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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO



BENJAMIN RADFORD,

Plaintiff,

v.



No. 1:14-CV-02620-JLK/MJW



KAREN STOLLZNOW,

Defendant.



AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DEFAMATION, FRAUD AND

INTERFERENCE WITH BENEFICIAL CONTRACTUAL RELATIONS

General Nature of Plaintiff’s Claims

1.



Plaintiff Benjamin Radford (“Radford”) brings this complaint to recover damages



arising from malicious, false and defamatory public and private statements made about him by

defendant Karen Stollznow (“Stollznow”) in 2013; to recover damages arising from her

fraudulent conduct and; to recover damages from her intentional, wrongful and fraudulent

interference with Radford’s business relationships with others.

2.



Radford and Stollznow have been professional colleagues since 2009 in the



“skeptics” movement, which is described below.

3.



In 2008, Stollznow initiated a sexual relationship with Radford that lasted into



2010. Because they lived in different states, Radford and Stollznow met sporadically for sex and

companionship, including in New Mexico, California, Nevada and elsewhere.

4.



By 2011 Radford’s and Stollznow’s relationship was no longer sexual, though



their friendship and professional relationship (consisting mostly of recording “podcasts”

together, but from different locations) continued until early 2013, when Stollznow suddenly,



Case 1:14-cv-02620-JLK Document 17 Filed 11/17/14 USDC Colorado Page 2 of 27



falsely and maliciously told Radford’s employer—and stated in her “guest blog” on the

prominent Scientific American web site—that since 2009 Radford had been stalking her and that

Radford’s “psychological abuse” had “turned physical,” and he had “sexually harassed” and

“sexually assaulted” her “for years.” It is an understatement to say that her allegations came as a

complete surprise to Radford, given that their sexual relationship had ended more than two years

earlier, had been initiated by Stollznow in the first place, had included sexual encounters

arranged by Stollznow as late as April 2010, and included a suggestion by her in September 2010

that they continue their affair, even though she planned to marry another man she had been

seeing. Further, after their sexual relationship ended, they maintained a cordial and friendly

professional relationship, as evidenced by their friendly professional interactions, including their

extensive and friendly email correspondence up until early 2013, when Stollznow maliciously

defamed Radford.

5.



While Stollznow’s motives in suddenly defaming Radford, who was her then



colleague and had been her lover, may be somewhat obscure, Stollznow had apparently become

suddenly and irrationally angry at Radford when he complained to her and a third colleague that

he did not believe Stollznow was pulling her weight in the production of the podcast,

“MonsterTalk” that the three of them had been producing together since 2009. Stollznow may

well have had other motives for her outbursts, likely including perceived competition with

Radford in the “skeptics” movement in which Stollznow and Radford have been making their

livings, and/or because her sexual relationship with Radford had overlapped a relationship with

the man who is now her husband, to whom she may have claimed fidelity at the same time she

was engaging in sexual liaisons with Radford. Radford has learned that Stollznow is prone to

viciously attack people who are close to her who have done something to anger her.
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6.



As a result of her false public and private statements about Radford, his



professional and personal reputation has been enormously harmed, perhaps irreparably, as

explained in greater detail below. Radford now seeks compensation.

Parties

7.



Radford is a resident of Sandoval County, New Mexico



8.



Karen Stollznow is a resident of Arvada, Colorado. Her actions that are the



subject of this complaint were intentional and malicious, directed toward causing harm to the

plaintiff in New Mexico, and did cause harm to the plaintiff in this state, where he lives. Under

the decisional law of the courts of New Mexico and the United States Supreme Court, this court

has personal jurisdiction over Stollznow.

Nature Of The “Skeptics” Movement,

The Parties’ Relationship To It And The Harm That

Stollznow’s Lies About Radford Have Caused

9.



Both Radford and Stollznow have been for years prominent figures in what is



known as the “skeptics” movement. The movement, with which hundreds of thousands of

people associate themselves to greater or lesser degrees, is centered on the philosophy that no

assertion should be accepted as fact without proof. Though skepticism as a philosophy dates

back to Scottish philosopher David Hume (1711-1776), magician Harry Houdini (who exposed

fraudulent psychic mediums in the 1920s), and even earlier, it was not until the 1970s that a

formalized skeptical movement emerged. Past and current prominent skeptics have included Carl

Sagan, Isaac Asimov, Bill Nye “The Science Guy,” evolutionary biologist Richard Dawkins,

James Randi (who famously debunked spoon-bending “psychic” Uri Geller in the 1970s), Adam

Savage (of the “Mythbusters” television show), Penn Jillette (of the magic duo Penn &amp; Teller),

and many others including several Nobel laureates. Skeptics, including Radford and Stollznow,
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routinely research and/or investigate a wide variety of claims for which there is insufficient

scientific evidence, including alternative medicine, pseudoscience and astrology, as well as more

exotic (but no less popular) subjects such as ghosts, faith healing, and unsubstantiated conspiracy

theories. Skeptics come from a wide variety of fields including physics, psychology, medicine,

astronomy, and mathematics. The movement seeks to engender science literacy, media literacy,

and the promotion of critical thinking among members of the public.

