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Matthew D. Hardin (pro hac vice)
HARDIN LAW OFFICE

101 Rainbow Drive # 11506
Livingston, TX 77399

Telephone: (202) 802-1948

Email: MatthewDHardin@gmail.com
Attorney for Defendants

Joshua Moon and Lolcow, LLC

THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF UTAH

DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO
RUSSELL GREER, “PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR
_— LEAVE TO FILE LATE
Plaintiff, RESPONSE”
V. Case No. 2:24-cv-00421-DBB
JOSHUA MOON, et al. District Judge David Barlow
Magistrate Judge Jared C. Bennett
Defendants.

NOW COME Defendants, Joshua Moon and Lolcow, LLC, and file this Opposition

to Mr. Greer’s filing at ECF No. 369. Defendants state as follows:

1. Mr. Greer’s first sought leave to file a late response to this Court’s show
cause order, ECF No. 362, on October 15, 2025, after the deadline had elapsed. ECF
No. 367. Defendants timely opposed. ECF No. 368. Without withdrawing that first
motion, Mr. Greer then filed a second (substantively identical) motion, but with a

proposed response to the show cause order attached. ECF No. 369.

2. Insofar as Mr. Greer’s second motion reiterates the arguments from his

first, Defendants incorporate by reference their initial response at ECF No. 368.

3. Insofar as Mr. Greer’s second motion attached a proposed response to the

court’s show cause order, Defendants respectfully submit that the proposed response is
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legally futile and does not demonstrate adequate cause for Mr. Greer’s continued
noncompliance with this Court’s order from February 10, 2025. ECF No. 227. This
despite that the Court expressly warned Mr. Greer what the consequences of continued
noncompliance would be at the hearing in this matter on May 6, 2025. ECF No. 300 at
14:18-25, 15:1-2. Indeed, as of the date of this filing, Defendants have still yet to receive
the document Mr. Greer said he would be “happy to provide” in December 2024. ECF
No. 219-9. Mr. Greer admits he has made no attempts to provide that document since
May, and has continually failed to respond to the defense’s inquiry as to when it will be
forthcoming. Exhibit A. Indeed, Mr. Greer now claims simultaneously that he does not
possess the restraining order he previously admitted was relevant and that he would be
“happy to provide,” but also that he has somehow “reviewed” that order and come to the

conclusion that it is not relevant to this case.! /d.

WHEREFORE, Defendants respectfully submit that Mr. Greer’s belated motion
for an extension of time should be denied because Mr. Greer has failed to show
excusable neglect which would justify a retroactive extension of the deadline to respond

to the show cause order. Additionally and/or alternatively, this Court should find that Mr.

' This is not the only recent instance of Mr. Greer taking two contradictory factual
positions. For example, at ECF No. 371, Mr. Greer indicates that the deceased-but-still-
eager-to-testify witness, Steve Taylor, was not on speaking terms with the Plaintiff
because the two of them had a “falling out.” But despite Mr. Taylor's decision not to
communicate with Mr. Greer even in life, which apparently began at some point in 2021,
ECF No. ECF No. 225 at 3, Mr. Greer still professes to have been intimately familiar with
Mr. Taylor’'s overall state of health, weight, and ability to travel in 2024. ECF No. 371 at
4, cf. ECF No. 123 at 15. And Mr. Greer simultaneously concedes he did not read this
Court’s Standard Protective Order, but was nevertheless absolutely certain (or perhaps,
just of the very firm opinion) that defense counsel somehow violated it. ECF No. 361 at
7-8.
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Greer’s proposed response is futile because it does not show cause why he should not

be sanctioned.

DATED October 29, 2025

HARDIN LAW OFFICE
/s/ Matthew D. Hardin
Matthew D. Hardin

Attorney for Defendants
Joshua Moon and Lolcow, LLC



Case 2:24-cv-00421-DBB-JCB  Document 372-1  Filed 10/29/25 PagelD.2165 Page
1of6 EXHIBIT

From: Matthew Hardin matthewdhardin@gmail.com
Subject: Re: Request for Production (Case 2:24-cv-00421-DBB-JCB)

Date: October 17, 2025 at 12:29 PM
To: Russell Greer russmark@gmail.com
Bcc: Joshua Moon jemoon@pm.me

Mr. Greer,

‘When you say “upon review, I realized it had no material connection,” I’'m a little confused. Upon review of what, specifically? My understanding of your
current position is that you do not have the order.

Best,

Matthew D. Hardin

Hardin Law Office
Direct Dial: 202-802-1948
NYC Office: 212-680-4938

Email: MatthewDHardin@protonmail.com

**#*The information contained in this message may be privileged. It is intended by the sender to be confidential. If you suspect you
may not be the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all copies.***

On Oct 17, 2025, at 11:38 AM, Russell Greer <russmark@gmail.com> wrote:

Mr. Hardin,

I misspoke in that earlier email. My December 2024 message wasn’t a sworn statement but an informal effort to cooperate with discovery. I believed at
the time that the 2018 restraining order might have been relevant. Later, upon review, I realized it had no material connection to the present copyright
issues.

