
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR DAVIDSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE 

 

         

KIMBERLY KLACIK     ) 

        )   

   Plaintiff.    )   

 v.       ) Case No. 

        )  JURY DEMANDED 

CANDACE OWENS      ) 

        )     

   Defendant.    ) 

 

 

COMPLAINT 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 Plaintiff, Kimberly Klacik, complaining of the defendant, Candace Owens, would 

respectfully allege and show unto the Court as follows: 

1. Defendant Candace Owens admits that (1) she is “not an investigative journalist;” 

(2) the allegations she made were “talking about a federal crime;” (3) she “had no proof,” 

“cannot possibly verify” and “could not confirm” information she presented as fact; and (4) “the 

only reason [Defendant] started this was because of what started as a petty Twitter feud.”  

Defendant’s admissions attendant to Defendant’s publication of false and defamatory statements 

alleging that Plaintiff Kimberly Klacik engaged in criminal activity establish the foundation of 

Ms. Klacik’s defamation claim against Defendant.   

2. Defendant, motivated by this self-proclaimed “petty Twitter feud” with Ms. 

Klacik, conducted a four-day defamatory smear campaign against Ms. Klacik that Defendant 

maliciously portrayed as an “investigation” and published a video of Defendant’s purported 

“findings,” including allegations of criminal activity against Ms. Klacik, to Defendant’s personal 

social media accounts.  Specifically, Defendant affirmatively accused Ms. Klacik of tax fraud, 
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campaign fraud, money laundering, illegal drug use, and acting as a “madame.” There was no 

truth to the allegations. 

3. In making these allegations of criminal activity, Defendant claimed to have 

received information from someone who “stripped with [Ms. Klacik]” and who allegedly told 

Defendant that Ms. Klacik used campaign funds to purchase cocaine and scammed people of 

millions.  These caustic and made-up defamatory allegations are without factual support.  

4. Defendant published these defamatory statements through Defendant’s personal 

social media accounts in a concerted effort to maximize dissemination to cause severe damage 

and significant harm to Ms. Klacik’s professional and personal reputation.  

5. Defendant’s allegations against Ms. Klacik of criminal activity are false.  As Ms. 

Klacik stated multiple times, Ms. Klacik did not misuse campaign funds, let alone for drug or 

any other illicit activity, engage in money laundering, commit tax or campaign fraud, or act as a 

“madame.” Ms. Klacik not only denied publicly Defendant’s accusations of criminal conduct on 

Ms. Klacik’s personal social media channels, but Ms. Klacik also sent Defendant multiple letters 

notifying the Defendant that her statements were false. 

6. Despite repeatedly being notified of the falsity of her statements, Defendant 

refused to remove the defamatory video.  As of filing this Complaint, Defendant has yet to 

remove the video and continues to support and encourage the harassment of Ms. Klacik by other 

individuals who embrace Defendant’s defamatory statements.   

7. Defendant’s tortious conduct caused and continues to cause substantial injury to 

Ms. Klacik’s reputation and professional and personal relationships.  Ms. Klacik has lost and 

continues to lose financial opportunities, media appearances, and political support as a direct 

result of the Defendant’s malicious and wanton statements.  Examples of such lost opportunities 
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include the cancellation of a book deal, losing the sponsorship of a nationally-recognized media 

vendor, cancelled fundraisers, and lost support of previous political donors.  Ms. Klacik and her 

family continue to be harassed daily, with Ms. Klacik specifically receiving harmful and 

degrading comments because of the defamatory claims made by the Defendant. 

8. Defendant has defamed and injured Ms. Klacik; accordingly, Ms. Klacik initiates 

this action to vindicate her rights under civil law and seek compensatory and punitive damages 

as a result of Defendant’s conduct.   

PARTIES 

9. Plaintiff Kimberly Klacik is a businesswoman and the former Republican 

nominee for the Seventh (7th) Congressional District.  Ms. Klacik is also the current President of 

Red Renaissance, Inc., a non-connected political action committee registered with the Federal 

Election Commission that supports federal candidates who embrace and espouse freedom of 

speech, revitalization of urban areas, economic empowerment, family planning, increased police 

funding, and women and minority leadership.  Ms. Klacik is domiciled in Baltimore County, 

State of Maryland. 

10. Defendant Candace Owens is a nationally recognized author, talk-show host, 

political commentator, and social media personality.  Defendant is domiciled in Davidson 

County, State of Tennessee.   

