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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO

BENJAMIN RADFORD,

Plaintiff,

v.



No. 1:14-CV-02620-JLK



KAREN STOLLZNOW,

Defendant.

DEFENDANT KAREN STOLLZNOW’S ANSWER

Defendant Karen Stollznow (“Defendant”), by and through her attorneys of record, Allen,

Shepherd, Lewis &amp; Syra, P.A., hereby submits her Answer to Plaintiff Benjamin Radford’s

Amended Complaint for Defamation, Fraud, and Interference with Beneficial Contractual

Relations (“Complaint”). All allegations not explicitly admitted herein are hereby expressly

denied.

1.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 1 of the Complaint and demands



strict proof thereof.

2.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 2 of the Complaint and demands



strict proof thereof.

3.



Defendant admits the allegation in Paragraph 3 of the Complaint that she had a



sexual relationship with Plaintiff in 2008. Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 3 of the

Complaint that she initiated the sexual relationship in 2008 and also denies that it lasted into

2010, and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant admits the allegation that Plaintiff and she

had sex while she was in New Mexico in 2008. Defendant denies the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 3 of the Complaint and demands strict proof thereof.
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4.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 4 of the Complaint to the extent it



suggests that a sexual relationship between Defendant and Plaintiff continued past 2008, and

therefore, demands strict proof thereof. Defendant admits the allegation in Paragraph 4 of the

Complaint that Plaintiff and she had a professional relationship until early January 2013.

However, Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 4 of the Complaint that her friendship

with Plaintiff continued until early 2013 and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant admits the

allegation in Paragraph 4 of the Complaint that she spoke with Plaintiff’s employer in early 2013

and admits writing a “guest blog” on the Scientific American website, but denies the allegations

that she made sudden, false, and malicious statements about Plaintiff, and demands strict proof

thereof. Defendant admits that the blog post included the following sentence: “I was sexually

harassed for four years.” Defendant admits that the blog post included the following sentence:

“This is where the psychological abuse turned physical and he sexually assaulted me on several

occasions.” Defendant denies the allegation that Radford was explicitly referenced in the blog

post and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the remaining allegations in Paragraph

4 of the Complaint and demands strict proof thereof.

5.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint and demands



strict proof thereof.

6.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 6 of the Complaint and demands



strict proof thereof.

7.



Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the



allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Complaint and therefore denies the same and

demands strict proof thereof.



2



Case 1:14-cv-02620-JLK Document 26 Filed 12/10/14 USDC Colorado Page 3 of 28



8.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 8 of the Complaint and demands



strict proof thereof.

9.



Defendant admits the allegation in Paragraph 9 of the Complaint that Plaintiff and



her have both been involved in the “skeptics” movement for years. Defendant is without

sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny whether Plaintiff or she are considered

“prominent figures in the ‘skeptics’ movement,” and therefore denies the same and demands

strict proof thereof.



The remaining statements in Paragraph 9 of the Complaint are not



allegations directed at Stollznow; therefore, no response is required. To the extent a response is

required, Defendant denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 9 and demands

strict proof thereof.

10.



Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the



allegations in Paragraph 10 of the Complaint and therefore denies the same and demands strict

proof thereof.

11.



Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the



allegations in Paragraph 11 of the Complaint and therefore denies the same and demands strict

proof thereof.

12.



Defendant is without sufficient knowledge of information to admit or deny the



allegations in Paragraph 12 of the Complaint and therefore denies the same and demands strict

proof thereof.

13.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 13 of the Complaint that she made



“false allegations of sexual harassment—not to mention of stalking and sexual assault,” and

demands strict proof thereof. Defendant also denies the allegations in Paragraph 13 of the

Complaint that she caused damages and denies that she is liable for any of Plaintiff’s alleged
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damages, and therefore, demands strict proof thereof. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge

or information to admit or deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 13 of the Complaint and

therefore denies the same and demands strict proof thereof.

14.



In response to Paragraph 14 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Plaintiff and



Defendant appeared on a voluntary podcast together and that they were occasionally on the same

panel at “skeptics” conventions. Defendant further admits that Plaintiff and she had sex in 2008,

once in September 2008 over a Labor Day weekend in Atlanta, Georgia and another time in

November 2008 while Defendant was in New Mexico, but denies any other consensual sexual

relationship beyond that and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies that they only

became professional colleagues in 2009, and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the

remaining allegations in Paragraph 14 of the Complaint and demands strict proof thereof.

