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[STIPULATED] ORDER RE: DISCOVERY OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION




[STIPULATED] ORDER RE: DISCOVERY OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION

1. PURPOSE 
This Order will govern discovery of electronically stored information (“ESI”) in this case as a supplement to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, this Court’s Guidelines for the Discovery of Electronically Stored Information, and any other applicable orders and rules. 

2. COOPERATION 
Plaintiff Matthew R. Walsh (“Plaintiff”) and Defendant Rokoko Electronics (“Rokoko”) (collectively, the “Parties” or “Party”) are aware of the importance the Court places on cooperation and commit to cooperate in good faith throughout the matter consistent with this Court’s Guidelines for the Discovery of ESI. 

3. PROPORTIONALITY 
Parties are expected to use reasonable, good faith and proportional efforts to preserve, identify and produce relevant information consistent with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1) . This includes identifying appropriate limits to discovery, including limits on custodians, identification of relevant subject matter, time periods for discovery and other parameters to limit and guide preservation and discovery issues. A Party’s meaningful compliance with this order and efforts to promote efficiency and reduce costs will be considered in cost-shifting determinations. 

4. COST-SHIFTING 
As in all cases, costs may be shifted for disproportionate ESI production requests pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26. Likewise, a Party’s nonresponsive or dilatory discovery tactics are cost-shifting considerations.

5. LIAISON
a. Plaintiff designates himself, Matthew R. Walsh, as the ESI liaison for the Plaintiff as the foremost expert in this case who is knowledgeable about the technical aspects of electronic discovery and the data returned. This includes, but is not limited to: location, nature, accessibility, formats, collection, search methodologies, technological restrictions and production of the ESI in this matter. 
b. Defendant designates ____________TODO_______________

6. PRESERVATION 
The Parties have discussed their preservation obligations and needs and agree that preservation of potentially relevant ESI will be reasonable and proportionate. To reduce the costs and burdens of preservation and to ensure proper ESI is preserved, the Parties agree that:  
a) Only ESI created or received between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2025 will be preserved; 

7. SEARCH 
a. The Parties agree that in responding to an initial Fed. R. Civ. P. 34 request, or earlier if appropriate, they will meet and confer about methods to search ESI in order to identify ESI that is subject to production in discovery and filter out ESI that is not subject to discovery.   
b. A Party is required to produce only a single copy of a responsive document, and a Party may de-duplicate responsive ESI across Custodians. A Party may also de-duplicate email threads and attachments as follows: In an email thread, only the most evolved responsive email in a thread will be produced. Where an earlier-in-thread email has a responsive attachment not contained within the most evolved responsive email, the most evolved earlier-in-thread email containing the attachment will also be produced along with its attachment.  
c. If applicable, no provision of this Order affects the inspection or production of source code which will be collected and made available consistent with the Protective Order governing this case. 

