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STATE OF MINNESOTA DISTRICT COURT

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

State of Minnesota, Court File No.: 27-CR-23-1886
Plaintiff,

VS. DEFENDANT’S

Matthew David Guertin, AFFIDAVIT OF FACT
Defendant.

TO: THE HONORABLE JULIA DAYTON KLEIN, JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT

COURT; THE CLERK OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT; MS.
JACQUELINE PEREZ, ASSISTANT HENNEPIN COUNTY ATTORNEY; AND
THE OFFICE OF THE HENNEPIN COUNTY ATTORNEY.

AFFIDAVIT OF FACT

[, MATTHEW DAVID GUERTIN, residing at 1075 Traditions Court, City of Chaska,
County of Carver, State of Minnesota, being duly sworn, hereby depose and state under penalty

of perjury:

INTRODUCTION

I am filing this ‘Affidavit of Fact’ for the purpose of making sure all of the additional and highly
relevant FACTS that are relative to my case are officially submitted into the record, and taken
into account in all future matters and rulings concerning my case. This Affidavit of Fact contains
all of the additional email exchanges that I have recently come across that I think are an
important part of the much larger ‘issue’ curently taking place regarding my current court
proceedings within the Hennepin County 4™ Judicial District Court and the ‘bigger picture’

related to the alleged patent fraud, which both my criminal and civil proceedings revolve around.
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EXHIBIT SUMMARY

Below is a summary of the many exhibits accompanying this affidavit.

Exhibit A:
Bruce Rivers Email 01: Sent by defendant on Nov 11, 2022 seeking advice from his
friend Bruce Rivers about his just discovered patent situation involving Netflix, Inc.
An email to Bruce Rivers prior to the defendant hiring him as defense counsel in which
he is reaching out to him for advice/guidance after his discovery of the Netflix patent
application less than a week prior. The email includes a Dropbox link in which the
defendant is sharing multiple files related to the patent situation he has suddently found

himself in.

Exhibit Aa:
Dropbox Link Overview: of link included in the Nov 11, 2022 email to Bruce Rivers
seeking patent guidance
An overview of the contents of the Dropbox link that is included as a hyperlink applied to

“Here you go” as shared in the above email presented in (Exhibit A) of this affidavit.

Exhibit Ab:
A detailed list of all files shared in the Dropbox link folder

As included in the email to Bruce Rivers on November 11, 2022 (Exhibit A)

Exhibit Ac:
Dropbox File Detail: A detailed list of all files shared in the Dropbox link folder
A page the defendant saved from the Nevada Secretary of State website which details the
original filing and formation of Stephan Trojansky’s ‘Eyeline Studios’ in its home state of

Nevada.
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Exhibit Ad:
Dropbox File Detail: Eyeline Studios Hiring Pages
A 3 page document consisting of the Eyeline Studios LinkedIn page, a hiring website
Eyeline Studios posted on, and the EyelineStudios.com contact page previously shared

(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit V p.43)

This particualr exhibit is very telling due to the key statements that the Defendant
highlighted which very clearly indicate that Eyeline Studios is working on something

brand new and substantial in nature. The actual highlighted statements are

* “as we look to reinvent the traditional methods of filmmaking.”

* “for what we believe to be the future of virtual production”

* “where you can not only be a part of some cutting edge technology”
*  “We have a desire to expand our global footprint”

* “Claire Bee — Head of Volumetric Capture”

* “Lukas Lepicovsky — Virtual Production Supervisor”

* “Jonathan Reynolds — Unreal Generalist”

* “Gaby Rios — Virtual Production Department Manager”

*  “Quin Saule — Virtual Production Department Manager”

* “Samuel Price — Virtual Production — Stage Operator”

*  “Andrea Jamiel — Volume Capture Post-Processing TD”

*  “Lucio Salt — Volume Capture Technical Director, Motion Capture”

¢ “John Millward — Unreal Technical Director”

* “Redmyn Lee — Volume Capture Junior Technical Director”

These highlighted statements and job titles are all very revealing, due to the fact that they
directly align with the terminology and language that is used in the Defendant’s granted
US Patent 11,577,177 (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Oa p.89) as
well as various text messages and conversations the defendant has shared (April 9, 2024

‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit H p.81(Text 14), p.82(Text 21), Exhibit J p.87(W-07), p.88(W-
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09,W-13)) in which he is directly discussing Unreal Engine. These highlighted statements
become much more revealing when you realize that it is also all of the common language
which appears to be intentionally excluded from ever being used a single time in the
Trojansky / Netflix patent application

(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit S p.40) and the subsequently granted
US Patent 11,810,254 (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Jb p.224) which
includes the defendant’s last name and patent at the very top of the document as an
officially submitted, and reviewed 3rd Party Prior Art submission to the USPTO. The
defendant believes that it is not even necessary for one to require a vast technical
understanding of ‘what’ exactly the specific technology contained within both his as well
as the Netflix patent actually achieves in order to be able to arrive at the conclusion that

the very same statements included above that refer to:

* “reinventing the fututre of film making”
*  “the future of virtual production”

* “cutting edge technology”

are all statements which apply to his patented technology simply by association, which
includes not only the defendan’t name and patent included as part of the officially granted
Netflix patent, but also the analysis the defendant generated using chatGPT (April 9, 2024
‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit K p.94) after the defendant input both his as well as the Netflix
patent, provided some background information, and then requested that he be provided
with a completely unbiased, and fact based legal analysis consisting of arguments the
defendant should make to the USPTO based on his belief that the Netflix patent shouldn’t
have ever been granted in the first place. Regardless of the fact that this is something that
would need to be decided in an ‘official/legal’ capacity to be considered a ‘fact’ isn’t
necessary due to the fact that all of the similarities produced outlined in the resulting

analysis are all ‘“facts” which cannot be disputed or discredited.
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Exhibit Ae:
Dropbox File Detail: Screenshot of the demo video showing the defendants patented
technology produced especially for Bruce Rivers
A screenshot of the defendant’s demo video which showcases the core functionality of his
inventions technology, and which contains a custom, animated watermark atop it

consisting of moving text that includes

* ‘CONFIDENTIAL VIDEO for Bruce Rivers’
* ‘PATENT PENDING — CONFIDENTIAL’
* ‘INVENTED BY MattGuertin@ProtonMail.com’

Defendant placed custom watermarks atop all videos he shared with others that included
personal information about the people it was sent to for the purpose of discouraging
sharing with additional people, due to the fact that if it ended up being shared publicly it

would be their name scrolling across the video.