15.



In response to Paragraph 15 of the Complaint, Defendant denies Plaintiff’s



allegations regarding an encounter in a Las Vegas, Nevada hotel room, and demands strict proof

thereof. Defendant admits the allegations in Paragraph 15 of the Complaint that she tried to

maintain a professional relationship with Plaintiff, admits appearing on panels together at

“skeptics” conferences, and admits to appearing on a voluntary podcast together. Defendant

denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of the Complaint and demands strict

proof thereof.

16.



Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of Plaintiff’s



Complaint and demands strict proof thereof.

17.



In response to the allegations of Paragraph 17 of the Complaint, Defendant admits



she contacted Radford’s employer about Plaintiff’s conduct towards her. Defendant further

admits that she talked with her own employer about Plaintiff’s conduct towards her because she
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was concerned for her own safety. Defendant further admits that she talked with another

conference president about Plaintiff’s conduct towards her because she was concerned for her

own safety. Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 17 that any of her statements about

Plaintiff’s conduct towards her were false and defamatory, and demands strict proof thereof.

Defendant denies the remaining allegations of Paragraph 17 of the Complaint and demands strict

proof thereof.

18.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 18 of Plaintiff’s Complaint that she



made defamatory communications to Radford’s employer, CFI, and therefore, Defendant

demands strict proof thereof. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit

or deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 18 of Plaintiff’s Complaint and therefore denies

the same and demands strict proof thereof.

19.



In response to the allegations in Paragraph 19 of the Complaint, Defendant is



without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny what information was ultimately

considered by CFI and the basis for CFI’s “determination,” and therefore, denies the same and

demands strict proof thereof. Defendant admits the allegation that she provided e-mails to CFI’s

investigator. Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 19 that she “altered dates [of the emails] to make it appear that Radford had sent them two years later than he had,” and demands

strict proof thereof. Defendant further denies the allegations in Paragraph 19 that she falsified emails, messages, or information and denies that she made false statements or provided false

information to CFI in order to “persuade CFI’s investigator that Radford had been sexually

harassing her ‘for years,’” to “make it appear that Radford had sent them in 2012,” and demands

strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the allegation that Plaintiff’s and her “sexual relationship”

continued past 2008 and into 2010, and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the
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allegation in Paragraph 19 of the Complaint that Plaintiff and Defendant had a consensual sexual

encounter in 2010, and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant admits that one of the e-mails

she provided to CFI was a July 26, 2010 e-mail from Plaintiff to Defendant in which Plaintiff

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?”



However, Defendant denies the



allegation that she “altered the date to make it appear that Radford had sent it on July 26, 2012,”

and demands strict proof thereof.



Defendant denies the allegation in Paragraph 19 of the



Complaint that she “falsified at least a half-dozen such messages to wrongly incriminate

Radford,” and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or

information to admit or deny the allegations that CFI found only two other allegations credible

and therefore denies the same and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant further denies the

allegations in Paragraph 19 of the Complaint to the extent that they do not fully describe

Plaintiff’s conduct in a Las Vegas Hotel, and demand strict proof thereof. Defendant admits that

Radford blocked her exit from a room, tried to kiss her, and also grabbed her arm. Defendant

denies the allegation that her statements regarding the encounter were false, and demands strict

proof thereof. Defendant denies the remaining allegations in Paragraph 19 of the Complaint and

demands strict proof thereof.

20.



In response to Paragraph 20, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or



information regarding CFI’s investigative findings or the basis of CFI’s findings and therefore

denies the same and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 20 of Plaintiff’s Complaint and demands strict proof thereof.

21.



