
The humiliating cross-examination of 
sociopath Elon Musk
Judd Legum

A blockbuster trial pitting Tesla and SpaceX CEO Elon Musk and OpenAI CEO Sam Altman kicked 
off this week in Oakland, California. Musk sued OpenAI, claiming that company executives, including 
Altman and President Greg Brockman unjustly enriched themselves by straying from OpenAI’s non-
profit mission. Musk contributed about $38 million to OpenAI in its early days, when it was structured 
as a non-profit. OpenAI has since transformed to a hybrid structure, with its for-profit arm raising tens 
of billions of dollars. Musk founded a competing for-profit AI company, xAI, in 2023.

Musk is asking for $134 billion in damages and for OpenAI to return to a non-profit structure.

In his opening statement, Musk attorney Steve Molo told the jury, “we are here today because the 
defendants in this case stole a charity.” Musk left OpenAI in February 2018, citing a conflict with his 
role at Tesla, which was also developing AI capabilities. OpenAI created a for-profit subsidiary in 
2019.

Musk was the first witness, testifying for hours. “I gave them $38 million of essentially free funding, 
which they used to create an $800 billion for-profit company,” Musk said. He framed his lawsuit as an 
effort to protect the greater good. “If we make it okay to loot a charity the entire foundation of 
charitable giving in America will be destroyed,” Musk declared.

Emails uncovered as part of the discovery process, however, revealed that Musk had 
previously embraced moving OpenAI to a for-profit model. “[Google] Deepmind is moving very fast,” 
Musk wrote to a colleague at another one of his companies, Neuralink, in 2016. “I am concerned that 
OpenAI is not on a path to catch up. Setting it up as non-profit might, in hindsight, have been the 
wrong move. Sense of urgency is not as high.” Before leaving, Musk sought control of a new for-profit 
arm, seeking a majority of board seats and 51% of shares. He only left after Altman and Brockman 
refused his demands.

Musk’s cross-examination revealed his loose relationship with the truth and selective short-term 
memory. At one point, Musk testified that Tesla was not pursuing artificial general intelligence (AGI). 
“No, Tesla is not pursuing AGI. It’s literally trying to make a car drive from A to B,” Musk said. The 
defense attorney then pulled up an X post from March when Musk said, explicitly, that Tesla was 
pursuing AGI.
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Tesla will be one of the companies to make AGI and probably the first to make it in 
humanoid/atom-shaping form
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During the cross-examination, Musk was comically reluctant to concede even the most basic facts. 
Asked whether he was romantically involved with venture capitalist Shivon Zilis, Musk replied, “I 
think so.” Zilis is the mother of four of Musk’s children.

Before the trial’s conclusion, Altman, Brockman and Microsoft CEO Satya Nadella are all expected to 
testify. The lawsuit resumes on Monday.

Musk’s posts increasingly focused on “perceived 
threats to Whiteness”

The Washington Post reports that “Musk has recently significantly increased his rate of online posts 
about race and his concerns about perceived threats to Whiteness or what he views as calls for a 
‘genocide’ against White people.” According to the Post, Musk “has posted on X about race nearly 
daily — 166 out of 197 days — from last October to mid-April.”

In addition to claiming that White people are subjected to unrelenting vitriol, Musk has 
suggested that race plays a detrimental role in hiring, touted the role of White people in 
eliminating slavery, and accused public figures and even an AI tool that competes 
against his own chatbot, Grok, of racism against White and Asian people. He has 
plunged into political debates about his native South Africa, which he claims has 
widely discriminated against White people in the post-apartheid era.

“As far as I can tell, Musk at this point agrees with standard talking points of white supremacy,” Heidi 
Beirich, co-founder of the Global Project Against Hate and Extremism, said. Ashley Jardina, associate 
professor of public policy and politics at the University of Virginia, described Musk’s posts as 
“standard white supremacy.”
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Musk v. Altman: Recapping Elon's Farcical 
Cross-Examination
Musk was unprepared to defend the very lawsuit that he filed. Plus, other 
courthouse observations from Wednesday.

