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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 

 

Assigned to Hon. Otis D. Wright, II, 

Courtroom 5D; Hon. Rozella A. Oliver, 

Courtroom 590]  

 

Date: November 19, 2025  

Time: 10:00 a.m.  

Place: Dept. 590 

 

DECLARATION ISO OBJECTION 

TO DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 

QUASH – EVIDENTIARY 

PACKAGE 

 

 8 

 9 

DECLARATION ISO OBJECTION TO DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 10 

QUASH – EVIDENTIARY PACKAGE 11 

 12 

 13 

I, Matthew R. Walsh, declare as follows: 14 

I am the Plaintiff in this action. I have personal knowledge of the facts set 15 

forth herein and, if called as a witness, could and would testify competently 16 
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thereto. All exhibits attached hereto are true and accurate copies of documents I 17 

have received or made. 18 

 19 

• EXHIBIT A - One of many examples of CoCo Care and Rokoko commingling 20 

and having dual board meetings, with signed minutes. Also one of many 21 

examples of Defendant’s using their personal e-mail addresses in these specific 22 

business matters. 23 

• EXHIBIT B - Plaintiff specifically stated he would schedule a 37-1 conference, 24 

two days later Defendant stated they would never meet and confer again absent 25 

recording the meetings. 26 

• EXHIBIT C - Defendant publicly admits to the IP misappropriation scheme in 27 

which they are accused of. 28 

 29 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 30 

that the foregoing is true and correct. 31 

Executed on October, 16 2025, in Santa Clarita, California.32 

 33 

Matthew R. Walsh 34 

Plaintiff in pro per 35 
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 37 

 38 

 39 

 40 

EXHIBIT A 41 

  42 
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One of many examples of CoCo Care and Rokoko commingling and having dual 43 

board meetings, with signed minutes. Also one of many examples of Defendant’s 44 

using their personal e-mail addresses in these specific business matters.  45 

 46 

 47 

  48 
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 50 

 51 

 52 

 53 

EXHIBIT B 54 

  55 
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Plaintiff specifically stated he would schedule a 37-1 conference, two days later 56 

Defendant stated they would never meet and confer again absent recording the 57 

meetings. 58 

 59 

 60 

On or about September 16, 2025 both parties agreed on September 30, 2025 for a 61 

26(f) conference. 62 
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 63 

 64 

Counsel began attaching conditions to the 26(f) conference date such as requiring 65 

the meeting to cover more topics that are not part of a 26(f) but required under LR 66 

7-3 and LR 31-7 67 
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 68 

 69 

Plaintiff objected to the unilateral conditions 70 

 71 

 72 
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Counsel began to paint Plaintiff as “unwilling” to meet and confer. 73 

 74 

 75 

Plaintiff clarified his position and that the 30th was only for a 26(f) 76 

 77 
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Plaintiff agreed to some of Defendant’s demands reluctantly while narrowing the 78 

scope of the meeting. Defendant refused to accept these terms. 79 

 80 

 81 

Plaintiff followed up with Defendant in good faith since no reply was received.82 

 83 
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After Defendant made threats of Court involvement, Plaintiff reiterated that he will 84 

now allow a 26(f) to turn into a free for all deposition of him. 85 

 86 

 87 

Counsel openly states she will no longer meet and confer with Plaintiff unless she 88 

can record the calls. 89 

 90 

  91 
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Plaintiff reiterated his position and once again, also demanded that Counsel stop 92 

making false statements that he “mischaracterized” the only 7-3 conference ever. 93 

Plaintiff further demanded that Counsel engage in 26(f), proceed through discovery 94 

and reach the merits. Defendant refused. 95 

 96 

 97 

Defendant refused and cancelled the 26(f) meet and confer, the 37-1 and the 7-3. 98 

 99 

 100 
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 102 

  103 
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 105 

 106 

 107 

 108 

 109 

 110 

EXHIBIT C 111 

  112 
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Defendant publicly admits to the IP misappropriation scheme in which they are 113 

accused of. 114 

 115 

116 

 117 
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