In response to Paragraph 21, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or



information on whether “CFI had largely rejected Stollznow’s allegations against Radford, and
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had ‘only’ suspended Radford for two weeks,” and therefore, Defendant denies the same and

demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 21 of the Complaint

that she “went public with her false allegations,” and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant

admits the allegation in Paragraph 21 of the Complaint that “[o]n August 6, 2013, [she]

published a ‘guest blog’” on the Scientific American web site entitled “I’m Sick of Talking about

Sexual Harassment!” Defendant admits the allegation that Defendant did not name Plaintiff in

the blog post. Defendant admits that the blog post includes the following sentence: “This man is

a predator who collects girls of a certain ‘type.’ His targets are chubby, shy, lonely, and

insecure, just like I used to be.” Defendant admits that the blog post includes the following

sentence: “It was an obsession.” Defendant admits that the blog post states that she was “stalked

and harassed,” and that “[f]rom late 2009 onwards [she] made repeated requests for his personal

communication to cease but these were ignored.” Defendant admits that the blog post includes

the following sentence: “Then, he saw me at conferences and took every opportunity to place me

in a vulnerable position. This is where the psychological abuse turned physical and he sexually

assaulted me on several occasions.” Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to

admit or deny Plaintiff’s allegations about e-mails and communications he received following

the posting of the aforementioned blog and therefore denies the same and demands strict proof

thereof. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny Plaintiff’s

allegations in Paragraph 21 of the Complaint about who read the blog post, who made comments

about the blog post, those person’s reactions to the blog post, and who they believed to be the

subject of the blog post, and therefore, denies the same and demands strict proof thereof.

Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 21 of the Complaint that “she made sure that it

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



7



Case 1:14-cv-02620-JLK Document 26 Filed 12/10/14 USDC Colorado Page 8 of 28



accusing,” and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or

information to admit or deny the content of any twitter posting and therefore denies the same and

demands strict proof thereof. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit

or deny the allegation that this tweet was retweeted “32 times to nearly 50,000 people,” and

demands strict proof thereof. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit

or deny the allegations that other writers “repeated [her] claims” and “featured a blog about [her]

claims,” and therefore denies the same and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the

remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 21 of the Complaint and demands strict proof

thereof.

22.



Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraph 22 of the Complaint that she made



“false accusations” against Plaintiff and demand strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the

allegations in Paragraph 22 of the Complaint that she caused damage to Plaintiff and denies that

she is liable to Plaintiff for any harm he alleges, and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant is

without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the remaining allegations

contained in Paragraph 22 of the Complaint and therefore denies the same and demands strict

proof thereof.

23.



Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 23 of the Complaint and



demands strict proof thereof.

24.



Defendant admits the allegation in Paragraph 24 of the Complaint that Plaintiff



and Defendant met at a conference in Atlanta Georgia in September 2008, but denies the

allegation that this was their first meeting and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies

the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 24 of the Complaint and demands strict proof

thereof.
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25.



Defendant admits the allegations in Paragraph 25 of Complaint that on or around



November 14, 2008, she “flew to Albuquerque, New Mexico for a three-day weekend, during

which Stollznow and Radford engaged in sex.” Defendant further admits the allegation in

Paragraph 25 of the Complaint that “Radford arranged for her to appear as a guest on a radio

show in Albuquerque.” Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or

deny Plaintiff’s allegations in Paragraph 25 of the Complaint regarding his alleged motives for

arranging for her to appear as a guest on a radio show in Albuquerque, and therefore, denies the

same and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the remaining allegations contained in

Paragraph 25 of the Complaint and demands strict proof thereof.

26.



Defendant denies the allegation in Paragraph 26 of the Complaint that “[o]ver the



course of the next year and a half, Radford and Stollznow, who were both unmarried, met

sporadically and engaged in sex,” and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant admits the

allegation in Paragraph 26 that Plaintiff and Defendant lived in different states. Defendant

admits the allegation in Paragraph 26 that there are e-mails between Plaintiff and Defendant, but

denies the allegation that the “nature of their relationship is well documented in written

correspondence,” and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the allegation in Paragraph

26 of the Complaint that “their e-mails to each other, far from reflecting any sort of stalking,

harassment, or abuse of Stollznow by Radford, reflect mutual engagement, romantic, friendly,

and sexual attachment,” and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant denies the allegation in

Paragraph 26 of the Complaint that the e-mail communications between Plaintiff and Defendant

“provide a fairly full picture of their relationship,” and demands strict proof thereof. Defendant

denies the allegation in Paragraph 26 that she made false accusations and denies that the e-mail
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