Alex Shultz
Apr 29, 2026

When Elon Musk first took the stand this week, he described his lawsuit against Sam Altman and 
OpenAI in cataclysmic terms. “If we make it okay to loot a charity,” he said, speaking about OpenAI’s 
conversion into a for-profit structure, then “the entire foundation of charitable giving in America will 
be destroyed.” He even warned that Musk v. Altman risks becoming infamous “case law,” should the 
nine-member jury at Oakland’s Ronald V. Dellums U.S. Courthouse not rule in his favor.

Musk v. Altman: A Charm Offensive Gone Astray
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Musk set the sky-high stakes. Given the gravity of the situation, one might expect him to do some 
research and come prepared for Wednesday’s cross-examination. Instead, under questioning from 
OpenAI lead attorney William Savitt, Musk quibbled, argued, complained, obfuscated—and more than 
anything, came across like he hadn’t actually put much thought into the lawsuit that he filed.

“Your questions are not simple,” he told Savitt, who got under Musk’s skin by repeatedly assuring him 
that he was posing straightforward inquiries. “They’re designed to trick me, essentially.”

Despite the best efforts of Judge Yvonne Gonzalez Rogers and others working at the courthouse, 
Wednesday’s proceedings were an unavoidable circus. Even casual followers of the Musk v. 
Altman case were aware that Musk was going to be on the stand for hours. He was the hottest ticket in 
town.
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I got to the entrance of the courthouse at 6:15 a.m., and was the 17th person to join the queue outside. 
The first 30 or so people in the queue are, in theory, given designated courtroom spots for the day, and 
everyone else packs into a different room with a video feed. A group of college students, as well as a 
handful of people who I will politely describe as fans of Elon Musk, showed up early enough to make 
the cut for the courtroom. The non-media attendees threw a wrench in the plans of a handful of late-
arriving journalists, a few of whom slyly cut the line before they were called out. (I am not going to 
name and shame anyone, but if you’re one of the offenders reading this, know that I think less of you!)

I (barely) made it into the courtroom, and walked into a bizarre scene. Gonzalez Rogers was 
reprimanding someone for apparently taking a photo of Musk. The offender pleaded ignorance, 
claiming that they did not properly read the many signs saying “no photography or recording,” because 
they have dyslexia. This person spent the morning ahead of me in the queue, hitting their vape and 
taking endless selfies.

Musk’s lead attorney, Steven Molo, kicked things off by completing Musk’s direct examination. He got 
a few solid jabs in, especially by raising embarrassing 2018 emails from cofounders Greg Brockman 
and Ilya Sutskever, where they both praised Musk for his counsel and partnership. Molo’s goal was to 
portray Musk as a vital part of getting OpenAI up-and-running—someone who contributed 
funding and sweat equity.

In Musk’s retelling, he began doubting the motives of OpenAI’s cofounders around 2017, though he 
did not ditch them yet. Yes, he discussed a for-profit subsidiary around then, which on its face is 
exactly what he now finds objectionable about OpenAI. And yes, he floated a 51% stake in this for-
profit subsidiary, which would’ve been far more than the stakes he recommended for Altman, 
Brockman, and Sutskever. But his stake would’ve diluted over time, he claimed, after new investors 
became board members themselves. As long as the for-profit portion of OpenAI remained a subsidiary 
of the nonprofit, then the arrangement would be ethical, Musk concluded.

If you squint, Musk isn’t being a complete hypocrite here. In fact, he and his attorneys have been 
consistent that he doesn’t object to the concept of a capped, for-profit subsidiary of a nonprofit. Musk’s 
issue is that, in his opinion, OpenAI eventually abandoned its original altruistic mission. It is now 
solely driven by profit, even if there’s a nonprofit foundation that retains “control” over the rest of the 
company. “That’s having your cake and eating it too,” Musk said on the stand.

Many people agree with his general point! Unfortunately for Musk, the jury and Gonzalez Rogers are 
not ruling on whether he has a general point. They’re ruling on demonstrable claims of “breach of 
charitable trust” and “unjust enrichment.”