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

 

11. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the Defendant pursuant to Tennessee 

Code Annotated § 20-2-222.  Upon information and belief, Defendant Candace Owens is an 

individual residing in Davidson County, domiciled in the State of Tennessee. 
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12. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Tennessee 

Code Annotated § 16-10-101. 

13. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to Tennessee Code Annotated § 20-4-

101(a).  Davidson County, Tennessee is the county where the individual Defendant resides.  

STATEMENTS OF FACT 

14. Ms. Klacik is a resident of and a long-time advocate for the City of Baltimore. 

Her passion for Baltimore and her desire to make the City better motivated her to run for 

Maryland’s Seventh Congressional District, and turned her Congressional campaign into a multi-

million dollar race.  Ms. Klacik now uses her platform as a former Congressional candidate to 

help champion the African American community by supporting African American political 

candidates in state and federal races across the country.   

15. Defendant is a high profile conservative talking head who is notorious for 

outrageous and controversial statements, such as “white supremacy and white nationalism is not 

a problem that is harming Black America.”1  

16. Defendant has a large social media following, including 3,901,305 Instagram 

followers,2 5,162,249 Facebook subscribers,3 and 2,748,857 Twitter followers,4 with the number 

of followers across all social media accounts consistently increasing.   

17. Juneteenth is a holiday celebrating the end of slavery in the United States.  It is a 

significant day in American history, with many scholars classifying Juneteenth as the United 

                                            
1  U.S. House Oversight Joint Subcommittee Hearing, 116th Cong. (Sep. 20, 2019)(statement of Candace 

Owens).  
2  Candace Owens (@realcandaceowens), Instagram, https://www.instagram.com/realcandaceowens/?hl=en 

(last visited July 13, 2021).  
3  Candace Owens (@realCandaceOwens), Facebook, https://www.facebook.com/realCandaceOwens/ (last 

visited July 13, 2021).  
4  Candace Owens (@RealCandaceO), Twitter, 

https://twitter.com/RealCandaceO?ref_src=twsrc%5Egoogle%7Ctwcamp%5Eserp%7Ctwgr%5Eauthor (last visited 

July 13, 2021).  
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States’ second independence day.5  On June 18, 2021, President Joseph Biden declared 

Juneteenth a federal holiday.   

18. On June 18, 2021, Defendant launched a series a posts from her personal Twitter 

account assailing President Biden for declaring Juneteenth a federal holiday.  In one of those 

posts, Defendant stated, “Sometimes I wonder when (if ever) Black America will wake up to the 

psychological warfare and perpetual brainwash to believe everything is racist.” 

19. Ms. Klacik replied on her personal Twitter account to Defendant’s post, stating, 

“Believe it or not, many in ‘Black America’ are very aware the fight is about classism rather 

[than] racism.  Unfortunately, the loudest mouths with the largest platforms represent the 

majority.  This might come to a shock to you because of your lack of engagement with black 

people.”6  

20. On June 20, 2021, Ms. Klacik replied to several individuals on Ms. Klacik’s 

Instagram account who asked Ms. Klacik about the “Candace Owens situation.”  Ms. Klacik 

stated that she was invited to appear on Candace, the Defendant’s podcast; however, Ms. Klacik  

declined the invitation stating “the show can be edited because it is streamed online.”  Ms. 

Klacik added, “I don’t normally let people profit off of a conversation with me.”7 

21. On June 21, 2021, Defendant responded to Ms. Klacik’s comments, accusing Ms. 

Klacik of not being authentic and disabling comments on Ms. Klacik’s own social media 

account, stating “LOL to you, disabling comments on your last post.  You are such a fake and 

hilarious person to keep trying to denigrate the Dailywire as a ‘computer show.’  Computer 

                                            
5  National Museum of African American History & Culture, The Historical Legacy of Juneteeth, (last visited 

July 19, 2021), https://nmaahc.si.edu/blog-post/historical-legacy-juneteenth.  
6  Since the post has since been removed, we obtained this information from the following article: James 

Crump, Candace Owens vs. Kimberly Klacik—Why the Two Black Female Conservatives Are Feuding, NEWSWEEK 

(June 22, 2021).  
7  Id.  
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shows—meaning digital, podcasts, youtubers, etc.—have a larger reach than cable news, which I 

also go onto.  Again, you are doing nothing here but exposing yourself.”8 

22. On the same day, Defendant posted a series of videos to her personal Instagram 

account via “Instagram Stories,” stating “Kim wants clout, Candace wants change.”  The 

Defendant then stated that Ms. Klacik blocked Defendant from social media.9   

23. In the same series of Instagram Stories, as republished in Newsweek, Defendant 

teased to her almost 4,000,000 Instagram followers that she had discovered some “incredible” 

information about Ms. Klacik that will “blow your minds.”  Defendant also claimed that 

Defendant could not cover the information on her podcast, because Defendant needed to “unpack 

everything” and make sure every piece of information was verified.10  Instead of verify, 

Defendant chose to vilify.  

