 

especially in the prayer for relief section on page 16; and within his prayer for 

relief on his Reply and confirms his acquiescence to this Court’s jurisdiction on the 

sole basis of ‘federal question’ to provide supplemental jurisdiction under 28 

U.S.C. § 1367 over Plaintiff’s related California state-law claims. 

 

Executed this 9th day of September, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California. 
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Matthew R. Walsh 

Plaintiff In Pro Per 
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