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COMPLAINT OF DEFENDANT ELON MUSK 

 

SINGER CASHMAN LLP  
Adam S. Cashman (Bar No. 255063)  
505 Montgomery St., Suite 1100  
San Francisco, CA 94111  
Telephone: (415) 500-6080  
Facsimile: (415) 500-6080  
acashman@singercashman.com  
  
Adam G. Mehes (pro hac vice forthcoming) 
Allison Huebert (pro hac vice forthcoming) 
TESLA, INC.  
1 Tesla Road  
Austin TX 78725  
Telephone: (347) 417-4940  
amehes@tesla.com  
ahuebert@tesla.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Elon Musk 
 
 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA – HAYWARD HALL OF JUSTICE 

ELON MUSK, an individual, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
AARON JACOB GREENSPAN, an 
individual, and THINK COMPUTER 
CORPORATION, a Delaware corporation, 
 
  Defendants. 
 

 CASE NO. _______________ 
 
COMPLAINT OF PLAINTIFF ELON 
MUSK FOR: 
 

(1) EQUITABLE INDEMNIFICATION 
(2) CONTRIBUTION 
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Plaintiff Elon Musk (“Plaintiff” or “Mr. Musk”) hereby respectfully submits this Complaint 

against Defendants Aaron Jacob Greenspan (“Mr. Greenspan”) and Think Computer Corporation 

(“TCC”) and alleges as follows: 

I. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. Background About Aaron Greenspan 

1. Defendant Mr. Greenspan is the Chief Executive Officer of Defendant TCC, which 

operates PlainSite.org, an online repository for legal pleadings from state and federal court lawsuits in 

the United States.1  Mr. Greenspan is a short seller of Tesla stock and member of the $TSLAQ anti-

Tesla group on social media, where Mr. Greenspan goes by the Twitter handle @AaronGreenspan.  Mr. 

Greenspan also posts anti-Tesla messages on social media on behalf of PlainSite.org, using the Twitter 

handle @PlainSite.   

2. Mr. Greenspan has made a career out of threatening and harassing individuals and 

businesses.  His first major target was Facebook.  Mr. Greenspan was a Harvard classmate of Mark 

Zuckerberg’s (“Mr. Zuckerberg”).  After Mr. Zuckerberg’s success in founding Facebook, Mr. 

Greenspan asked Mr. Zuckerberg if Facebook would hire him as Vice President of Engineering.  After 

Mr. Zuckerberg declined, Mr. Greenspan threatened to sue Facebook, claiming that he was Facebook’s 

true founder.  Mr. Greenspan also petitioned the United States Trademark Office to cancel two of 

Facebook’s registered trademarks for the term “Facebook.”  Mr. Greenspan also publicly claimed that 

Facebook had failed to address various privacy and security issues.2  Mr. Greenspan and Facebook 

ultimately reached a confidential settlement for a reportedly nominal amount.   

3. Mr. Greenspan continued with similar tactics against Random House Publishing and 

Columbia Pictures.  Mr. Greenspan wrote a “memoir” regarding his purported founding of Facebook 

and asked the Doubleday division of Random House to publish it.  Doubleday rejected Mr. Greenspan’s 

book, and subsequently published a different account of Facebook’s founding by Ben Mezrich titled, 

The Accidental Billionaires, which later provided the basis for the movie The Social Network.  Mr. 

 
1 https://www.plainsite.org/about/index.html. 
2 This allegation was ironic, as Mr. Greenspan’s own website had been shut down for privacy 

violations because it improperly collected Harvard university account passwords from students.   
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Greenspan responded by suing Random House, Mezrich and his company, and Columbia Pictures, 

which had released The Social Network.  Mr. Greenspan asserted a variety of claims, including that Mr. 

Greenspan had been “defamed by omission” because he was not included as a character in The 

Accidental Billionaires and The Social Network.  Mr. Greenspan’s claims were all dismissed with 

prejudice by the U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts, and the dismissal was 

unanimously affirmed by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the First Circuit.  Greenspan v. Random House, 

Inc., 895 F. Supp. 2d 206 (D. Mass. 2012), aff’d, 2012 WL 5188792 (1st Cir. Oct. 16, 2012).   

4. Undeterred by his failed lawsuit against Random House, Columbia Pictures, and 

Mezrich, Mr. Greenspan became a serial litigator, filing more than 60 lawsuits (either directly or through 

organizations he controlled) against over 100 victims.  Among them, Mr. Greenspan’s company, TCC, 

sued California Governor Jerry Brown, then-Attorney General of California Kamala Harris, and various 

other state government officials, because Greenspan was forced to shut down a startup of his, FaceCash, 

due to consumer protection law violations.  TCC’s suit was dismissed.  Think Computer Corp. v. 

Venchiarutti, No. 5:11-cv-05496-HRL (N.D. Cal. June 25, 2015), ECF No. 70.   

5. Additionally, Mr. Greenspan’s company, TCC, sued much of Silicon Valley, including 

Stanford University, venture capital firms such as Andreesen Horowitz, Kleiner Perkins Caulfield & 

Byers, and Sequoia Capital, and tech companies such as Coinbase, Facebook (again), Square, and Stripe, 

among many others, alleging that they operated without money transmitter licenses purportedly required 

by California law and asserting federal false advertising claims and various state law claims.  That suit 

was dismissed as well.  Think Computer Corp. v. Dwolla, Inc., 5-13-CV-02054-EJD, 2014 WL 

1266213 (N.D. Cal. Mar. 24, 2014). 