Exhibit Af:
Dropbox File Detail: Defendants initial background research into the attorney of
record for the Netflix patent applcation, after he initially discovered it
A 13 page document the defendant prepared which could be considered ‘basic
background research’ into the attorney of record, Robert Hulse, and the very large, and
well known lawfirm ‘Fenwick and West’ that he works for. The defendant first sourced
this information upon his November 6, 2022 initial discovery (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of
Fact’ p.8) of the Trojansky/Netflix patent application (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial
Notice’ Exhibit S p.40) Besides Fenwick and West’s significant clients (which include
Google, Amazon, and Facebook among others), it is worth pointing out their technology
related areas of focus as included in the document which include: “We assist clients with
disruptive technologies, including: Artificial Intelligence (AI), Augmented Reality/Virtual

Reality (AR/VR), ...., Interactive entertainment, with a focus on games, ....“
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Exhibit Ag:
Dropbox File Detail: Post Magazine article ‘Virtual production becomes a reality’
A 9 page online article the defendant printed out from Post Magazine titled ‘Virtual
production becomes a reality’ which is a very informative article providing a background
and overview of virtual production technology, and its uses. The statements that the
defendant highlighted on the fourth page of the article detail a conversation with ‘Carlos
Fueyo’ who is employed by Eyeline Studios, and whose position is ‘VAD art

director/virtual production supervisor’. In this article he makes the statement

“Eyeline is really set to redefine the way in which productions are made. They’re

really setup to reinvent or change the future of filmmaking. That’s very clear.”

A very clear statement, which once again serves to very clearly indicate the disruptive

nature of the technology that Eyeline Studio’s is engaged in. Carlos also mentions a

“big announcement in the months to come.”

further implying the covert/secretive nature of the disruptive technology he is gloating

about in the article in regards to his employer, Eyeline Studios.

Exhibit Ah:
Dropbox File Detail: ScanlineVFX Website print outs
A 3 page document produced by the defendant consisting of pages he printed to a PDF
from the ‘Scanline VFX’ website located online at www.ScanlineVfx.com - This
document was produced by the defendant for the purpose of providing additional
background information related to the Trojansky / Netflix patent application he had
discovered less than one week before sending this email to his longtime friend, and
attorney Bruce Rivers in hopes of seeking advice or guidance about the situation he
suddenly realized he was now in that involved himself, and well known, very large

companies operating within the entertainment and visual fx fields.
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Exhibit Ai:
Dropbox File Detail: Two emails to defendant from his patent attorney following his
initial discovery of the Trojansky / Netflix application
These two replies, that the defendant included in his email to Bruce Rivers, are part of the
intitial email chain in which defendant initially emailed his patent attorney after
becoming increasingly concerned about the ‘PhotoRobot Virtual Catwalk’ he had been
pointed to by the CEO of Mark Roberts Motion Control ‘Assaff Rawner’ in his October
31, 2022 email reply to the defendant (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit L p.96)
only to end up inadvertently stumbling upon the Trojansky / Netflix patent application
after he began searching the USPTO patent database to see if PhotoRobot had any patents

or patent applications filed for their supposed “Virtual Catwalk’ product.

The two emails detailed in this exhibit are rather significant due to the direct relavance
and implications realted to the defendant’s criminal, as well as civil proceedings with the
court. The fact that the defendant’s patent attorney is directly confirming the defendants
initial views and opinion of the Trojansky / Netflix patent application upon first
discovering it, and it can now be substantiated that both the defendant and his patent
attorney were in fact both correct in their initial analysis, and legal opinions regarding the
substantial similarities between the two patent applications (due to the defendant’s name
being an official part of the now granted Netflix patent) serves to add substantial
credibility to the defendant’s many additional claims, which in turn substantially
discredits the defendant’s supposed ‘incompetency’ as determined in the March 10, 2023
Rule 20.01 exam that was supposedly submitted to the court by Dr. Jill Rogstad. This is
due to the fact the entire basis of the report and its ultimate conclusion of the defendant
being ‘incompetent to stand trial’ with a diagnosis of ‘Unspecified Schizophrenia
Spectrum and Other Psychotic Disorder (primary)’ all relies upon the defendant’s
‘perceived achievement’s’ and ‘unusual beliefs’ about having invented a ‘revolutionary
technology’ that would result in very large financial stakes at play involving companies
like ‘Netflix and Microsoft’ being used as the main evidence to support the diagnosis

itself.
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It is in fact, this very same ‘evidence’ which the defendant stated “would speak for itself”
if considered by courtroom principles, that was then used in both the exam report as well
as the July 13, 2023 court order (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Bb
p.175), not as a very clear example of the defendant being actively engaged in, and
attempting to ‘aid in his own defense’, but instead as further supporting evidence of his
supposed ‘incompetency’ even though both the exam report as well as the court order
both contain multiple statements that directly attest to the defendants very clear, and
coherent understanding of not just ‘the nature of the charges against him’ but also to
many additional, more ‘nuanced’ legal concepts related to his proceedings as whole —
BUT - even though the defendant is able to understand everything going on he is still
‘incompetent’ due to the ‘delusional’ and ‘incompetent’ evidence itself that he believes he
has ‘collected’ — Evidence which, by its sheer existence and mention, serves to very
clearly show that the defendant is, and has been actively engaged in defending himself

ever since he first entered into the March 1, 2023 meeting with Dr. Jill Rogstad with

“a large stock of documents, organized into sections, which he provided for my review

and stated supported his assertions.”

- as is directly quoted from Dr. Jill Rogstad’s March 10, 2023, Rule 20.01 report (April 3,
2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Sa p.120)

Another significant revelation lies in the highly technical manner in which the Trojansky /
Netflix patent application was written, which indirectly serves to prove that not only is
the defendant ‘competent’, but highly competent, due to the fact that he had to read
through the application multiple times upon first discovering it before he was even able to
realize that it was for the exact same technology as his patent. The fact that he arrived at
this conclusion, had it confirmed by his patent attorney, and his name is now at the top of
the granted Netflix patent might cause a logical and impartial person to ask themselves a
question such as “If it has now been proven that a substantial amount of the defendant’s

claims, initially determined to be ‘delusional’ and indicative of an underlying
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‘Unspecified Schizophrenia Spectrum and Other Psychotic Disorder (primary)’ are in fact
all true then what other claims made by the defendant might also actually be based in

reality?”

A rather telling juxtaposition to the issues surrounding the highly technological concepts,
reading comprehension, and the high level of competency and understanding necessary
for one to be able to accurately navigate the many complexities, which the defendant very
clearly has, would be the following verbatim excerpt from Dr. Jill Rogstad’s report, which
is part of the paragraph that directly follows her ‘official’ clinical diagnosis of the

defendant:

“On this point, the limits of my expertise in relation to technology matters must be
acknowledged, as I lack the specialized training in this field to analyze the
defendant's reported invention, patent, or any existing technology it resembles. I
tried to consult without success with Mr. Guertin's patent attorney to verify any
realistic factors underpinning his assertions. Nevertheless, even if the
technological aspects of the defendant's statements prove true (i.e., that he has a
viable technology that was introduced by others after he received his patent), his

views remain consistent with delusions.”

