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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF MECKLENBE]H?‘ E(QNTY
NORTH CAROLINA 7919 OCT 11 A 11: 17

(‘),r‘\’ ENBURG CC..C.S10.
RIKI PAUL JOHNSON qYv. o
)
Plaintiff, )
)
)
v, )
)
ASHLEY ELIZABETH FLIEHR )
alk/a ASHLEY FLAIR, a/k/a CHARLOTTE FLAIR ) DOCKETNO.[E CNS |9S22
)
RICHARD MORGAN FLIEHR )
a/k/a RIC FLAIR, a/k/a “NATURE BOY” FLAIR )
)
BRIAN SHIELDS )
)
WORLD WRESTLING ENTERTAINMENT, INC. )
d/b/a the “WWE” )
)
Defendants. )
)
COMPLAINT

COMES NOW the Pro Se Plaintiff, RIKI PAUL JOHNSON, and files this
Defamation Complaint against:

1. ASHLEY ELIZABETH FLIEHR
a’k/a ASHLEY FLAIR, a/k/a CHARLOTTE FLAIR

2, RICHARD MORGAN FLIEHR
a’k/a RIC FLAIR, a/k/a “NATURE BOY” FLAIR

3. BRIAN SHIELDS

4. WORLD WRESTLING ENTERTAINMENT, INC.
d/b/a “the WWE”

and others as yet unknown.



In support thereof the Plaintiff would show the following, to-wit:
L

That RIKI PAUL JOHNSON (the “Plaintiff”), is an adult citizen of the United
States and is currently a resident of the State of New Jersey. The Plaintiff is a former
resident of Charlotte, North Carolina and continues to have members of his immediate
family who reside there.

1.

That ASHLEY ELIZABETH FLIEHR (“Defendant #1”) and RICHARD
MORGAN FLIEHR (“Defendant #2) are both adult citizens of the United States and are
believed to be current residents of Charlotte, North Carolina. BRIAN SHIELDS
(“Defendant #3”) is an adult citizen of the United States and believed to be a resident of
the State of New York. World Wrestling Entertainment, Inc. d/b/a “WWE,”
(“Defendant #4) is a publicly traded entertainment company headquartered in the state of

Connecticut.
1.

That Defendant #1 and Defendant #2 are personally and professionally
associated with/to Defendant #3 and Defendant #4. Defendant #3 is known to be a
contract author who has been in the employ of Defendant #4 in creating publicly
engaging marketing images for WWE personalities. Defendant #4 “WWE” stands for
World Wrestling Entertainment formerly known as World Wrestling Federation (WWF).
The American based company was incorporated in the year 1980 and is well known for
its professional wrestling, sports entertainment, and mass media interests. The

headquarters of the company is located in Stamford, Connecticut.



COUNT 1
IV.

That the Defendant(s) and or their agents (hereinafter collectively referred to as the
“Defendants™) collaborated together in the preparation and publication of a 320-page book
entitled “Second Nature” (ISBN-10: 1250120578) which was released nationally in/about
September 2017. The false assertions in that book were purposely designed to willfully,
maliciously and intentionally inflict emotional distress upon the Plaintiff, without just
cause, and done so with the intent of harming the Plaintiff. As a direct and proximate cause
of Defendants’ actions in publishing the book with the numerous salacious falsehoods
about the Plaintiff - falsehoods that were never verified, nor even investigated, by the
defendants, the Plaintiff was irreparably harmed by the Defendants and subjected to
national ridicule, contempt and disgrace. Such aspersions include, but are certainly not
limited to, the allegation that the Plaintiff is sterile thus incapable of fathering children.
Such a false allegation that called into question how the Plaintiff’s current wife was
recently impregnated while, at the same time, questioning the identity of the Plaintiff’s
other three (3) children’s father — children who all currently reside in the Charlotte, NC
area and who are now subject to the ridicule and shame of the false allegations as well.
Multiple false allegations of physical and/or psychological abuse perpetrated by the
Plaintiff on Defendant #1 and Defendant #2. Notably, alleged criminal misconduct by the
Plaintiff that is unsupported by any official records, medical reports or any other

supporting documentation. Moreover, such misconduct being attributed to the Plaintiff

that is, in fact, contradicted by official police reports and police dash cam video footage

depicting Defendant #1 being the “out-of-control” aggressor in a physical and verbal



tirade which was directed at the responding police officers as well as her disparaging and

racist comments being directed at the Afro-American community in Chapel Hill, NC.