After a 20-minute break, it was time for Musk’s cross-examination with OpenAI’s attorney, Savitt. A 
handful of people who’d been in the video feed room snuck their way into the courtroom, though they 
got the boot when their intrusion was discovered. A very snuggly couple managed to stick around for a 
little bit while Musk’s testimony went off the rails. One of the college students fell asleep.
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That student missed a lot. Savitt began by tying Musk in knots. He mentioned a passing comment from 
Musk’s earlier testimony, when he said, “No, Tesla is not pursuing AGI. It’s literally trying to make a 
car drive from A to B.” Savitt pulled up an X post from Musk, dated March 4, 2026: “Tesla will be one 
of the companies to make AGI and probably the first to make it in humanoid/atom-shaping form,” he 
wrote. The best rebuttal Musk could muster is that Tesla will be pursuing AGI in the future, which is 
different from pursuing it in the present-tense.

Musk’s post from March 4, 2026, entered as an exhibit in the court case Musk v. Altman.

Savitt had no trouble painting Musk as an unreliable narrator. He pulled up another X post, dated to 
March 15, 2023, when Musk asserted that he had given $100 million to OpenAI. That number is 
significantly more than the $38 million figure established in this lawsuit. Again, Musk tried to muster a 
rebuttal, but it fell even flatter. Savitt referenced Musk’s deposition from a year ago, when Musk 
admitted that the figure in his March 2023 post was “mistaken.”

Musk grew impatient with Savitt’s questions. “Any simple answer would be misleading the jury,” he 
protested, after Savitt requested that he resist the urge to grandstand. Musk invoked the “have you 
stopped beating your wife?” fallacy, to which Gonzalez Rogers issued a rare interjection: “No, we 
aren’t going to go there,” she said.

The rest of Musk’s Wednesday testimony could best be characterized as “not helpful to his case.” He 
produced a series of soundbites that elicited laughter, confusion, and I would guess migraines from his 
lawyers. A selection of moments:

• “I got along with almost everyone, almost all the time” at OpenAI, he said of his 
relationships with employees.
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• “Your questions are definitionally complex, not simple,” he doubled down to Savitt. “It is a 
lie to say they are simple.”

• “I think so,” Musk said, when asked if he was romantically involved with Shivon Zilis in 
February 2018. Musk and Zilis live together, he belatedly stated on Wednesday, and they 
have four children. She remained on the OpenAI board for a number of years, even after 
Musk left the organization.

• “I did not read the fine print,” Musk said of a term sheet that Altman sent him in 2018. 
Savitt’s reply: “It’s a four-page document.” Musk had additional opportunities to read the 
term sheet before he took the stand—he surely knew he was going to be asked about it—
but he did not do so.

• Musk said he doesn’t know what an AI safety card is, and he struggled mightily to identify 
specific safety concerns he has about OpenAI.

Time and time again, Musk came across as vindictive and out-of-the-loop, not someone who’s been 
diligently studying OpenAI’s greed-driven industry takeover. Savitt noted that in 2019, Altman 
contacted Musk, asking to get some advice about Microsoft’s impending investment in OpenAI. Musk 
didn’t respond. In October 2020, Altman again reached out for Microsoft advice. Musk confirmed that 
he and Altman talked, though he doesn’t remember the details. In January 2023, Microsoft invested 
another $10 billion in OpenAI. Musk said he doesn’t remember hearing anything about the expanded 
deal from Zilis, his quasi-romantic partner who was still on OpenAI’s board.

Of course, if Zilis was secretly gossiping with Musk, that’d be a problem too. But Savitt’s line of 
inquiry was more so intended to show that Musk’s fatalistic rhetoric doesn’t align with his seeming 
lack of interest in OpenAI’s actual conversion into a for-profit structure. In fact, Musk’s lawsuit wasn’t 
filed until after he started xAI as well as Grok, his perverted chatbot.

Savitt actually offered Musk an opportunity to argue that xAI and Grok are not on the level of OpenAI, 
and thus, his lawsuit has nothing to do with going after a competitor. But Musk decided to drop his 
humble savior act; his hubris and argumentative impulses got the best of him.

“Grok lags far behind ChatGPT, fair?” Savitt asked.

Musk’s reply? “Not anymore.”