(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Sa p.122)

Exhibit Aj:
Dropbox File Detail: Granted Patent Claims
A single page document detailing the granted patent claims in defendant’s now granted
US Patent 11,577,177
(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Oa p.89)
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Exhibit Ak:
Dropbox File Detail: NFOA Reply Draft
A draft document prepared for the defendant by his patent attorney, which serves as a
potential repsonse to the patent examiners ‘non-final office action’ issued for the
defendant’s initial US Patent Application 17/843,960
(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Oa p.89)

Exhibit Al:
Bruce Rivers Email 02: Follow-up email
A follow up email sent to Bruce Rivers by defendant just 2 minutes after sending the
initial email which simply states:
“My provisional application was filed on March 19th, 2021  Trojansky/Netflix
was filed on March 31st, 2021 I win”

Exhibit Am:
Bruce Rivers Email 03: Follow-up email
A follow up email sent to Bruce Rivers by defendant just 6 minutes after sending the
initial email which simply states:
“Here is my portfolio website with all the projects I've worked on spanning 2008
— Current  www.MattGuertin.com”

(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit O p.36)

Exhibit B:
Bruce Rivers Email 04: January 13, 2023 email to Bruce Rivers asking for help
regarding defendants patent fraud discovery
This is an email, sent to Bruce Rivers by the defendant, just 8 days before the incident
resulting in the current criminal charges and his subsequent reatinment of Bruce Rivers as

his criminal defense counsel. In this email, with a subject line of
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“Bruce. You gotta help me get a bunch of eyes on this”

the defendant makes the following statements:

* “This is happening in real-time right now. It is nuts. They are just editing the
internet archive pages like it's the website for their family business.”

* “It discredits the entire archive. Any cases which involved the archive get
reexamined.”

* “Do you know any federal investigators or anyone that would be interested in

investigating this? I am trying to figure out what to do”

In addition the defendant includes a Dropbox link which is 4.6gb in size, and indicated to
contain “all of the supporting files.” as well as “one of the data analysis spreadsheets I

created” which is attached to the email a file named

“DATA_ANALYSIS_ALL_WEB_FILES_tutorials_how-to-film-models.xlsx”

Exhibit Ba:
Attached file: Screenshot images of a spreadsheet the defendant created highlight
date anomalies he indentified
Screenshots of the “DATA_ANALYSIS _ALL_WEB_FILES_tutorials_how-to-film-
models.xIsx™ attached to the defendants January 13, 2023 email to Bruce Rivers. This
spreadsheet was created by the defendant, and contains data that the defendant personally
gathered, and parsed on his own, as part of his investigative efforts into the alleged patent

fraud he uncovered.

The spreadsheet details the file contents of the full html ‘PhotoRobot” website pages that
the defendant had been downloading since December 9, 2022 prior to sending this email.
The data reveals a pattern in which specific javascript and css files appear to correlate to

the specific internet archive save dates, which the defendant believes are fraudulent. This
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particular spreadsheet presentation, is just one small piece of the much ‘bigger picture’ as
it relates to the alleged patent fraud at the center of the defendant’s current criminal
charges (27-CR-23-1886), as well as his resulting ‘stayed order of civil commitment’ (27-
MH-PR-23-815)

Exhibit Bb:
Dropbox File Detail Overview: The contents of the Dropbox link included in the
January 13, 2023 email to Bruce Rivers seeking help with alleged patent fraud
This exhibit includes a multitude of screen-captured images beginning with the actual
Dropbox page the link opens up, followed by screen-shot images of the actual folder
contents as contained in the local (original) file that the defendant maintains. What this
exhibit serves to prove is that the defendant was in fact engaged in a significant, personal
investigative effort, in which he personally took on the role of a ‘digital forensics
investigator’ as part of his efforts to protect his intellectual property in light of the alleged
fraud he had uncovered, and began to heavily investigate, beginning on December 9,
2022. Regardless of the ‘alleged’ nature of the larger patent fraud issue, this exhibit
makes it very clear that the defendant was personally involved in a significant, thorough,
and very organized collection of digital forensic evidence, that resulted in a massive
amount of well organized data. This sevres as just one more clear example of the

defendants overall competency related abilities.

Exhibit Bc:
Dropbox ‘File Tree’ Ai Analysis
An Ai analysis conducted by the defendant, in which he input the ‘file tree’ data of one of
the folders and inquired as to whether or not the data presented, insofar as the file naming
and structures were indicative of an automated, or potentially ai generated/assisted

process being involved in their creation.

The resulting analysis serves to support the defendants presented hypothesis presented,

with the analysis portion containing the following text highlighted by the defendant
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“If the analysis reveals inconsistencies in file timestamps that do not align with
the purported timeline of content evolution, this could be a red flag for artificially

backdated files.”

- something which the defendant highlighted due to its direct correlation to the
spreadsheet the defendant attached to the January 13, 2023 email in which the entire
spreadsheet, is in fact pertaining to ‘timestamp discrepancies’ that the defendant had
identified in the ‘PhotoRobot’ webpages downloaded directly from the Internet Archive
(Exhibit Ba). This exhibit also contains an excerpt of the actual ‘file tree’ - which is
included for the purpose of better explaining what a ‘file tree’ is and providing a

simplified overview of the data the defendant used to produce the resulting analysis.

Exhibit Bd:
Details of a text file contained in the Dropbox link folder
The text of a file named ‘NOTES_AND_BACKGROUND.txt’ which has a ‘last modified
time / date’ of January 11, 2023 at 5:26am. This exhibit serves to present a ‘historical
snapshot’ of the defendants activities prior to his arrest on January 21, 2023 as the text in
this exhibit is copied and pasted from a text file that the defendant created, and included
in the Dropbox folder (Exhibit Bb) as a way of providing basic background information
about ‘what’ the data contained in the folders pertaines to, and ‘why’ it was collected, etc.
This text file was initially created by the defendant for the purpose of informing the
digital forensic investigators he hoped would be conducting a more detailed, and

professional investigation into the data he collected.

Exhibit C:
Defendants January 30, 2023 email to Minnetonka PD Detective Samantha Johnson,
detailing many of the defendants claims
A very detailed email sent to the Minnetonka Police Department detective assigned to the

defendants criminal case following his January 21, 2023 arrest. The email addresses
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various issues related to his criminal charges, but also goes into great detail about the
previous police report he filed with the same department just nine days prior to his arrest,

and criminal charges.

Exhibit D:
Email to Bruce Rivers 05: An email detailing the ‘CIA’ and military background of
defendants welder and images showing ‘special ops gear’ sitting atop defendants
prototype as it was being welded
An email sent to Bruce Rivers on February 7, 2023 instead of to its originally intended
recipient, Detective Samantha Johnson of the Minnetonka PD. This email is a key exhibit
due to the fact that Bruce Rivers had now been officially retained by the defendant, who
is sharing a key piece of evidence with him in this email, in the form of the two attached
images as well as the defendants discussion of the military and intelligence connections
of his welder. Bruce Rivers then replied to the defendants email, and confirmed receipt of
this evidence pertaining to his case. This particular evidence which directly ‘proves’ the
defendants claims about surveillance technology, the CIA, and ‘special ops gear related to
his invention’ would end up becoming just one, of the many factual events discussed by
the defendant in his meeting with Dr. Jill Rogstad, which would end up being used by Dr.

Jill Rogstad as evidence to support her outlandish conclusions.