24. On June 22, 2021, the Defendant published a live video on Defendant’s Instagram 

and Facebook accounts. A true and correct Transcript of the video is attached to the Complaint 

as Exhibit 1.  The duration of the video, www.instagram.com/p/CQcQ-oEpM-V/, is 44:05 (“the 

Video”).   The Video has since been republished on social media platforms, including on 

YouTube, by individuals who, upon information and belief, have personal relationships with the 

Defendant.11  

25. In the Video, the Defendant affirmatively accuses Ms. Klacik of engaging in 

criminal activity. Specifically, Defendant made bald untrue allegations that include Ms. Klacik 

“used campaign money to do cocaine,” participated in “money laundering, tax fraud, and 

                                            
8  Id.  
9  Id.  
10  Id.  
11  See, e.g. The Officer Tatum, Candace Owens EXPOSED FAILED CANDIDATE Kimberly Klacik, 

YOUTUBE (June 21, 2021); Tatum Clips, Kimberly Klacik EXPOSED by Candace Owens, YOUTUBE (June 23, 

2021).  The Officer Tatum has around 1.66 million subscribers, and his video on this subject had 362,043 views.  

Tatum Clips has around 16,700 subscribers and his video has 5,454 views.  
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campaign fraud,” paid vendors in order to “move money off the books,”  “was the person who 

helped bring a lot of strippers” into a strip club that Defendant alleges was owned by Ms. 

Klacik’s estranged husband, was a “madame of that strip club,” and “has been scamming people 

for millions.” (“Criminal Allegations”). 

26. Defendant, when making the Criminal Allegations, acknowledged the accusations 

were regarding “federal crimes,” would “paint [Ms. Klacik] in the wrong light,” and Defendant’s 

investigation into Ms. Klacik was motivated by a “petty Twitter feud” between Defendant and 

Ms. Klacik.              

27. Defendant publicized the Criminal Allegations without factual support.  

Defendant’s main evidence for the Criminal Allegations purportedly came from “a stripper who 

used to work with [Ms. Klacik]” and who supposedly told Defendant that some of the Criminal 

Allegations were true.   

28. Defendant also admitted that she “had no proof,” “cannot possibly verify” and 

“could not confirm” the Criminal Allegations. Nevertheless, Defendant continued to publish and 

republish as fact that Ms. Klacik engaged in criminal activity and that Defendant’s 

“investigation” supported these claims. 

29. The Criminal Allegations that Defendant made against Ms. Klacik are false and 

defamatory.  Defendant claims Ms. Klacik was “madame” of a Baltimore strip club.  Ms. Klacik 

never was a “madame.”  Defendant claims Ms. Klacik used “campaign funds to do cocaine.”  

Ms. Klacik never used campaign funds for any illegal activity, let alone for drug use. Defendant 

claims Ms. Klacik committed “campaign fraud,” “tax fraud,” and “money laundering,” by 

making payments to “sketchy” businesses.  Ms. Klacik never committed campaign fraud, tax 

fraud, or money laundering.  Kim Klacik for Congress (“the Campaign”) is a legal entity for 
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which Ms. Klacik never even had access to its bank account.  Ms. Klacik did not make any 

payments on behalf of the Campaign to any individual or business entity.  The only person with 

access to the Campaign’s bank account during the campaign was the Campaign’s Treasurer.  

Payments that the Treasurer made by and for the Campaign were for permissible campaign 

expenditures pursuant to the terms of legally binding contracts and obligations.   