Larry Ellison’s massive debt

Oracle CEO Larry Ellison is not just one of the world’s richest people — he’s also “one of the world’s 
most indebted men,” the Wall Street Journal reports. Ellison has “borrowed heavily against his stake in 
Oracle, the software company he co-founded almost 50 years ago, to fund a lifestyle that includes 
superyachts, 98% of a Hawaiian island and his son’s foray into Hollywood.”
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Ellison recently guaranteed another $40 billion to facilitate his son David Ellison’s purchase of Warner 
Brothers.

The risk of this approach is that a “drop in the share price could lead lenders to sell some of an 
executive’s stake to keep debts in line with the value of the underlying collateral.” That process could 
further decrease the value of the shares. The value of Ellison’s stake in Oracle has plunged 50% since 
September 2025.

Inside the Thiel-funded enhanced games

Vanity Fair takes an in-depth look at the Enhanced Games, a competition funded by billionaire Peter 
Thiel, where the use of performance enhancing drugs is not just permitted — it is the whole point.

In a world where most Olympic athletes barely make enough money to survive, the 
Enhanced Games is offering hard, fast cash—a million dollars to break a world record, 
$250,000 to win a race, plus paid-appearance opportunities and a base salary in the mid 
to high six figures—all for 12 weeks of workouts and supervised PEDs at a five-star 
Emirati resort. (Never mind the full-scale military conflict unfolding in their backyard.) 
The long-awaited competition takes place in Las Vegas on May 24.

…Eventually, [the Enhanced Games will] be able to sell some of the medications 
athletes took to go faster and get stronger alongside others that the games’ independent 
medical board has deemed insufficiently researched to administer to elite athletes at this 
time. “The previous administration almost had [the games] stopped in its tracks,” says 
Guido Pieles, chairman of the Enhanced Games Independent Medical Commission, but 
a White House helmed by Trump and JD Vance—one of Thiel’s many mentees—
seemed to feel differently.

Aron D’Souza, the event’s cofounder, describes himself as “not much of a sports fan.”
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A blockbuster trial pitting Tesla and SpaceX CEO Elon Musk and OpenAI CEO Sam Altman kicked off this week in Oakland, California. Musk sued OpenAI, claiming that company executives, including Altman and President Greg Brockman unjustly enriched themselves by straying from OpenAI’s non-profit mission. Musk contributed about $38 million to OpenAI in its early days, when it was structured as a non-profit. OpenAI has since transformed to a hybrid structure, with its for-profit arm raising tens of billions of dollars. Musk founded a competing for-profit AI company, xAI, in 2023.

Musk is asking for $134 billion in damages and for OpenAI to return to a non-profit structure.

In his opening statement, Musk attorney Steve Molo told the jury, “we are here today because the defendants in this case stole a charity.” Musk left OpenAI in February 2018, citing a conflict with his role at Tesla, which was also developing AI capabilities. OpenAI created a for-profit subsidiary in 2019.

Musk was the first witness, testifying for hours. “I gave them $38 million of essentially free funding, which they used to create an $800 billion for-profit company,” Musk said. He framed his lawsuit as an effort to protect the greater good. “If we make it okay to loot a charity the entire foundation of charitable giving in America will be destroyed,” Musk declared.

Emails uncovered as part of the discovery process, however, revealed that Musk had previously embraced moving OpenAI to a for-profit model. “[Google] Deepmind is moving very fast,” Musk wrote to a colleague at another one of his companies, Neuralink, in 2016. “I am concerned that OpenAI is not on a path to catch up. Setting it up as non-profit might, in hindsight, have been the wrong move. Sense of urgency is not as high.” Before leaving, Musk sought control of a new for-profit arm, seeking a majority of board seats and 51% of shares. He only left after Altman and Brockman refused his demands.

Musk’s cross-examination revealed his loose relationship with the truth and selective short-term memory. At one point, Musk testified that Tesla was not pursuing artificial general intelligence (AGI). “No, Tesla is not pursuing AGI. It’s literally trying to make a car drive from A to B,” Musk said. The defense attorney then pulled up an X post from March when Musk said, explicitly, that Tesla was pursuing AGI.
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During the cross-examination, Musk was comically reluctant to concede even the most basic facts. Asked whether he was romantically involved with venture capitalist Shivon Zilis, Musk replied, “I think so.” Zilis is the mother of four of Musk’s children.