COUNT II
V.

As a direct and proximate cause of Defendants’ actions in publishing the book with
the numerous egregious aspersions, the Defendants willfully, maliciously and intentionally
inflicted emotional distress upon the Plaintiff, without just cause, and did so with the intent
of harming the Plaintiff. In one representative example, the Defendants falsely alleged that
the Plaintiff was terminated from two (2) prior places of employment because of illicit
drug use - claims that they knew were patently false yet they recklessly disregarded their
falsity. As a direct and proximate cause of the Defendants’ actions, the Plaintiff was, in
fact, irreparably harmed by the Defendants and subjected to impeachment in his chosen
profession as well as any future employment opportunities. Resultantly, the Plaintiff has

suffered significant financial hardships and continues to do so.

COUNT III
VI
That the Defendants have intentionally, maliciously and without just cause,
engaged in deceitful business practices, as well as malicious and intentional fraud, that was
deliberately designed to enhance the reputations and WWE marketability of Defendant #1
and Defendant #2, but done so at the expense of the Plaintiff’s national reputation.
Specifically, Defendant #4 agreed, collaborated and conspired with the other Defendants

identified herein, and others as yet unknown, to make Defendant #1 “the driving force



behind WWE's women's evolution, which has given female performers an equal share of
the spotlight both in and out of the ring.” Additionally, as was stated publically by
members of Defendant #4’s corporate management staff, as well as Defendant #3,
Defendant #1 was being promoted and groomed to be the “new face” of women involved
in the WWE. The salacious, albeit false, allegations made against the Plaintiff in the
publication “Second Nature,” (and the many subsequent public interviews) were
intentionally designed to falsely promote Defendant #1 as a female “victim” who
overcame personal adversity and domestic abuse, while, at the same time, representing
Defendant #2 was a supportive and caring father. Neither assertion is based in fact or
truth, but was intentionally designed by Defendant #3 and Defendant #4 to garner public
sympathy (and marketability) for Defendant #1 in the burgeoning #MeToo movement. As

a direct and proximate cause of these deliberate deceitful business practices and

accompanying falsehoods, the Plaintiff has been irreparably harmed.
VIL
By conducting these personal interviews, conducting numerous telephone
interviews and sending emails/texts to Defendant #1 and Defendant #2 in Charlotte, North
Carolina, the Defendants have established this Court’s jurisdiction in this matter by
intentionally, maliciously, and without just cause, slandering the Plaintiffs name and
reputation in the Charlotte, NC community, and elsewhere, by knowingly making these
false and defamatory assertions about the Plaintiff in a national publication. As a direct and
proximate cause thereof, the Defendants have irreparably harmed the Plaintiff.
VIIL.
That as a result of the Defendants’ collective actions, the Plaintiff will be forced to

retain an attorney and incur additional expenses in defending himself in this matter.



WHEREFORE PREMISES CONSIDERED, Plaintiff demands a judgment of and
from the Defendant in the sum of Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($500,000.00) in actual
damages and Five Million Dollars ($5,000,000.00) as punitive damages along with

reasonable attorney fees and all related costs.

WHEREFORE PREMISES FURTHER CONSIDERED, Plaintiffs further pray that
this Court will issue a temporary injunction against the Defendants in preventing said
Defendants from continuing to harm the Plaintiff in the manner set out above. Arguably,
the Plaintiff has no other remedy in law, or equity, and he will continue to be irreparably

harmed should said injunction not be issued.

Plaintiffs pray for such other relief as in law or equity they may be entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

Lh M Lo

RIKI PAULJ OHNS
Pro Se Plaintiff

Date: %/7/2/2,(2{/9

NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY
My Commission Expires 9/0/200