8. PRODUCTION FORMATS 
a. The Parties agree to produce documents in the formats described in below. If particular documents warrant a different format, the Parties will cooperate to arrange for the mutually acceptable production of such documents. The Parties agree not to degrade the searchability of documents as part of the document production process. 
i. “Communications” means any oral, written, or electronic exchange of information, which are limited to recorded meetings, minutes, phone calls, phone records, video conferences, emails, instant messages, text messages, Slack, Teams, developer notes, git repository comments and posts.
ii. “User animation data” means all animation files, derivative files, segmented files, metadata, logs, or related content generated, collected, transmitted, or stored by Rokoko products or services which contain or accompany any data which is used to illustrate, demonstrate or reproduce kinetic or physical movement.
iii. “CMI” means copyright management information as defined in 17 U.S.C. § 42 1202(c) and further include accompanying data envelopes, metadata, author names, titles, identifiers, serial numbers, hardware identifiers, and other information conveyed in connection with user animation data. 
iv. “Data structure” means the technical organization of a data envelope, container or bucket. As some containers may contain other containers, the data requested is meant to be recursive. Data structure includes but is not limited to any schema, or format in which metadata, control data, protocol level data, communication protocol data, user animation data or related information is stored, including file headers, fields, metadata, logs, or structured containers or their subcontainers. 
1. Submitted data structures should be as original as possible. 
2. In the event of original data structures are not available, JSON or XML is preferred, the latter less so.
v. “Telemetry” or “technical logs” means any and all data automatically or manually generated, recorded, or transmitted by Rokoko hardware or software for the purpose of monitoring, diagnosing, debugging, testing, updating, or operating the system. This includes, but is not limited to: 
1. Diagnostic reports; 
2. Informational logs; 
3. Developer/debug logs; 
4. Error logs, exception traces, and stack traces; 
5. Firmware logs and update records; 
6. Device identifiers, including but not limited to hardware IDs, MAC addresses, serial numbers, UUIDs, host names and IP addresses; 
7. Authentication or handshake data insofar that it does not expose actual usernames, passwords, api keys, etc; but that it does contain any ‘realms’ or user levels. 
8. Heartbeat, beacon or keep-alive messages or signals (including MQTT, NAT or equivalent protocols); 
9. System / component state indicators (boot states, sensor states, calibration data); 
10. Performance metrics (latency, packet loss, throughput, memory or 89 CPU usage); 
11. Error logs especially fatal errors. 
12. Crash reports and minidumps; and any other record or transmission reflecting the status, operation, configuration, or performance of Rokoko hardware or software. 
vi. E-Mails: 
1. Emails must include the full message header (To, From, CC, BCC, Subject, Date/Time, full underlying technical data, communication data and routing information), the message body, and any attachments.  
2. E-mails are to be exported and provided in native .EML or .MSG format only with attachments preserved and linked to the parent email.
b. Neither party shall not redact or omit technical fields except to protect authentication secrets (e.g., passwords, API keys). Logs shall be produced in complete form.

9. NAMING CONVENTIONS
a.  Each file shall be placed into a folder directory identifying the production set (“Naver Z Contracts”) and each file shall be named in a manner that identifies the Bates number range and, if available, a short descriptor (e.g., 142 “RFP_3_NaverZ_contracts.pdf”) 
i. If documents are produced in multiple batches, each batch shall include a cover letter or index identifying which Requests are addressed in that batch. 
ii. If documents are produced in native format (e.g., spreadsheets, emails), the file name shall clearly identify the originating Request number and be placed into the correct folder directory. 

10. ACCEPTABLE FILE FORMATS
a. The Parties agree to search for, generate and produce files in the following acceptable ESI formats:
i. Emails (*.EML, *.MSG)
ii. Email attachments (*.*)
iii. Spreadsheets (e.g., *.XLSX, *.XLS, *.CSV)
iv. Logs / Telemetry	(*.LOG, *.TXT, *.JSON, *.XML, *.SQL)
v. Databases (*.SQL, *.XLSX, *.XLS, *.CSV, *.DB, *.MDB, *.DB1, *.DB2, *.DB3)
vi. Video Files (*.MP4, *.AVI, *.MPEG, *.MOV)
vii. CMI / Metadata (*.JSON, *.XML, *.RKK, *.SREC, or native)
viii. Animation Files (*.RKK, *.SREC, *.FBX, *.DB1, *.DB2, *.DB3, *.data)
ix. Source Code Files (*.CS, *.VB, *.CPP, *.C, *.H)
x. Installation Files (*.EXE, *.ZIP)
xi. Applications (*.EXE)
xii. Firmware Files (*.BIN)
xiii. Documents (*.DOCX, *.TXT, *.XLS, *.XLSX, *.PPT, *.PDF, *.CSV)
xiv. Image Files (*.JPG, *.BMP, *.GIF, *.JPEG, *.TIFF, *.PNG, *.PDF, *.AI, *.PSD, *.XCF)

11. AUTHENTICITY AND VALIDATION
a. Each Party agrees that if ESI appears to be tampered with or modified in any way, validation is required:
i. The accusing party must submit reasonable and reliable evidence explaining the nature of the dispute or issue.
ii. Request that the opposing party generate a SHA-256 hash of the native file as it sits untouched on the originating machine
iii. The accusing party with then create a SHA-256 hash from the provided ESI in question.
iv. Compare both SHA-256 and allow the hash, not the Parties, to make a final determination of the ESI’s authenticity.