Before the trial’s conclusion, Altman, Brockman and Microsoft CEO Satya Nadella are all expected to testify. The lawsuit resumes on Monday.

Musk’s posts increasingly focused on “perceived threats to Whiteness”

The Washington Post reports that “Musk has recently significantly increased his rate of online posts about race and his concerns about perceived threats to Whiteness or what he views as calls for a ‘genocide’ against White people.” According to the Post, Musk “has posted on X about race nearly daily — 166 out of 197 days — from last October to mid-April.”

In addition to claiming that White people are subjected to unrelenting vitriol, Musk has suggested that race plays a detrimental role in hiring, touted the role of White people in eliminating slavery, and accused public figures and even an AI tool that competes against his own chatbot, Grok, of racism against White and Asian people. He has plunged into political debates about his native South Africa, which he claims has widely discriminated against White people in the post-apartheid era.

“As far as I can tell, Musk at this point agrees with standard talking points of white supremacy,” Heidi Beirich, co-founder of the Global Project Against Hate and Extremism, said. Ashley Jardina, associate professor of public policy and politics at the University of Virginia, described Musk’s posts as “standard white supremacy.”

Musk v. Altman: Recapping Elon's Farcical Cross-ExaminationMusk was unprepared to defend the very lawsuit that he filed. Plus, other courthouse observations from Wednesday.Alex Shultz
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When Elon Musk first took the stand this week, he described his lawsuit against Sam Altman and OpenAI in cataclysmic terms. “If we make it okay to loot a charity,” he said, speaking about OpenAI’s conversion into a for-profit structure, then “the entire foundation of charitable giving in America will be destroyed.” He even warned that Musk v. Altman risks becoming infamous “case law,” should the nine-member jury at Oakland’s Ronald V. Dellums U.S. Courthouse not rule in his favor.

Musk v. Altman: A Charm Offensive Gone Astray
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Musk set the sky-high stakes. Given the gravity of the situation, one might expect him to do some research and come prepared for Wednesday’s cross-examination. Instead, under questioning from OpenAI lead attorney William Savitt, Musk quibbled, argued, complained, obfuscated—and more than anything, came across like he hadn’t actually put much thought into the lawsuit that he filed.

“Your questions are not simple,” he told Savitt, who got under Musk’s skin by repeatedly assuring him that he was posing straightforward inquiries. “They’re designed to trick me, essentially.”

Despite the best efforts of Judge Yvonne Gonzalez Rogers and others working at the courthouse, Wednesday’s proceedings were an unavoidable circus. Even casual followers of the Musk v. Altman case were aware that Musk was going to be on the stand for hours. He was the hottest ticket in town.

I got to the entrance of the courthouse at 6:15 a.m., and was the 17th person to join the queue outside. The first 30 or so people in the queue are, in theory, given designated courtroom spots for the day, and everyone else packs into a different room with a video feed. A group of college students, as well as a handful of people who I will politely describe as fans of Elon Musk, showed up early enough to make the cut for the courtroom. The non-media attendees threw a wrench in the plans of a handful of late-arriving journalists, a few of whom slyly cut the line before they were called out. (I am not going to name and shame anyone, but if you’re one of the offenders reading this, know that I think less of you!)

I (barely) made it into the courtroom, and walked into a bizarre scene. Gonzalez Rogers was reprimanding someone for apparently taking a photo of Musk. The offender pleaded ignorance, claiming that they did not properly read the many signs saying “no photography or recording,” because they have dyslexia. This person spent the morning ahead of me in the queue, hitting their vape and taking endless selfies.

Musk’s lead attorney, Steven Molo, kicked things off by completing Musk’s direct examination. He got a few solid jabs in, especially by raising embarrassing 2018 emails from cofounders Greg Brockman and Ilya Sutskever, where they both praised Musk for his counsel and partnership. Molo’s goal was to portray Musk as a vital part of getting OpenAI up-and-running—someone who contributed funding and sweat equity.