I was in the process of getting the document in May until I saw the $80 fee and that’s when I filed that motion for reconsideration.

Have the day you deserve.

Sent from my iPhone
On Oct 17, 2025, at 7:28 AM, Matthew Hardin <matthewdhardin@gmail.com> wrote:
Good morning Mr. Greer,

As another day has passed without you responding to my below question, I’'m following up again. Back in December, you admitted the Utah
restraining order was relevant and said you would be happy to provide it. In yesterday’s court filing you again called it irrelevant and said you had
“privacy concerns.” Can you explain what changed between December 2024 and yesterday, such that you have now decided this document is
irrelevant and implicates privacy concerns?

Also: are you ignoring my emailed questions on purpose, or just “not seeing” them?
Thanks,

Matthew D. Hardin

Hardin Law Office

Direct Dial: 202-802-1948

NYC Office: 212-680-4938

Email: MatthewDHardin@protonmail.com

***The information contained in this message may be privileged. It is intended by the sender to be confidential. If you suspect
you may not be the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all copies.***

On Oct 14, 2025, at 6:22 PM, Matthew Hardin <matthewdhardin@gmail.com> wrote:
I’'m confused, Mr. Greer. On December 29, 2024, you said:

| | the only relevant case would be trying to seek restraining orders against Joshua moon and his users, which those orders clearly state kiwi
farms.

Now you’re saying it’s irrelevant. Why did you tell me it was relevant back in December?

Matthew D. Hardin

Hardin Law Office

Direct Dial: 202-802-1948

NYC Office: 212-680-4938

Fmail- MatthewDNHardin/mnratanmail com
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***The information contained in this message may be privileged. It is intended by the sender to be confidential. If you suspect
you may not be the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all copies.***

On Oct 14, 2025, at 3:54 PM, Russell Greer <russmark@gmail.com> wrote:
Sir,
Please stop cc’ing people unrelated to this case in this email.

Secondly, that is false. The judge has NOT ruled on my motion to reconsider regarding your irrelevant restraining order request.

Sent from my iPhone
On Oct 14, 2025, at 12:48 PM, Matthew Hardin <matthewdhardin@gmail.com> wrote:
Good afternoon, Mr. Greer.

I’'m writing to follow up on the below email from December 29, 2024. It’s been almost ten months since you told me you would be “happy to
provide the copy of the restraining order I filed against Joshua Connor in 2018 in Utah.”

Despite your initial statement that you would be happy to provide this document, and multiple court orders that you should provide it, and
despite the fact that the court has repeatedly told you it will not reconsider or modify its orders, I will have not received what you told me
you would send last year. When can I expect you to get it to me?

Thanks,

Matthew D. Hardin

Hardin Law Office
Direct Dial: 202-802-1948
NYC Office: 212-680-4938

Email: MatthewDHardin@protonmail.com

*#*The information contained in this message may be privileged. It is intended by the sender to be confidential. If you
suspect you may not be the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all copies.***

On Dec 29, 2024, at 1:45 PM, Russell Greer <RussMark@gmail.com> wrote:
Matthew.

I’'m not going to keep playing these games with you regarding deficiencies or what not, when I have in good faith done everything you
have wanted. You are wasting judicial resources.

1. You are apparently under the impression that I have every single document I have ever written in my possession. I do not. I frequently
delete documents to clear up space. For instance, i do not have any of the Taylor Swift lawsuit documents. I deleted them.

2. The only relevant case would be trying to seek restraining orders against Joshua moon and his users, which those orders clearly state
kiwi farms. I can try to provide those to you.

3. Regarding duplicate damages, that’s a lie. I have never once sued anybody for copyright infringement. So I have never once argued
copyright infringement or damages to the market in any other case.

4. You mean the school incident that was DISMISSED? That was a senior prank where I had anxiety issues and was being dumb? Where I
moved on with my life? And then moon and his users undug everything.

You seem like you have Me figured out. So I'm confused why you are needing all of that.

Again, I’'m happy to provide the copy of the restraining order I filed against Joshua Connor in 2018 in Utah (funny how you didn’t
mention that).

I’m also getting ready to meet with the police to bring charges against Joshua Connor moon for him coordinating stalking against me. I
can provide you the police report too if you want.

So those are like the only two documents relevant to this case.

I will tell you the same thing over a meet and confer.