The fact that the defendant and Bruce Rivers would then end up attending an in person
hearing on July 7, 2023 in which the defendant was fighting to have his initial
determination of being ‘incompetent to stand trial’ overturned and only present the
defendants granted patent as the sole exhibit submitted into the record raises obvious
questions to why he not only wouldn’t make mention of and present evidence which
served to irrefutably discredit key points made in Jill Rogstads exam report, but then also
advise the defendant not to present or share any of the additional exhibits he personally
spent the time to prepare, and print prior to his court hearing is very odd, and unusual.

This is especially true in light of the defendants long standing relationship spanning over
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twenty years knowing Bruce Rivers, which has provided the defendant with a very clear,

and knowledgeable ‘baseline’ of Bruce Rivers abilities and skills in a court room.

Exhibit Da:
The two images included in the email which actually show the ‘special ops gear’ atop
the defendants prototype
(April 9, 2024 “Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit B p.60)

Exhibit Db:
Email reply from Bruce Rivers confirming receipt of the ‘special ops gear’ evidence
Bruce Rivers replies to the defendant with “Good I'll take a look at it if I think it needs to
be sent and I will send it.” assuring him that this key piece of evidence will be reviewed
by himself and appropriately handled, and considered, relative to his criminal

proceedings.

Exhibit E:
Email to Bruce Rivers 06: Sent on February9, 2023
An email which includes no body text, and a single, attached PDF file, details the
defendants upcoming Rule 20.01 Exam Hearing, which is scheduled by and taking place
with Dr. Jill Rogstad.

Exhibit Ea:
File attachment detail: PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES
The attached PDF file sent to the defendant by Dr. Jill Rogstad, detailing the defendants

upcoming Rule 20.01 Exam Hearing with her.

Exhibit F:
Email to Bruce Rivers 07: Police looked through my phone without a warrant
An email sent by defendant on February 10, 2023 in which he is simply relaying concerns

he has after discovering that multiple settings and menus have been changed in his cell

Page 15 of 148


Minnesota Court Records Online (MCRO)
Seal


27-CR-23-1886 Filed in District Court

State of Minnesota
5/6/2024 2:45 PM

phone. In addition the defendant goes into great detail about a YouTube playlist appearing
at the top of his YouTube page titled ‘shooting’ which not only had videos about guns that
the defendant believes he likely didn’t create, but included with the two ‘shooting’ related
videos was one with a title mentioning the ‘FBI and CIA’ as if seemingly implying that
the defendant focused on the two particular topics in way that would correlate the two,

completely different topics.

This email notably has a subject line of “Police looked through my phone without a

warrant”

Exhibit Fa:
Email to Bruce Rivers 08: Police looked through my phone without a warrant follow
up
An email sent by defendant just 25 minutes after sending his first email in which he

attaches screenshots of his YouTube playlist. The entirety of this short follow-up email is:

“ It doesn't make any sense why a video platlylist titled 'shooting' would be at the
top of 'most recently added' because I didn't just add any videos about shooting.
It doesn't make any sense.... the order of the 'most recent' filter. It is not accurate.

~Matt ”

Exhibit Fb:
An exhibit showing the 3 image attachments that detail defendants YouTube playlist
An email sent by defendant at 5:00 pm on Feb 10, 2023 - just 25 minutes after sending
his first email - in which he attaches screenshots of his YouTube playlist. Notably there is
also a a playlist titled ‘ChatGTP’ which the defendant is also ‘unsure of’ in general as the
only reason he intially mispelled, and referred to it as ‘GTP’ instead of ‘GPT’ in the text
he wrote on his walls prior to firing the gun to summon police, was due to the defendant
legitimately having no clue at all ‘what’ exactly ‘chatGPT’ was. This can actually be

verified by the fact that it was the defendants ‘CIA’ and military connected welder who
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was the first to point defendant in the general direction of ‘Ai’ iinitially. The defendants
reply to this ‘hint’ provided to him very clearly serves to demonstrate that the defendant
was not even aware of what it actually ‘does’ or accomplishes, as otherwise the defendant
would’ve certainly made the connection right away after it was text to him.

(April 9, 2024 “Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit C p.65(welder-13))

Exhibit Fc:
Email to Bruce Rivers 09: Follow-up sent on Feb 10, 2023 at 5:03pm

An email sent by defendant which includes the following statement

“I'm busy trying to find the playlist I created about neural radiance fields which is
the technology Netflix is referencing in their patent I believe. That's the whole

reason I've even noticed any of this stuff.”

Exhibit Fd:
Email to Bruce Rivers 10: Follow-up sent on Feb 10, 2023 at 5:08pm

This final email concerning the YouTube playlist topic simply states

“My playlist for neural radiance fields is missing”

Exhibit G:
Email to Dr. Jill Rogstad 01 with Bruce Rivers CC’d: Sent April 26, 2023
A random and rather sarcastically toned email the defendant fired off to Dr. Jill Rogstad
which, regardless of its sarcastic tone, shares a substantial amount of direct source
references that serve to substantially discredit her exam report about the defendant in
which she actually used the defendants mention of being an “unlicensed engineer” as well
as the the defendants various mentions of the substantial projects he’s been involved with
as evidence to support his supposed ‘delusions’ and her ultimate diagnosis. The fact that
this was emailed to her prior to the defendants July 7, 2023 court hearing in which she

stated that her initial opinion had not changed at all since the exam meeting took place is
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somewhat telling in the defendants opinion. Notably the attachments to this email also
include the same ‘special ops gear’ related to the defedants invention that was previously

shared with Bruce Rivers by the defendant.

Exhibit Ga:
Three of the image attachments included in defendants email to Dr. Jill Rogstad
A text message exchange which is redacted in this exhibit, but which originally backed up
the comment pertaining to the defendants invention “it should revolutionize the industry”
with the established, and highly credentialed person making the comment. This statement
about “revolutionizing the industry” was again a true, and factual statement made by the
defendant, which would end up being used by Dr. Jill Rogstad to actually support her
diagnosis of the defendant by classifying all of it as mere ‘delusions’ and even going so
far to refer to the defendants substantial achievements, which he actually shared with her
in the very first email he ever sent to her (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’
Exhibit Sa p.105), as his ‘perceived achievements’ which the defendant believes is not a
simple oversight or mistake but an intentional deception on her part. She didn’t
‘mistakingly’ overlook or omit important facts the defendant provided her with, but
instead actually went so far as to take the many factual, and relevant conversation topics
relayed to her by the defendant and turn them around into outright fabrications that were
then included in her report for the purpose of actually supporting her diagnosis of the
defendant, and recommendation that he be committed to a mental institution and placed
on powerful anti-psychotic drugs (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Sa
p.124-125)

Exhibit Gb:
Email to Dr. Jill Rogstad 02 with Bruce Rivers CC’d: A second follow-up email sent
shortly after the initial email
This email includes attachments which very clearly prove that the defendant is directly
involved with patent dealings that involve Netflix, Inc as the defendant included

attachments that contained the certified mailer images, the accepted third party prior art
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submission to the USPTO, and a screen capture image that was originally captured by
defendants patent attorney showing that the defendants USPTO submission was in fact
officially entered into the official USPTO file of the Netflix patent application.