In Musk’s retelling, he began doubting the motives of OpenAI’s cofounders around 2017, though he did not ditch them yet. Yes, he discussed a for-profit subsidiary around then, which on its face is exactly what he now finds objectionable about OpenAI. And yes, he floated a 51% stake in this for-profit subsidiary, which would’ve been far more than the stakes he recommended for Altman, Brockman, and Sutskever. But his stake would’ve diluted over time, he claimed, after new investors became board members themselves. As long as the for-profit portion of OpenAI remained a subsidiary of the nonprofit, then the arrangement would be ethical, Musk concluded.

If you squint, Musk isn’t being a complete hypocrite here. In fact, he and his attorneys have been consistent that he doesn’t object to the concept of a capped, for-profit subsidiary of a nonprofit. Musk’s issue is that, in his opinion, OpenAI eventually abandoned its original altruistic mission. It is now solely driven by profit, even if there’s a nonprofit foundation that retains “control” over the rest of the company. “That’s having your cake and eating it too,” Musk said on the stand.

Many people agree with his general point! Unfortunately for Musk, the jury and Gonzalez Rogers are not ruling on whether he has a general point. They’re ruling on demonstrable claims of “breach of charitable trust” and “unjust enrichment.”

After a 20-minute break, it was time for Musk’s cross-examination with OpenAI’s attorney, Savitt. A handful of people who’d been in the video feed room snuck their way into the courtroom, though they got the boot when their intrusion was discovered. A very snuggly couple managed to stick around for a little bit while Musk’s testimony went off the rails. One of the college students fell asleep.

That student missed a lot. Savitt began by tying Musk in knots. He mentioned a passing comment from Musk’s earlier testimony, when he said, “No, Tesla is not pursuing AGI. It’s literally trying to make a car drive from A to B.” Savitt pulled up an X post from Musk, dated March 4, 2026: “Tesla will be one of the companies to make AGI and probably the first to make it in humanoid/atom-shaping form,” he wrote. The best rebuttal Musk could muster is that Tesla will be pursuing AGI in the future, which is different from pursuing it in the present-tense.



Musk’s post from March 4, 2026, entered as an exhibit in the court case Musk v. Altman.

Savitt had no trouble painting Musk as an unreliable narrator. He pulled up another X post, dated to March 15, 2023, when Musk asserted that he had given $100 million to OpenAI. That number is significantly more than the $38 million figure established in this lawsuit. Again, Musk tried to muster a rebuttal, but it fell even flatter. Savitt referenced Musk’s deposition from a year ago, when Musk admitted that the figure in his March 2023 post was “mistaken.”

Musk grew impatient with Savitt’s questions. “Any simple answer would be misleading the jury,” he protested, after Savitt requested that he resist the urge to grandstand. Musk invoked the “have you stopped beating your wife?” fallacy, to which Gonzalez Rogers issued a rare interjection: “No, we aren’t going to go there,” she said.

The rest of Musk’s Wednesday testimony could best be characterized as “not helpful to his case.” He produced a series of soundbites that elicited laughter, confusion, and I would guess migraines from his lawyers. A selection of moments:

		“I got along with almost everyone, almost all the time” at OpenAI, he said of his relationships with employees.



		“Your questions are definitionally complex, not simple,” he doubled down to Savitt. “It is a lie to say they are simple.”



		“I think so,” Musk said, when asked if he was romantically involved with Shivon Zilis in February 2018. Musk and Zilis live together, he belatedly stated on Wednesday, and they have four children. She remained on the OpenAI board for a number of years, even after Musk left the organization.



		“I did not read the fine print,” Musk said of a term sheet that Altman sent him in 2018. Savitt’s reply: “It’s a four-page document.” Musk had additional opportunities to read the term sheet before he took the stand—he surely knew he was going to be asked about it—but he did not do so.



		Musk said he doesn’t know what an AI safety card is, and he struggled mightily to identify specific safety concerns he has about OpenAI.





Time and time again, Musk came across as vindictive and out-of-the-loop, not someone who’s been diligently studying OpenAI’s greed-driven industry takeover. Savitt noted that in 2019, Altman contacted Musk, asking to get some advice about Microsoft’s impending investment in OpenAI. Musk didn’t respond. In October 2020, Altman again reached out for Microsoft advice. Musk confirmed that he and Altman talked, though he doesn’t remember the details. In January 2023, Microsoft invested another $10 billion in OpenAI. Musk said he doesn’t remember hearing anything about the expanded deal from Zilis, his quasi-romantic partner who was still on OpenAI’s board.