30. Ms. Klacik repeatedly denied the Criminal Allegations on Ms. Klacik’s social 

media accounts and on television appearances.  On June 23, 2021, Ms. Klacik released a 

statement on Twitter regarding the Criminal Allegations stating that Defendant’s allegations 

were “offensive, false, and defamatory.”12  Ms. Klacik subsequently posted an additional 

statement on Twitter on June 24, 2021, stating that Defendant “falsely accused [Ms. Klacik], 

private citizens and businesses of federal crimes.”13  Exhibits 2 and 3.  Ms. Klacik also appeared 

on The Armstrong Williams Show on June 25, 2021 where Ms. Klacik denied the Criminal 

Allegations.14  Ms. Klacik later posted a video to her personal YouTube account further denying 

the Criminal Allegations (“the Response Video”).15  A true and accurate Transcript of the 

Armstrong Williams Interview and the Response Video is attached as Exhibit 4.  

31. On June 24, 2021, Counsel for Ms. Klacik sent a Cease and Desist Letter to 

Defendant, notifying Defendant that the Criminal Allegations were false and defamatory, and 

requesting that Defendant immediately remove the Video from her social media platforms (“the 

Cease and Desist Letter”).   Exhibit 5.  

32. Later that day, Defendant responded to Counsel for Ms. Klacik via electronic 

mail, stating that “nothing [Defendant] said in [her] video constitute[d] defamation of character,” 

                                            
12  Kimberly Klacik (@kimKBaltimore), Twitter (June 23, 2021).  
13  Id. (June 24, 2021).  
14  Armstrong Williams, Kimberly Klacik responds to Candace Owens allegations, YOUTUBE (June 25, 2021).   
15  Kimberly Klacik, Answering False Accusations, Last Time I Address It, YOUTUBE (June 26, 2021).  
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“[a]ll facts [she] made are backed by truth,” and that Defendant had “EVERY right under the law 

to inquire about campaign finances” (emphasis in original).  Exhibit 7.  

33. On June 25, 2021, in response to Defendant’s e-mail, Counsel for Ms. Klacik sent 

an additional letter to Defendant and Defendant’s attorney reiterating that the Criminal 

Allegations were false and that all legal options would be explored in the event the Video is not 

removed from social media platforms (“Attorney Demand”).  Exhibit 6.  

34. Defendant responded to the Attorney Demand, stating, “I will not be removing 

any of the videos.  I already told you that[,]” and Defendant concluded her email reply stating, 

“Let me reiterate—I will not removing any of the videos.”  Exhibit 7.  

35. As of filing this Complaint, Defendant has refused to remove the Video from her 

social media accounts. Defendant also has not published Ms. Klacik’s multiple denials to 

Defendant’s social media followers, despite stating, “[a]nd by the way, if anything has been 

debunked, if she’s like going to come out and be like, oh no, I know I gave to this business that 

doesn’t really exist, but this is why, I will add that because I’m not trying to, you know, paint her 

in the wrong light.”  

36. Despite Defendant’s knowledge of the falsity and the defamatory nature of her 

claims and disingenuous claim not to paint Ms. Klacik in the wrong light, Defendant continues to 

perpetuate the false and defamatory statements that Defendant concocted and published. When 

Defendant’s countless supporters harass Ms. Klacik or repeat the false and defamatory 

statements on social media, Ms. Owens validates and acknowledges the false and defamatory 

statements by “liking” the derogatory behavior.  Exhibits 8, 9, and 10.     

37. The commonality of Defendant attacking public figures, does not justify 

defamation. Defendant appears to take pride in having built her public persona, in part, by 
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attacking and disparaging such celebrities and public figures as musician and actor Harry Styles, 

rapper Cardi B, tennis player Naomi Osaka, and entertainment personality Chrissy Teigen.16   By 

way of specific example, while much of the world was expressing sympathy and understanding 

for Naomi Osaka for withdrawing from the French Open due to mental health concerns, 

Defendant berated Ms. Osaka on Twitter by stating "She's starting to get soooooo annoying. Just 

quit tennis and become a full time activist. You make millions and are now complaining (again) 

because you think you're a special snowflake that shouldn't have to do press conferences because 

they are a form of 'mental abuse'."17  Defendant continued her unnecessary harassment 

“[‘]Change[’] doesn’t make people uncomfortable. Annoying, overprivileged, multi-millionaires 

who don’t even touch their own door handles, crying about how hard their lives are— that makes 

people uncomfortable. You have now become insufferable. Just quit the sport.”18 

38. The Defendant’s false and defamatory statements against Ms. Klacik have caused 

significant and ongoing harm to Ms. Klacik’s professional and personal reputation.  The 

Defendant’s allegations have not only been republished in national media outlets, such as 

Newsweek,19 but also throughout social media outlets by individuals intending to damage Ms. 