(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Ta p.130, Exhibit Va p.134 )

The email begins with the statement:

“Do you think the executives at Netflix thought these certified mailers which

contained my patent were even real when they received them?”

Exhibit H:
Email to Bruce Rivers 11: Sent on May 27, 2023 at 6:43pm
An email in which the defendant is discussing his scheduled, and upcoming June 14,

2023 @ 9:00am court hearing in which the defendant states:

“ Bruce,
I'm counting on your ability then to ensure that my June 14th hearing @ 9am is

going to for sure happen this time and be in person (as opposed to over zoom..) “

This email may seem insignificant, but it is actually a key piece of the bigger ‘puzzle’
concerning the many procedural anomalies in the handling, as well as the MCRO timeline
of the defendants criminal case. The reason that this seemingly insignificant email is
important is that it serves to irrefutably establish the intitially scehduled court hearing on
June 14, 2023 which was subsequently cancelled once again, being relayed to the
defendant once again mere hours before the scheduled court hearing by his defense
counsel. This last minute recheduling was followed by a court order signed by Judge Julia
Dayton Klein, in which she states “On June 13, 2023, Mr. Rivers requested a continuance
in the matter due to scheduling conflicts” even though there is no officially submitted
‘Motion for Continuance’ submitted into the defendants criminal case (27-CR-23-1886)

timeline as shown on the MCRO website. Furthermore this court order granting the
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continuance was officially submitted into the record at 2:34pm on June 14, 2023 and
included as index #16 which is oddly followed by her submission into the record of
‘Taken Under Advisement’ as Index #17 — After the index of the ruling. This is notable as
the hearing was originally scheduled for 9:00am in the morning, which would logically
imply that a ruling a would normally be required, or at least expected prior to the
scheduled hearing if it were following normal procedure. The other significantly strange
discovery is that the cancelled 9:00am court hearing is indicated as having took place
anyways following its last minute cancellation, only it is officially listed as having been
“Held Off the Record” for some reason even though it was supposedly cancelled via an
order granting continuance that references a non-existent ‘Motion for Continuance’ that
one would expect to be filed as part of the normal/standard procedure, with the last
‘Motion for Continuance’ submitted into the record by the defendants defense counsel

having occurred on April 4, 2023.

Exhibit I:
Email to Bruce Rivers 12: Sent on June 9, 2023 at 12:39pm
An email with a subject line of ‘The 6™ Amendment’ in which the defendant simply

states:

“ How can a zoom hearing satisfy the 'public trial' clause of the 6th amendment?
Zoom is inherently 'non-public' due to the fact that you need a special code or
invite in order to gain access.

Being forced to attend my hearing over Zoom violates my 6th amendment rights.”

This email serves to once again show a very clear understanding of broader legal nuances

and legal understanding by the supposedly ‘incompetent’ defendant.
Exhibit Ia:

Email reply from Bruce Rivers: Sent on June 9, 2023 at 1:50pm

“I’ll request an in person appearance”
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Exhibit Ib:
Email to Bruce Rivers 13: Sent on June 9, 2023 at 2:03pm

A jokingly toned email sent by the defendant in which he states:

“The last thing I need is some fake ass, PhotoRobot, Al generated Judge presiding
over my case.....

Sheeeeeeit”

Even though this was a completely random and ‘off the cuff’ reply in which the defendant
was not being serious, it does in fact contain an underlying element of truth to it in
regards to the entire ‘Ai’ mention which causes the defendants mind to begin pondering
the bigger questions, resulting in the subsequent email sent to Bruce Rivers by the

defendant the following morning.

Exhibit Ic:
Email to Bruce Rivers 14: Sent on June 10, 2023 at 5:13am
An email in which the defendant makes a substantial amount of direct references to the
‘powerful people’ that Bruce Rivers told him were ‘keeping an eye on him’ during the
defendants brief phone call with him on May 22, 2023 at 3:13pm only to subsequently
deny to the defendant that he ever said that to him.
(April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ p.22)

In this email the defendant repeatedly indicates that he never asked to be involved in any
of the stuff he percieves himself currently dealing with all as a result of his patent. He
makes it very clear that he simply refuses to stand by as his intellectual property is stolen
from him. The defendant once again directly supports his cliam of Bruce Rivers comment
over the phone about ‘powerful people keeping an eye on the defendant’ by making the

statement:
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“If you're able to oversee or somehow pass this message along to the people that

are apparently very interested in acquiring InfiniSet, Inc. feel free to do so”

Exhibit J:
Email to Bruce Rivers 15: Sent on January 10, 2024 at 4:59pm
The initial email that begins the ‘Matt Guertin / LinkedIn Search Graph’ email chain
spanning January 10, 2024 — January 26, 2024 (Exhibit J, Ja, Jb, Jc, Jd, Je, Jf, Jg, Jh, and
Ji of this ‘Affidavit of Fact’) in which the defendant covers some of the key points he has
recently discovered following his creation of the detailed ‘LinkedIn Search Graph’ he
created (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit A, p.53), following his initial discovery
of the SIGGRAPH 2023 video featuring Paul Debevec (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’,
p.27) which caused him to realize that the LinkedIn searches that the defendant had
previously noticed and thought were positive were actually being conducted by entities
that the defendant was now able to directly connect to Netflix via the video he just found
in which Paul Debevec was speaking on behalf of Netflix and Eyeline Studios (April 9,
2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit A, p.57). The email also includes the statement:

“Take note of the fact that I had Forcepoint and 3Gimbals conduct a search
sometime during the week leading up to January 21st, 2023”

(April 9, 2024 “Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit Ba, p.175-180)

which is highly relevant as the defendant took the time to thoroughly research the
background of many of the entities searching for him, which resulted in him discovering
that Forcepoint and 3Gimbals provide technology based operational capabilities to
government and law enforcement which aids in carrying out ‘missions’ related to
‘statecraft’. In addition 3Gimbals, advertises their specialty in ‘overmatch’ and
‘disruptive capabilites’ — all of which is directly related to electronic and technological
capabilites and means. Ultimately, these two companies appear to the defendant to be
exactly who would be called to help ‘resolve’ the situation created by the defendant,

where he not only realized the sophisticated fraud that was taking place, but then
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dedicated all of his time following the discovery of said fraud, to doing nothing but
investigating, and collecting a massive amount of digital forensic evidence that would

serve to protect his intellectual property by proving what was taking place.

The detailed graph created by the defendant, in which he included the search count as
well as personal events related to business dealings as well as events taking place in his
current court dealings within the Hennepin County Court system (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit
of Fact’ Exhibit A p.58, Exhibit Ea p.198-203) , all serves as a rather compelling piece of
evidence insofar as what is presented being rather strong ‘circumstantial evidence’
supporting his claims about covert surveillance, his devices being hacked into, artificial
intelligence being used, and external influence being involved in his court proceedings, as
was previously stated to him over the phone by his defense counsel, Bruce Rivers, on
May 22, 2023 (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ p.22). Essentially what you have is a
graph that was assembled by the defendant more than nine months after the event that
resuled in his criminal charges, created solely on data the defendant obtained from
automated LinkedIn emails in his inbox, which ends up providing a visual graph that just
so happens to correlate perfectly with all of the events taking place in the defendants

personal life and business endeavors.