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 29, 2024, at 10:18 AM, Matthew Hardin <matthewdhardin@gmail.com> wrote:

Thank you for your response, but I follow up to provide a prompt written communication pursuant to Rule 37-1 and to give you an
onnortunitv to cure vour noncomnliance with our discoverv reauest. I invite vou to meet and confer with me at noon on December
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30, or alternatively at 3 pm on December 30, in order to accommodate your work schedule (that way, you can participate in the
video conference either during your lunch hour or immediately when you get off work). The third option would be to meet and
confer at 9 am on December 31.

Your discovery response is deficient for reasons including but not limited to the following:

1) Your complete history of civil and criminal litigation is relevant for many reasons. First, your complaint refers to both your history of
criminal conviction(s) in Utah and to your lawsuit against Taylor Swift, thus putting the facts pertaining to such litigation in dispute.
Second, on information and belief, you have repeatedly claimed the same sort of damages no matter who you are suing or under what
cause of action, such that we are entitled to examine your past cases to ensure that any claim for damages in this case does not duplicate
or overlap with damages claimed in another case. Third, your history of litigation is the subject of the book you claim was infringed,
and is central to any claim of fair use or to your status as a public figure. Fourth, your history of litigation, including the many
unsuccessful causes of action you have filed in numerous courts and the sanctions that were awarded to other attorneys (Greg Skordas)
are relevant to show your lack of good faith and are the basis for our claims for fees under Fed. R. Civ. P. 54, to sanctions under Fed. R.
Civ. P. 11, and to an injunction designating you a vexatious litigant.

2) There is no undue burden because you are the only person who has access to the documents in their entirety. We aren’t even aware of
which courts you filed all of your litigation in, and can only obtain certain information from public sources. You have repeatedly asked
for litigation or filings to be sealed, such that we have no idea what we cannot see on public dockets. And because you yourself filed all
of the material with courts and burdened judges with reading your filings, there cannot possibly be any impermissible burden from
reproducing those same documents to us. Our search of public sources is both incomplete and very costly compared to the requirement
that you produce the records which your behavior in courts generated on your own and at no cost or minimal cost.

3) The assumption that all documents are public may or may not be true. For example, your juvenile history relating to the “kill list”
you prepared at your school in Wyoming is part of what makes you a public figure. It’s part of why folks like to comment on your later
litigation history with Taylor Swift and your behavior stalking various women, including celebrities and even a woman named Erica in
Utah. But those records are not necessarily available to the public. Similarly, your many (denied) applications for protective orders in
the State courts of Nevada against individuals who warn about your sexually predatory behavior have recently been revealed at least in
part, but many applications for protective or restraining orders in certain states are sealed and not publicly available. Moreover, to the
extent any of your victims, like Erica in Utah, may have been forced to file restraining orders against you, your behavior is also part of
what makes you a public figure and what makes your book worthy of comment. Lastly, every court system has a records retention
schedule, which may mean that older records are no longer available in various court files, and are only available through a Request for
Production directed to you.

I'look forward to you curing your noncompliance with the discovery request, or alternatively to meeting and conferring with
you on one of the three dates/times above. Please let me know which date/time you prefer.

Best,

Matthew D. Hardin

Hardin Law Office

Direct Dial: 202-802-1948

NYC Office: 212-680-4938

Email: MatthewDHardin@protonmail.com

On Dec 29, 2024, at 12:25 PM, Russell Greer <russmark@gmail.com> wrote:
Good morning,

As stated, this isn’t my full time job and so if I missed your document in November and r any time since it was because of not seeing
it or seeing it and forgetting to respond because it got buried with your other messages.

However, i have responded.

Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 29, 2024, at 8:09 AM, Russell Greer <russmark@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello,

T have received this. I will file a response by 11:59 PST.

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 28, 2024, at 5:49 PM, Matthew D. Hardin <matthewdhardin@gmail.com> wrote:

This is the request for production you asked me to resend.

Matthew D. Hardin
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Hardin Law Office
Direct Dial: 202-802-1948
Email: MatthewDHardin@protonmail.com

—————————— Forwarded message ---------

From: Matthew Hardin <matthewdhardin@gmail.com>

Date: Wed, Nov 20, 2024 at 12:13 PM

Subject: Request for Production (Case 2:24-cv-00421-DBB-JCB)
To: Russell Greer <russmark(@gmail.com>

Good morning, Mr. Greer.

Please see attached Joshua Moon’s First Request for Production. As indicated in the attachment, we will look forward to your
response within 30 days (on or before December 20, 2024).

Best,

Matthew D. Hardin
Hardin Law Office
NYC Office: 212-680-4938

DC Office: 202-802-1948
Cell Phone: 434-202-4224
Email: MatthewDHardin@protonmail.com

<greerPRD1.pdf>
<Response to production of documents .pdf>

Matthew D. Hardin

Hardin Law Office

Direct Dial: 202-802-1948

NYC Office: 212-680-4938

Email: MatthewDHardin@protonmail.com

***The information contained in this message may be privileged. It is intended by the sender to be confidential. If you
suspect you may not be the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all copies.***
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