Of course, if Zilis was secretly gossiping with Musk, that’d be a problem too. But Savitt’s line of inquiry was more so intended to show that Musk’s fatalistic rhetoric doesn’t align with his seeming lack of interest in OpenAI’s actual conversion into a for-profit structure. In fact, Musk’s lawsuit wasn’t filed until after he started xAI as well as Grok, his perverted chatbot.

Savitt actually offered Musk an opportunity to argue that xAI and Grok are not on the level of OpenAI, and thus, his lawsuit has nothing to do with going after a competitor. But Musk decided to drop his humble savior act; his hubris and argumentative impulses got the best of him.

“Grok lags far behind ChatGPT, fair?” Savitt asked.

Musk’s reply? “Not anymore.”



Larry Ellison’s massive debtOracle CEO Larry Ellison is not just one of the world’s richest people — he’s also “one of the world’s most indebted men,” the Wall Street Journal reports. Ellison has “borrowed heavily against his stake in Oracle, the software company he co-founded almost 50 years ago, to fund a lifestyle that includes superyachts, 98% of a Hawaiian island and his son’s foray into Hollywood.”

Ellison recently guaranteed another $40 billion to facilitate his son David Ellison’s purchase of Warner Brothers.

The risk of this approach is that a “drop in the share price could lead lenders to sell some of an executive’s stake to keep debts in line with the value of the underlying collateral.” That process could further decrease the value of the shares. The value of Ellison’s stake in Oracle has plunged 50% since September 2025.

Inside the Thiel-funded enhanced gamesVanity Fair takes an in-depth look at the Enhanced Games, a competition funded by billionaire Peter Thiel, where the use of performance enhancing drugs is not just permitted — it is the whole point.

In a world where most Olympic athletes barely make enough money to survive, the Enhanced Games is offering hard, fast cash—a million dollars to break a world record, $250,000 to win a race, plus paid-appearance opportunities and a base salary in the mid to high six figures—all for 12 weeks of workouts and supervised PEDs at a five-star Emirati resort. (Never mind the full-scale military conflict unfolding in their backyard.) The long-awaited competition takes place in Las Vegas on May 24.

…Eventually, [the Enhanced Games will] be able to sell some of the medications athletes took to go faster and get stronger alongside others that the games’ independent medical board has deemed insufficiently researched to administer to elite athletes at this time. “The previous administration almost had [the games] stopped in its tracks,” says Guido Pieles, chairman of the Enhanced Games Independent Medical Commission, but a White House helmed by Trump and JD Vance—one of Thiel’s many mentees—seemed to feel differently.

Aron D’Souza, the event’s cofounder, describes himself as “not much of a sports fan.”

































Elon Musk & [ oo YR
@elonmusk

Tesla will be one of the companies to make AGI and probably the first to

make it in humanoid/atom-shaping form

1:15 AM - Mar 4, 2026 - 57.3M Views

O 10k 11k Q 13 [ 63k








The humiliating cross-examinat

sociopath Elon Musk
iem

At s g T Sy CE o ik s e CEO S v et
vk ot o ok e OpeAlL i e v
N s o s Bk sy s b o e Rl

e i, Mkt ot S5 e AL 1 A o b o S
et O s . e, i e e

Mk s ki o 114l s O ot 0 e

T g ket Mk e e Moo e e e
ko b Mk O vy 1 s ot i
o i o b g A e el s et iy

T ——
oyt e 580 o ot oy ok o e Pt e 1
ot e e s e ko oty e e ool

e ot sl iy M

o e oy s o, e sk
et b e Ol i, o D i v
Nk e o ol s ane s of o copns, et 06 1 el
e 3l k. S 0 o A R A e e 0
g S ey kA e i, Mk ol of s
i oty vk a1t e e iy 8 A ok

M it s s s i .1 e s
s Ao i sk T s et s e e e ()
o oy el X o o et Mk i e T