1. Greenspan’s Association With $TSLAQ 

6. In approximately 2018, Mr. Greenspan began shorting Tesla stock through both his 

personal account and through the Think Computer Corporation.  Around this time, he joined the anti-

Tesla $TSLAQ community, a community whose perverse goal is to bankrupt Tesla in order to enrich 

short sellers such as Mr. Greenspan.  (“$TSLAQ” is a reference to the fact that when a company that 

trades on the NASDAQ stock exchange goes bankrupt, a “Q” is added to the end of its stock ticker 

symbol.)   
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7. To further Mr. Greenspan’s and $TSLAQ’s short-selling efforts, Mr. Greenspan again 

turned to litigation.  On May 20, 2020, Mr. Greenspan, proceeding pro se, sued Tesla, Elon Musk, and 

Tesla Model 3 owner Omar Qazi for defamation and various other claims.  This suit was dismissed in 

full.  Greenspan v. Qazi, et. al., 20-cv-03426-JD (N.D. Cal. May 19, 2022).     

8. Additionally, as part of his coordinated campaign to drive down the value of Tesla stock, 

Mr. Greenspan frequently communicated with other short seller members of the $TSLAQ community, 

including Lawrence Fossi and Randeep Hothi.  Mr. Fossi, who operated under the Twitter handle 

@MontanaSkeptic, and Mr. Hothi, who operated under the Twitter handle @Skabooshka, were both 

members of the $TSLAQ “Shorty Ground Force,” a group whose purpose was to create “fear, 

uncertainty, and doubt,” or “FUD,” surrounding Tesla, in order to drive down Tesla stock prices and 

thus increase the profits associated with their short positions.  

9. In April 2019, Tesla obtained a restraining order against Mr. Hothi in response to his 

repeated trespassing on Tesla property, including a recent incident where Mr. Hothi hit a Tesla security 

guard with his car before fleeing the scene.  Mr. Greenspan reached out to Mr. Hothi and recommended 

that he retain plaintiff lawyer Gill Sperlein and his fellow $TSLAQ member, Mr. Fossi, to defend Mr. 

Hothi in the restraining order proceedings.   

10. Mr. Hothi subsequently retained Mr. Fossi and Mr. Sperlein as defense counsel.  On 

information and belief, Mr. Hothi’s legal fees are being paid for by other members of $TSLAQ. 

B. Mr. Greenspan’s Publication of the Allegedly Defamatory Comments 

11. On August 7, 2019, Mr. Greenspan sent multiple emails to Mr. Musk and the members of 

Tesla’s Board of Directors seeking information about Mr. Musk and Tesla to further his short-selling.  

Some of Mr. Greenspan’s emails copied Mr. Fossi.   

12. Following these initial emails, Mr. Greenspan emailed Mr. Musk alone.  In that email to 

Mr. Musk, Mr. Greenspan criticized Tesla’s “treat[ment]” of various individuals, including, among 

others, Mr. Hothi, who had been spying on Tesla by, among other things, repeatedly trespassing and 

illegally placing hidden cameras on Tesla’s property, and hitting a Tesla security guard with his vehicle 

before fleeing the scene.   
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13. Mr. Greenspan defended Mr. Hothi’s illicit attempts to obtain confidential Tesla 

information.  In Mr. Greenspan’s view, Mr. Hothi was merely “interested in your factory output 

precisely because you weren’t being open at all.”  Even so, Mr. Greenspan admitted that Mr. Musk 

“may have a different perspective” with regard to Mr. Hothi.   

14. Mr. Musk responded to Mr. Greenspan privately (and truthfully), noting that, “as for the 

people you mention below, they have actively harassed and, in the case of Hothi, almost killed Tesla 

employees.  What was a sideswipe when Hothi hit one of our people could easily have been a death 

with 6 inches of difference.”   

15. Mr. Greenspan responded to Mr. Musk, saying that “you’ll have to do better than trying 

to pin an almost-but-not-even-close murder on [Mr. Hothi]” and that “one of your vehicles could kill 

someone with 6 inches of difference, if, for example, there was a sudden acceleration event.  Or a mis-

reading of a lane marking.”   

16. Shortly after receipt of Mr. Musk’s email, Mr. Greenspan forwarded the email exchange 

to Mr. Hothi’s attorney, Mr. Fossi.  Mr. Fossi then forwarded the correspondence to his co-counsel Gill 

Sperlein, both of whom represented Mr. Hothi at the time. 

17. On information and belief, Mr. Fossi also forwarded the allegedly defamatory 

correspondence to, and discussed it with, his client, Mr. Hothi. 

18. On information and belief, despite being nearly immediately informed of Mr. Musk’s 

private statement after it was made and before it was publicized, neither Mr. Hothi nor his attorneys 

made any attempt to disclaim the truth of Mr. Musk’s statement to Mr. Greenspan, or to request that Mr. 

Greenspan refrain from publishing it further.  

19. Instead, on August 8, 2019, the day after Mr. Greenspan forwarded the allegedly 

defamatory email to Mr. Hothi’s counsel, Mr. Greenspan published his email exchange with Mr. Musk 

regarding Mr. Hothi, on PlainSite.org, the website that Mr. Greenspan operates through TCC.  See 

Exhibits 1, 2, available at https://www.plainsite.org/documents/hwau8/email-conversation-between-

plainsite-founder-aaron-greenspan-and-tesla-ceo-elon-musk/.   

20. Mr. Greenspan also turned to Twitter to tweet about his “robust e-mail exchange” with 

Mr. Musk.  See Exhibit 3.  Mr. Greenspan’s tweet linked to the PlainSite.org page containing the email 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