The defendant never expected that the graph he decided to assemble would reveal
anything interesting at all, muchless end up corresponding perfectly with events dating all
the way back to the initial filing of his provisional patent application. This particular
email to Bruce Rivers, was also around the same time that the defendant finally came to
the realization that maybe the entire reason that those involved in the theft of his patent,
have never simply approached the defendant and offered to pay him is because they have
always been in the process of stealing his patent from the moment it was first filed as a
provisional patent application with the USPTO on March 19, 2021 (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion
for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit R, p.39) — Meaning that the defendant finally came to a rather
sudden realization that the provisional patent application filed by Stephan Trojansky just

12 days after he filed his (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit S, p.40) was
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more than likely not a ‘random fluke’ as the defendant had thought the entire time up
until this point, but was instead a sophisticated heist of the defendants own patent, carried
out by a very quick filing of an appliaction for the exact same technology as the
defendants just 12 days later, via an application that is intentionally written in a way that
attempts to distance itself as ‘far away’ as possible from the content of the defendants
patent through the use of intentionally confusing, highly technical, and redundant
language — Something that the defnedant covers in great detail in the 45 minute ‘Matthew
David vs. Goliath’ video he produced for the purpose of trying to present everything in a

clear and concise manner (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ p.41-43).

The most significant ‘piece of the puzzle’ which serves to prove the fraud taking place in
a rather substantial, and irrefutable way would be the rather brief, and unexplained
exhbits that the defendant shared in his April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ which
pertain to ‘MOVA Contour facial motion capture technology’, ‘Digital Domain’, the
inventor of the MOVA Contour technology ‘Steve Perlman’, and the court case ‘3:17-cv-
04006’ that was filed in the ‘United States District Court, Northern District of California’
on July 17, 2017 (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit D, p.25), which
revolves entirely around the same companies and entities whom the defendant believes
are all involved in the theft of his own intellectual property, being sued for their theft of
the original ‘MOV A Contour’ facial scanning technology, by ‘Rearden LL.C’ and
‘Rearden MOVA LLC’ which are companies both owned by the inventor of the MOVA

Contour technology, Steve Perlman.

In addition, the Hollywood Reporter article explicitly makes mention of the ‘Department

of Defense’ in the article -
“But Perlman seemed to feel there was [Department of Defense] interest into what

MOVA was and what he was doing and couldn’t talk about it when I asked him.”
(April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit C, p.24)
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which corresponds with the defendants claims about the US Army being directly involved
in the theft of his intellectual property (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit
Gb p.199, 201, 205, 207, 213, Exhibit Hb p.216) as well as the many additional military
connected companies and governmental entities (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit
D p.67) who have all been searching for the defendants non-promoted, and never
completed LinkedIn profile page. It is in fact the same ‘MOV A Contour’ facial scanning
technology that is covered in great detail in this court case filing which has now been
fruaudulently ‘re-created’ through the distributuion of a MASSIVE amount of content
being produced, and then ‘back-dated’ into the past via the assistance of YouTube,
Google, PBS, CBS, CNN, and many others which all serve to make it appear that it is in
fact Paul Debevec who was the inventor of the MOV A Contour facial scanning

technology.

This can easily be established by the fact that Paul Debevec is now being the one credited
with the many motion picture achievements, that were in fact all achieved using the
MOVA Contour technology and NOT Paul Debevc’s claimed ‘Light Stage’ facial
scanning technology as is being portrayed. These motion pictures include “The Curious
Case of Benjamin Button’ among many others which are all now being credited to Paul
Debevec instead of the actual inventor, Steve Perlman. This is further substantiated, and
covered in much greater detail on the defendants Substack page where he assembled the

following two posts solely dedicated to this topic:

COLLISION OBJECT DETECTED - MOVA Contour != Light Stage

https://MattGuertin.substack.com/p/mova-contour-facial-capture and

"You will own nothing and be happy" includes all of your intellectual property as

well. https://MattGuertin.substack.com/p/you-will-own-nothing-and-be-happy

Two additional posts on the defendants Substack page which serve as ‘supporting

evidence’ of the fraud as it directly relates to this are:
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How Benjamin Button got his face

https://MattGuertin.substack.com/p/how-benjamin-button-got-his-face

Debevec - DATA DUMP

https://MattGuertin.substack.com/p/debevec-data-dump

This January 10, 2024 email to Bruce Rivers from the defendant also includes a mention
of the fraud the defendant has discovered taking place within the courts itself in which

fruaudulent discovery materials were injected into his case via the following excerpts:

“There is also an issue of criminal corruption internally at the Hennepin County

Courts I have uncovered”

“This same ALTERED discovery evidence was also the same material emailed to
Michael Robertson who conducted my second mental health exam - meaning he
was basing his report on FRAUDULENT discovery material sent to him by

someone from within the Hennepin County Courts.”

which is addressed in great detail with many irrefutable exhibits that serve to prove the
fraud beyond any ‘reasonable doubt’ in the defendants (April 4, 2024 ‘Motion to Compel
Discovery and Affidavit of Fact’) in which he is once again attempting to obtain the
original, and authentic discovery materials as well as the defendants recently filed May 5,
2024 ‘Follow-up Correspondence’ submitted into his criminal case (‘27-CR-23-1886") in
which he is addressing the refusal of the court to rule on or acknowledge his motions
related to obtaining discovery as well as his own Rule 20.01 exam report from his six
month review conducted on January 3, 2024. The defendant is of the opinion that the
fraud he has discovered taking place within the court itself is directly related to, and
ultimately an extension of the same patent fraud that resulted in him receiving the
criminal charges that landed him in court to begin with — meaning that it appears to the

defendant that the Hennepin County court is essentially participating in the larger patent
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fraud operation that the defendants entire case revolves around. This puts the defendant in
an unprecedented situation where the court itself is now highly incentivized to make sure
that the defendants case never has the opportunity to return to criminal court due to the
fact that the defendant would finally have the chance to present his side of the story,
including the fraud he has uncovered that directly involves the court itself. This means
that the court would directly benefit from the defendants commitment to a mental
institution due to the fact that a case of ‘fraud on the court’ by the court itself is also
completely unprecedented and would result in profound ramifications if it were properly

addressed and investigated like it should be.

Exhibit Ja:
Email to Bruce Rivers 16: Sent on January 10, 2024 at 5:03pm
A follow-up email sent to Bruce Rivers just 4 minutes after the initial email is sent in

which the defendant simply states

“And who exactly is incompetent....me? I don't think so.”

which is the defendant simply highlighting the fact that the entire situation he is currently
in is ultimately due to the very same “powerful people keeping an eye on him” not being
competent enough to pull off their theft of the defendants patented technology without
him being able to realize what was taking place. This same topic was addressed in the
defendants communication with Senator Amy Klobuchars office, via his October 16,
2023 email to Hanna Welch (April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’ Exhibit Gb,
p.213-214) in which he states:

“the other thing I still cannot wrap my head around at all is why I was able to

figure any of this stuff out in the first place?”