10.



Part of the formalization of the skeptics movement was the establishment of a



non-profit educational foundation, the Center For Inquiry (“CFI”), which is devoted to the

promotion of skeptical thought and the principles of the skeptics movement. CFI also publishes

a magazine, “The Skeptical Inquirer,” of which Radford is Deputy Editor.

11.



CFI employs Radford as a writer, investigator, columnist, and editor. In addition



to his work and his employment by CFI, Radford makes his living by speaking at conferences,

writing books and articles and otherwise, within the skeptics movement. He also works as a

freelance writer for Discovery News and other news outlets.

12.



Personal credibility is essential within the skeptics movement as well as in a



journalism career. Radford has spent most of his adult life in the promotion of skepticism and

science literacy, and has authored or co-authored six books and over a thousand articles and

columns over the past fifteen years. He holds a Bachelor’s Degree in psychology from the

University of New Mexico and recently completed a Masters Degree in science education from

the State University of New York at Buffalo. Before the events leading to this litigation, Radford

often appeared on television shows and other prominent venues. He speaks at conferences and

universities across the country.
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13.



Stollznow’s false allegations of sexual harassment—not to mention of stalking



and sexual assault— have been particularly damaging to Mr. Radford’s career within the skeptics

movement because, like many modern subcultures, its communications are centered on the

internet. As a consequence, anyone searching for information on Radford’s work or background

on the internet now finds, on any of dozens of blogs and web sites, repetitions of and references

to Stollznow’s false accusations. Radford’s current and potential employers received dozens of

angry e-mails demanding that he be fired from his job, and threatening to boycott future events at

which he may appear. Stollznow’s accusations against him, which have spread in this fashion

throughout the internet, have almost certainly precluded him from being considered for

television shows, magazine and internet articles and other opportunities for advancement. Any

producer or writer who did a quick Google search of his name would easily find the defamatory

statements about him and would likely be unwilling to be associated with him. There are many

potential experts associated with skepticism that a television producer or radio host could invite

to participate, and it is now unlikely that any would select the plaintiff. All of Radford’s years of

hard work promoting critical thinking, logic, and science literacy become irrelevant when

phrases such as “sexual assault” and “sexual predator” are associated with him, as they would in

the case of any other public figure.

Events Giving Rise To This Complaint

14.



Beginning in 2009, Stollznow and Radford became professional colleagues, co-



authors and producers of podcasts, occasional panel members together at “skeptics” conventions

and gatherings, and lovers. Because they have lived in different states throughout their

acquaintance (and never shared an office, a building, or even an employer), their intimate

relationship consisted of sporadic meetings at conventions or on other occasions during which
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they had sexual encounters. Over the three year period beginning in 2008, they met and had sex

on at least three occasions, including a long weekend in New Mexico, when Stollznow traveled

to this state to continue their sexual liaisons. Their last such encounter occurred in April 2010 in

a hotel room in San Francisco that Stollznow, who lived in Berkeley at the time, rented so that

she and Radford could meet for sex. During that encounter Stollznow explicitly told Radford

that she wished to continue their casual sex encounters despite her impending marriage to her

now-husband Matthew Baxter.

15.



A few months thereafter, Radford and Stollznow met in her hotel room at a



skeptics conference in Las Vegas, Nevada. During their conversation he suggested that they

have sex. Stollznow declined, for a reason unrelated to any apparent change of heart toward

Radford, but which is unnecessary to include in this complaint. Radford and Stollznow

continued what was a friendly conversation and parted ways. They continued a friendly and

professional relationship, regularly exchanging cordial emails (detailed below), attending and

speaking at conferences together and producing their “skeptics”-related podcast together with cohost Blake Smith. Although Radford and Stollznow communicated regarding continuing their

affair, they had no further sexual encounters.

16.



In early 2013, Stollznow became angered at Radford after he confronted her about



her failure to do her share of the work involved in producing their “Monster Talk” podcast. She

may also have perceived Radford as a competitor in the Skeptics sub-culture and/or may have

been concerned about having conducted an affair with him during her relationship with her

current husband. Whatever may have been her motive or combination of motives, she set out to

grievously harm Radford. She has apparently inflicted harm on others who have angered her,

even including her current husband. Her conduct toward her husband, for example, is the topic
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of Arvada, Colorado police report No. OCA 2010-013839, which describes an extraordinary

series of assaults and batteries on her husband and his property after she became angered by what

she believed to be evidence of a past relationship between her now-husband and another woman.

17.