Klacik.20  Politicians have cancelled fundraising appearances with Ms. Klacik as a result of 

Defendant’s allegations.  Exhibit 11 provides a specific example of such cancellation.   Even a 

                                            
16  Heran Mamo, All of Candace Owens’ Biggest Celebrity Feuds: Harry Styles, Cardi B, Kanye West, and 

More, BILLBOARD (Nov. 17, 2020); NewsOne Staff, Every Receipt Proving Candace Owens Is A Con Artist Who Is 

Following The Money, NEWSONE (July 8, 2021).  
17  Candace Owens (@RealCandaceO), Twitter (May 30, 2021), 

https://twitter.com/RealCandaceO/status/1399210325153660932?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembe

d%7Ctwterm%5E1399210325153660932%7Ctwgr%5E%7Ctwcon%5Es1_&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.news

week.com%2Fnaomi-osaka-candace-owens-french-open-1596350.  
18  Candace Owens (@RealCandaceO), Twitter (May 30, 2021), 

https://twitter.com/RealCandaceO/status/1399210661717196802.  
19  Crump, supra Note 6.  
20  The Officer Tatum, Candace Owens EXPOSED FAILED CANDIDATE Kimberly Klacik, YOUTUBE (June 

21, 2021); Tatum Clips, Kimberly Klacik EXPOSED by Candace Owens, YOUTUBE (June 23, 2021).  
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simple review of the comments on Ms. Klacik’s social media platforms provides a clear picture 

of the reputational harm Defendant’s defamatory statements have caused Ms. Klacik.  

39. Ms. Klacik and her family are harassed via social media, telephone, and in person, 

on a daily basis, regarding the Defendant’s Video.  Attached as Exhibit 12 is one of many 

examples of such behavior.   

40. Ms. Klacik also has lost significant professional opportunities.  Because of the 

Criminal Allegations made in the Video, Ms. Klacik lost a book deal, had a contract cancelled 

with a nationally recognized vendor, and lost thousands of dollars in potential donations to Red 

Renaissance, an organization for which she serves as President.  Attached as Exhibits 13 and 14 

are two examples of lost financial opportunities as a direct result of Defendant’s tortious 

conduct.  

Count I 

DEFAMATION 

 

41. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are incorporated by reference as if fully stated herein. 

42. Defendant has intentionally, knowingly and/or recklessly published and 

disseminated false and defamatory statements to third parties of and concerning Ms. Klacik that 

have caused and continue to cause substantial injury to Ms. Klacik’s reputation and business, 

among other things.  

43. Defendant’s false and defamatory statements and the implications drawn from 

Defendant’s statements of and concerning Ms. Klacik are defamatory because they falsely 

accuse Ms. Klacik of criminal activity, injure Ms. Klacik in her personal and professional 

capacity, and cause third parties to think less of Ms. Klacik.   

44. Defendant made these false and defamatory statements about Ms. Klacik with 

knowledge of their falsity and/or reckless disregard as to their truth or falsity.  
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45. Defendant made these false and defamatory statements with actual malice, and 

with the intent of harming Ms. Klacik. 

46. Defendant’s false and defamatory statements have caused substantial injury to 

Ms. Klacik’s reputation, business relationships, and other interests.  

47. Defendant’s false and defamatory statements have caused Ms. Klacik and the 

organization for which she serves as President, Red Renaissance, Inc., to sustain damages of 

hundreds of thousands of dollars.  

48. Defendant’s actions against Ms. Klacik were willful, wanton and malicious, and 

Defendant intended her actions to deliberately harm Ms. Klacik.  

WHEREFORE, Ms. Klacik respectfully prays that this Honorable Court: 

a. Award Ms. Klacik compensatory damages in an amount to be determined at trial, 

but in no event less than $20,000,000, together with punitive damages, interest, costs, reasonable 

attorneys’ fees and other expenses; 

b. Award such other and further relief as is deemed just and proper.  

 

Dated this 17th day of September 2021.     

Respectfully submitted, 

       DICKINSON WRIGHT PLLC 

      s/Daniel D. Choe   

       Daniel D. Choe, #37680 

       424 Church Street, Suite 800 

       Nashville, TN 37219 

       (615) 620-1753 (phone) 

       (844) 670-6009 (fax) 

       dchoe@dickinsonwright.com 

       Attorney for Plaintiff 
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