“If they were going to carry out such a large 'operation’' against me why didn't they

at least execute it successfully so that I at least never knew it existed in the first
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place instead of being so careless that I have instead been essentially forced into
either having to call it out- regardless of the massive implications involved - or
simply stand by and allow the theft of my intellectual property to take place

because I'm too scared and fearful to act due to the implications involved?”

Exhibit Jb:
Email to Bruce Rivers 17: Sent on January 10, 2024 at 5:12pm
An email to Bruce Rivers from the defendant in which he shares his “brief investor pitch”
and how it corresponds to his life being “turned into a crazy movie script.” The email also

states:

“I was never on LinkedIn by the way. I have never even finished completing my
profile and so I was not in any way actively promoting myself which just adds to

the complete absurdity of the entire graph.”

which is a direct reference to the ‘LinkedIn Search Graph’ the defendant sent to Bruce

Rivers in the initial email (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit A p.53)

Exhibit Jc:
‘Business Pitch’ attachment to January 12, 2024 @ 5:12pm email

A page which shares the single page InfiniSet, Inc. ‘Investor Pitch’ that is mentioned and

attached.

Exhibit Jd:
Email to Bruce Rivers 18: Sent on January 12, 2024 at 2:16pm
An email to Bruce Rivers from the defendant highlighting the extreme stress that the
current situation has placed upon the defendant’s life. In this email the defendant provides
an overview of the desperate situation he is in, his belief that his life is in great danger,
and makes mention of all of the various government agencies and representatives he has

reached out to for help, only to receive none at all. The defendant also makes mention of
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his patent being stolen, the involvement of the US government in the theft, and details
how the excitement of filing his first ever patent, and working hard to build his business
has ended up turning his life into a “waking nightmare” This email also includes the

following verbatim statement:

“They stole my invention, conducted illegal intelligence operations on me, hacked
into my computers, and scared the living shit out of me and all I was doing was
literally MINDING MY OWN BUSINESS - and then they all look on and
basically stalk me the entire time obviously tracking my court case in the hopes

that I get thrown into a mental institution.”

Exhibit Je:
Email Reply from Bruce Rivers: Sent on January 12, 2024 at 3:04pm

Email reply to defendant from Bruce Rivers in which he simply says “Call me”

Defendant did call Bruce shortly after seeing this email but used his mom’s cell phone
instead of his own as it is not shown on the defendants call records (April 9, 2024

‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit I p.85, Exhibit V p.128)

Towards the end of this brief call, the defendant made mention of the fact that he was
working on launching a GiveSendGo campaign to which Bruce Rivers reply was “Be
careful...” - Which was said in the same tone that a mother would use when telling her
unruly kid, who keeps poking his hand through the fence to tease the neighbors dog“He’s
going to bite you” to let the kid know he is essentially asking to get bit. This reply by
Bruce Rivers following an email that outlines claims that many might very well perceive
as ‘outrageous’ or ‘implausible’ was not responded to by Bruce Rivers telling the
defendant that he should seek mental help...that he was losing his grip on reality.....that
he was suffering from delusions and /or schizophrenia...NO — Instead Bruce Rivers

advised the defendant to “Be careful”
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Exhibit Jf:
Email to Bruce Rivers 19: Sent on January 12, 2024 at 3:37pm
Email to Bruce Rivers following the brief phone call with him, in which the defendant
once again asks for the discovery materials of his criminal case to be sent to him. This

request was once again never fulfilled or acknowledged by Bruce Rivers.

Exhibit Jg:
Email to Bruce Rivers 20: Sent on January 14, 2024 @ 12:00pm
Email to Bruce Rivers from defendant enquiring about his January 16, 2024 court date

and whether or not the hearing can be over Zoom — The email simply asks:

“Can my court date on Tuesday be over Zoom then?”

This email was never replied to. Defendant finally ended up getting ahold of Bruce
Rivers regarding his January 16, 2024 court date at 6:26pm via text on January 15, the
night before the scheduled court date (April 9, 2024 ‘Affidavit of Fact’ Exhibit H, p.83)

Exhibit Jh:
Email to Bruce Rivers 21: Sent on January 15, 2024 at 3:02pm
A second email to Bruce Rivers from defendant enquiring about his January 16, 2024 court date

in which he simply says “YO”

Exhibit Ji:
Email to Bruce Rivers 22: Sent on January 26, 2024 at 4:38pm
Email to Bruce Rivers from defendant requesting the Rule 20.01 Exam Report produced
by Dr. Adam Milz as a result of the defendants January 3, 2024 ‘6 Month Review’
meeting that took place over Zoom. Defendant is requesting this exam report upon his
sudden discovery of the Civil Commitment hearing taking place on February 1, 2024

which was a complete surprise. Bruce Rivers never provides defendant with the exam
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report, and still has not. Nor has the court despite two separte motions submitted by the

defendant into his civil case (‘27-MH-PR-23-815)

Exhibit K:
Email to Bruce Rivers 23: Sent on April 3, 2024 at 7:07am
Defendants email to his defense counsel, Bruce Rivers, advising him that he would like to

dismiss him as his defense counsel and represent himself.

Exhibit Ka:
Email Reply from Bruce Rivers: Sent on April 3, 2024 at 7:38am

Bruce Rivers email reply to defendant simply stating “Call me”

Exhibit L:
Text message to Bruce Rivers and Reply: Sent on April 18, 2024 at 7:27am
Defendants text message to Bruce Rivers advising him that he would like him to
withdrawal from his criminal case as defense counsel, so that he can obtain a new

attorney and Bruces reply once again simply stating “Call me”

In addition to the defendants request for withdrawal there is also mentions made of him
being advised by multiple people actively involved in his case, which includes not only
his mental health case worker, but also his current, court appointed attorney representing
him in his civil commitment proceedings (‘27-MH-PR-23-815") who all made their
advisements based simply on the defendant explaining what is all currently taking place,
as well as not taking place, as well as the discussion of the fraudulent discovery materials,
among other things that are all part of the defendants serious concerns regarding the fair

and impartial handling of both his criminal and civil court cases.
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CONCLUSION

I affirm under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my

knowledge, information, and belief.

DATED this 6th day of May, 2024.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: May 6, 2024 By: /s/ Matthew Guertin
Matthew David Guertin
Is Currently Without Effective Counsel
1075 Traditions Ct
Chaska, MN 55318
Telephone: 763-221-4540
Email: MattGuertin@Protonmail.com
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Matt Guertin Patent / Netflix Patent

From mattguertin <MattGuertin@protonmail.com> EXHIBIT
To Bruce Rivers<riverslawyers@aol.com> A

Date Friday, November 11th, 2022 at 7:51 AM

Bruce,
Here you go (dropbox automatic download - 288mb)

All packaged up nice and neat with a little bow on top.

~Matt Guertin
763-221-4540

Sent with Proton Mail secure email.