In Radford’s case, when Stollznow became angry at him for whatever reasons,



she determined to harm him by communicating to friends and colleagues of hers and Radford’s,

to Radford’s employer and to prominent bloggers and others, that he had for years made

inappropriate advances, sexually harassed and even sexually assaulted her. In addition,

Stollznow used her high-profile platform as a guest blogger on the Scientific American web site

to repeat her defamatory statements about him, including that he had physically and sexually

assaulted her. Stollznow also contacted the presidents of two prominent skeptical conferences at

which Radford had been a frequent past guest speaker to try to convince them to ban him from

their events under the pretext of “warning” or protecting female attendees from him.

18.



The defamatory communication to Radford’s employer, CFI, resulted in a lengthy



investigation. Although CFI found Stollznow’s allegations regarding Radford to be almost

entirely unsubstantiated, it concluded for example that Radford had sent her “inappropriate”

emails after their relationship ended, and suspended Radford for two weeks without pay.

19.



CFI’s determination that Radford had sent Stollznow “inappropriate” emails,



however, only occurred because Stollznow provided CFI’s investigator with what she correctly

identified as emails that Radford had sent to her, but she altered their dates to make it appear that

Radford had sent them two years later than he had. Stollznow’s purpose was to persuade CFI’s

investigator that Radford had been sexually harassing her “for years,” and she did so by

falsifying the dates on the emails to make it appear that Radford had sent them in 2012, after

their sexual relationship was over, rather than 2010, when Radford had actually sent them,
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during their sexual relationship. For example, Stollznow provided a document to CFI’s

investigator in which she quoted a July 26, 2010 email from Radford in which he wrote, “Just

got back from a quick jog and for some reason I wondered: Do you really feel that you have

more in common with Baxter than with me?” In providing this e-mail excerpt, however,

Stollznow altered the date to make it appear that Radford had sent it on July 26, 2012, two years

after their last sexual encounter and after her marriage to Baxter. Stollznow falsified at least a

half-dozen such messages to wrongly incriminate Radford. The only other two allegations that

CFI found to have any credibility were Radford’s suggestion that he and Stollznow have sex in

Stollznow’s Las Vegas hotel (described above) and Stollznow’s accusation that Radford had

momentarily blocked Stollznow’s exit from a room at a conference. As to the latter, Stollznow

claimed, falsely, that Radford had been attempting to kiss her. In fact, Radford stood for a few

seconds in front of Stollznow during a brief argument they were having.

20.



To the extent that CFI found that any of Stollznow’s allegations against Radford



had any basis, CFI’s conclusions were based upon false, defamatory and malicious statements by

Stollznow which she intended to mislead CFI and its investigator, and through which she did

fraudulently mislead CFI and its investigator.

21.



Once CFI had largely rejected Stollznow’s allegations against Radford, and had



“only” suspended Radford for two weeks, Stollznow went public with her false allegations. On

August 6, 2013, Stollznow published a “guest blog” on the “Scientific American Mind” web site.

She titled her article “I’m Sick of Talking About Sexual Harassment!” In it Stollznow told of an

unnamed “predator who collects girls of a certain ‘type’[and whose] targets are chubby, shy,

lonely, and insecure.” According to Stollznow’s post, this man became obsessed with her,

stalked and harassed her despite “repeated requests for his personal communication to cease...
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from late 2009 onward.” This person “took every opportunity to place [her] in a vulnerable

position,” and “[t]his is where the psychological abuse turned physical and he sexually assaulted

me on several occasions.” Within hours of this posting, Radford began to get abusive and

harassing e-mails and communications from people who read her blog and commentary about it.

If there were any doubt about the identity of the man to whom she was referring, she made sure

that it was known by confirming to several prominent bloggers that Radford was the person she

was accusing. Indeed, several of Stollznow’s friends active on social media sites soon made sure

that Radford was named; within hours the following message was sent via Twitter: “FYI, Karen

Stollznow’s sexual harasser is Ben Radford. Someone had to say it,” along with a link to

Stollznow’s blog. This was retweeted 32 times to nearly 50,000 people. Other writers, including

prominent Slate.com blogger Amanda Marcotte, repeated Stollznow’s claims; the following day

the Al Jazeera web site, among others, featured a blog about Stollznow’s claims.

22.



The result of Stollznow’s accusations has been that Radford’s reputation in the



subculture in which he makes his living, by writing, speaking and broadcasting, is irreparably

harmed if not ruined. He has been attacked through internet postings, blogs and web sites, and

even placed on an internet list of “sexual predators” on the basis of Stollznow’s false

accusations.

23.



Stollznow’s accusations against Radford are entirely false as she unquestionably



knows. For Radford, who has never stalked, harassed or assaulted any woman, before or since,

Stollznow’s false accusations have been enormously humiliating in addition to causing Radford

great professional harm.
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