12. PHASING 
a. When a Party propounds discovery requests pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 34, the Parties agree to phase the production of ESI. 
b. Defendant’s initial production of custodial documents will be relating to, or from the following sources and custodians: 
i. Rokoko Electronics (Inc/ApS), Rokoko, LLC, Trifork, Naver-Z, , CoCo Care, Jakob Balslev, Mikkel Overby, Matias Sondergaard, Brett Bibby, Stefano Corazza, Jess Tropp, KickAss Capital Holding ApS, VF Ventures, North-East Venture, Thomas Visti, Trifork Group ApS, Polar Bear Family Office, Martin Hansen, Jesper Holmgaard, Alexandar Korsgaard Bruun, Corridor Digital.
c. Plaintiff’s initial production will be from himself.
d. Following the initial production, the Parties will continue to prioritize the order of subsequent productions.  

13. DOCUMENTS PROTECTED FROM DISCOVERY 
a. Pursuant to Fed. R. Evid. 502(d), the production of a privileged or work-product protected document, whether inadvertent or otherwise, is not a waiver of privilege or protection from discovery in this case or in any other federal or state proceeding.  Disclosures among defendants’ attorneys of work product or other communications relating to issues of common interest shall not affect or be deemed a waiver of any applicable privilege or protection from disclosure.  For example, the mere production of privileged or work-product-protected documents in this case as part of a mass production is not itself a waiver in this case or in any other federal or state proceeding.  A producing Party may assert privilege or protection over produced documents at any time by notifying the receiving Party in writing of the assertion of privilege or protection.  Information that contains privileged matter or attorney work product shall be returned immediately if such information appears on its face to have been inadvertently produced or if requested.   
b. Communications involving counsel that post-date the filing of the complaint need not be placed on a privilege log.  Communications may be identified on a privilege log by category, rather than individually, if appropriate.  
c. Activities undertaken in compliance with the duty to preserve information are protected from discovery under Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(3)(A) and (B). 
d. Nothing in this Agreement shall be interpreted to require disclosure of irrelevant information or relevant information protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege or immunity.  The Parties do not waive any objections to the production, discoverability, admissibility, or confidentiality of documents and ESI. 

14. MODIFICATION 
a. This Stipulated Order may be modified by a Stipulated Order of the Parties or by the Court for good cause shown. Any such modified Stipulated Order will be titled sequentially as follows, “First Modified Stipulated Order re: Discovery of Electronically Stored Information for Standard Litigation,” and each modified Stipulated Order will supersede the previous Stipulated Order. 
 
IT IS SO STIPULATED, THROUGH COUNSEL OF RECORD 
 


Dated this November 1, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California.
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AI-generated content may be incorrect.]
	Matthew R. Walsh
Plaintiff In Pro Per





Dated this November _____, 2025, in Santa Clarita, California.
REED SMITH LLP 
By: ____________________
  Katherine J. Ellena
Michael Galibois (pro hac vice)
Emily Graue (pro hac vice)
Attorneys for Defendant Rokoko Electronics  




	


ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL LOCAL RULE 5-4.34(a)(2)(i)
 
I, __________________, attest that concurrence in the filing of this document has been obtained from each of the other signatories. Executed on November __, 2025 in ___________, California.  
	 	 	 	 	 	_________________________________ 


PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED
	 	 	 	 	 	
 
	
.
Dated __________________
	

_______________________________
Hon. Rozella A. Oliver
United States Magistrate Judge
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