EMAIL HEADER -

X-Pm-Content-Encryption: on-compose

X-Pm-Origin: internal

Subject: Matt Guertin Patent / Netflix Patent

To: riverslawyers@aol.com <riverslawyers@aol.com>

From: Matt Guertin <MattGuertin@protonmail.com>

Date: Fri, 11 Nov 2022 13:51:45 +0000

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/html

Message-Id: <ygLI12xdNpOMrua-UDPF2YVUIgDyy5zDDNcaP8PMxwxP-
Wwx0HcnZM1id2dS25yXLhLK6rp2YyEPrLt9VHF _hDi7dRQO2wvEDEQpjjISN-3A=@protonmail.com>
X-Pm-Scheduled-Sent-Original-Time: Fri, 11 Nov 2022 13:51:25 +0000
X-Pm-Recipient-Authentication: riverslawyers%40aol.com=none
X-Pm-Recipient-Encryption: riverslawyers%40aol.com=none

‘Here you go’ =
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/eyt2brdy1di2ghk/AABr2Y5Wi8CKLNVdwRHOWDFua?di=1
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Dropbox Link - ‘Bruce_Rivers_Packe EXHIBIT

Folder Contents Aa

qoklfug!

@ Login Signup

3 You've received Matthew Guertin's folder Bruce_Rivers_Packet. Join them on Dropbox for secure, reliable file storage that you can
trust. Sign up for free

X

Download

Bruce_Rivers_Packet

gistration.png Eyeline Studios.pdf

My Invention Demo_.. g Netfix 202201 Share... g Netfix Law - [ Patent Appic
u LS = PoF 7 E PoF . -3 atent Applications
B @ 2u8

dropbox.com huzq2g0/AJ710koR ey=cs 91nqokIF

@ Login Signup

3 You've received Matthew Guertin's folder Bruce_Rivers_Packet. Join them on Dropbox for secure, reliable file storage that you can
trust. Sign up for free

ok,

Download

Patent Applications

GUERTIN_Granted cl... GUERTIN_Option B .. GUERTIN_Current Pa... w 198028A1_.

https://www.dropbox.com/sh/eyt2brdy1dt2qhk/AABr2Y5Wt8CKLNVAwRHOWDFua?di=1
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‘Bruce_Rivers_Packet’ - Dropbox File Detail List

Acquisition_Press.pdf
(Exhibit ‘W’ — page 44 of April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’) - along with some additional
online press which is citing the press release as the story source

EXHIBIT
CA_registration.png
(Exhibit ‘U’ — page 42 of April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’) - A b
the png image file sent to Bruce Rivers is a ‘consolidated’ and less detailed version

EyeLine_Nevada_SOS.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ac’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Eyeline_Studios.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ad’ - as attached to this affidavit)

My_Invention_Demo___ Bruce_Rivers.mp4
(Exhibit ‘Ae’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Netflix_2022Q1_Shareholders_Letter.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ca’ — page 51 of April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’)

Netflix_Lawfirm_and_Attorney.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Af’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Post Magazine - Virtual production becomes a reality.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ag’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Scanline_VFX.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ah’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Patent Applications/GUERTIN_Current_Patent_Status_attorney_emails.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ai’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Patent Applications/GUERTIN__Granted claims from initial office action.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Aj’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Patent Applications/GUERTIN__ Option B Draft Amendment.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ak’ - as attached to this affidavit)

Patent Applications/W02022198028A1__ GUERTIN.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ha’ — page 71 of April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’)

Patent Applications/W02022212761A1__ TROJANSKY_NETFLIX.pdf
(Exhibit ‘Ba’ — page 50 of April 3, 2024 ‘Motion for Judicial Notice’)
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ENTITY INFORMATION EXHIBIT

ENTITY INFORMATION

Entity Name: EYELINE STUDIOS, INC. Entity Number: E6491832020-9
Entity Type: Domestic Corporation (78) Entity Status:  Active
Formation Date: 05/07/2020 NV Business ID:  NV20201774438
Termination Date: Perpetual Annual Report Due Date: 5/31/2023

REGISTERED AGENT INFORMATION

Name of Individual CT Corporation System Status: Active
or Legal Entity:
CRA Agent Entity Registered Agent Type: Commercial Registered Agent
Type:
NV Business ID: Office or Position:
Jurisdiction:

Street Address: 701 S Carson St Ste 200, Carson
City, NV, 89701, USA

Mailing Address:

Individual with
Authority to Act:

Fictitious Website or
Domain Name:

OFFICER INFORMATION U VIEW HISTORICAL DATA

Title Name Address Last Updated Status
President Stephan Trojansky 5808 W. Sunset Blvd., 12th Floor,, Suite E-191, Los Angeles, CA, 90028, USA 05/25/2022 Active
Director ~ Stephan Trojansky 5808 W. Sunset Blvd., 12th Floor Suite E-191, Los Angeles, CA, 90028, USA  05/25/2022 Active
Other/ Reg Thompson 5808 W. Sunset Blvd., 12th Floor Suite E-191,, Los Angeles, CA, 90028, USA  05/25/2022 Active
Other/ Stephen Zager 5808 W. Sunset Blvd., 12th Floor, Suite E-191, Los Angeles, CA, 90028, USA  05/25/2022 Active

Page 1 of 1, records 1 to 4 of 4

CURRENT SHARES

Class/Series Type Share Number Value
Common 1,000,000 0.00001

Page 1 of 1, records 1 to 1 of 1
Number of No Par Value Shares: 0

Total Authorized Capital: 1,000
Filing History Name History Mergers/Conversions

Return to Search Return to Results
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Linked Jobs ¥ Eyeline Studios Worldwide Q Join now

EXHIBIT

EYELINE STU

View all 27 employees

Eyeline Studios
Movies, Videos, and Sound
Rethinking the future.

About us

Join our global community of talented creative and world-class innovators as we look to reinvent the
traditional methods of filmmaking. We have a desire to expand our global footprint in the industry, and
we welcome you to help us pave the path for what we believe to be the future of virtual production by
applying to any of our open positions. We are an equal opportunity employer that offers competitive
salaries, benefits and the ability to work remotely, regardless of where you are.

At Eyeline Studios, we want to provide you with a solid foundation where you can be a part of an
innovative team of brilliant researchers, developers and virtual storytellers. We pride ourselves in creating
a collaborative environment where you can not only be a part of some cutting edge technology, but you
will be encouraged to help create and reinvent the next chapter. All here, under one roof, globally.

Join us to work on tomorrow, today.

Website http://www.eyelinestudios.com/ 2
Industries Movies, Videos, and Sound
Company size 201-500 employees

Type Public Company

Founded 2020

Employees at Eyeline Studios
9’; Nigel Denton-Howes
L Vice President, Eyeline Studios

Daniel Rivas Perpén
Computer Vision Technologist

- Shawn Bohonos
Data Processing Lead at Eyeline Studios

Sammy Clark
Director Of Operations at Eyeline Studios
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the traditional methods of filmmaking. We have a desire to expand our global footprint in the

industry,... Show more

Qrganization Website eyelinestudios.com

Eyeline St