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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 
 

Plaintiff In Pro Per, 

vs. 

ROKOKO ELECTRONICS 
(AND DOES 1 THROUGH 50, INCLUSIVE) 
 

Defendant 

Case No.: 2:25-CV-05340-ODW-RAO 
 
Before: Hon. Otis D. Wright II 
Courtroom 5D 
 

Hearing date: November 10, 2025  
Hearing time: 1:30PM 
 
 

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 

PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO COMPEL 

 

 
[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

 
Having reviewed Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions the Court hereby ORDERS: 
1 GRANT Plaintiff’s motion to compel in full 

 
(granted) (denied) 

2 ORDER all subpoena recipients to comply with the subpoenas as 
issued 
 

(granted) (denied) 

3 ORDER Defendant’s to compel requests for production and 
interogatories served upon them 
 

(granted) (denied) 

4 ISSUE a clarification/order confirming that subpoenas properly 
served by Plaintiff are valid and enforceable, and that even 
future third parties should not ignore them absent a court order 
quashing or modifying them; to deter Counsel’s obstruction 
efforts ongoing 
 

(granted) (denied) 

5 ORDER Defendants to pay Plaintiff’s costs in preparing this 
motion, the subpoenas, documents, and for effecting service 

(granted) (denied) 
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pursuant to Rule 37(a)(5)(A). 
 

6 ORDER Defendants to pay Plaintiff $20,000 for reasonable 
expenses, damages and/or restitution pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 
37(b)(2)(C) and the Court’s inherent authority to sanction willful 
obstruction and bad-faith noncompliance with discovery 
obligations and the time, effort and expertise required to expose 
fabricated caselaw and repeated misconduct. 
 

(granted) (denied) 

 
 

 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 
DATED: _____________ 

________________________________________ 
Otis D. Wright, II, presiding 
United States District Judge 
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