
February 3, 2025

Confidential – Not For
Publication Or Attribution

Re: False and Defamatory Statements About
President Emmanuel Macron and Brigitte Macron

XXXXXXXXX

We write again on behalf of our clients, President and Mrs. Macron.

We were disappointed in your January 16, 2025 response to our December 3, 2024 letter.
Despite our warnings, and with full knowledge of their falsity, your client had doubled down on her
defamatory allegations and, indeed, expanded the scope of her defamation. We had wanted to spare
Ms. Owens the embarrassment of openly confronting her false claims but, instead of doing the right
and responsible thing, it seems she relishes in the public attention.

Since our letter, Ms. Owens has published several X posts and additional podcasts further
defaming  the  Macrons.1 To  the  extent  that  the  Macrons’ claims  suffered  from any of  the  legal
deficiencies you pointed out in your letter (which they did not), Ms. Owens has eliminated any doubts
about such claims and strengthened them with her new statements. Most egregiously, on January 13,
2025,  Ms.  Owens falsely implied that  the  Macrons were responsible for the death of  a journalist
investigating them. That incendiary implication is factually false, offensive, and incredibly damaging.
Ms. Owens repeated this false claim on January 31, 2025, and bolstered the implication by stating she
“did up on security…after getting the letter from Macron and cause of the things that we know about
their network and things that are happening, like I said, to every journalist that tries to get this out.” In
another  outright  lie,  Ms.  Owens  has  repeatedly  stated  that  the  Macrons  admitted  Mrs.  Macron
statutorily raped President Macron in our December 3 letter. That is a complete fabrication, as no such
admission was made within our December 3 letter (or anywhere else). Your client’s recklessness in
making these false and damaging assertions is staggering.



You spend most of your letter discussing actual malice. But the well-documented evidence
of  actual  malice  is  overwhelming,  and your  client  has  only added to that  record with her  public
statements after receiving our letter. As we laid out in our December 3, 2024 letter, Ms. Owens relies
on factually unreliable sources to perpetuate an inherently improbable conspiracy theory despite the
evidence refuting its truth.2 Ms. Owens claims she is a journalist but repeatedly disregards journalistic
standards  in  her  reporting.3 She  also  continues  to  profit  from  these  lies-XXXXXX
XXXXXXXXXXXXXX-and even recently stated she would start reselling the “Man of the Year” t-
shirt mocking Mrs. Macron.4 And, just as Ms. Owens claims she does not have to credit the Macrons-a
court  similarly will  not  be  obligated  to  credit  her  claims  in  the  face  of  overwhelming  evidence
disproving them.5 

Since receiving our letter, Ms. Owens has supplied us with even more evidence of her
reckless disregard of the truth, actual malice, and intent to further injure the Macrons. Ms. Owens
received overwhelming written notice of the evidence contradicting her claims in our December 3,
2025 letter, and yet she continues to double down and expand her lies.6 She has refused to retract any
of the defamatory claims outlined in our letter. 7 Ms. Owens also quoted from portions of our letter but
refused to present her audience with much of the substantive evidence refuting her claims. All of this
is a blatantly obvious attempt to further defame and injure the Macrons and hide the truth from the
audience she has repeatedly lied to about these issues. 8 

Ms. Owens mistakenly believes that her false statements about the Macrons are protected
by her freedom of speech and religion-or at least thinks it will be useful to her cause to throw those
terms around. Defamation is not entitled to First Amendment protection because “there is no 



constitutional value in false statements of fact.” Gertz v. Robert Welch, Inc., 418 U.S. 323, 340(1974);
see also Herbert v. Lando, U.S. 153, 171 (1979). Thus, Ms. Owens “cannot publish an accusation  that
[she] knows has no evidence behind it as a fact to fit [her] desired storyline and then cloak [herself] in
the First  Amendment.”  Young v.  Gannett  Satellite Info.  Network,  Inc.,  734 F.3d 544,  548 (6th Cir.
2013).  A defamation  claim premised,  in  part,  on  Ms.  Owens’ false  claims  that  the  Macrons  are
involved with a satanic cult does not implicate any religious belief where no such group even exists.
Likewise,  the remaining false claims made Ms. Owens are not  based on her religious beliefs just
because she uses religious rhetoric to gain followers.

Your equally ridiculous explanation to excuse Ms. Owens’ false statements from legal
liability-that  the  statements  are  supposedly “rhetorical  hyperbole”-also  fails.  First,  if  Ms.  Owens
sincerely believes  what  she  says  (which  she  repeatedly claims),  the  statements  are  not  rhetorical
hyperbole. Statements that consist of “rhetorical hyperbole, a vigorous epithet” or “loose, figurative,
or hyperbolic language” are protected because they “cannot ‘reasonably [be] interpreted as stating
actual facts’ about an individual.” Milkovich v. Lorain J. Co., 497 U.S. 1, 20 (1990) (quoting Hustler
Mag., Inc. v. Falwell, 485 U.S. 46, 50 (1988). Ms. Owens cannot simultaneously take the position that
she believes the truth of her defamatory assertions and that those statements are exaggerations that no
reasonable person would take seriously as statements of purported fact. If anything, this nonsensical
argument in your letter only further demonstrates that Ms. Owens deliberately distorts the truth for
shock value to her audience-a further admission of her malice and financial incentive to defame the
Macrons.

Moreover, the context of her statements flatly disproves any notion that Ms. Owens was
not “seriously…maintaining an assertion of actual fact.” To the contrary, Ms. Owens repeatedly asserts
that she is providing facts and recently noted a “trove of evidence” of her false claims. Ms. Owens
stated this clearly-and eliminated any doubt that she was engaging in rhetorical hyperbole- when she
proclaimed on January 10, 2024 that she is “exposing what [she] deem[s] to be the truth.” Previously,
she made  the false  and defamatory assertion that  President  Macron is  a  psychopath,  while  citing
“research” supposedly supporting her allegation and claims that Mrs. Macron’s purported sexual abuse
of President Macron turned him into a psychopath. With her claiming to “expos[e]…the truth” that is
supported by “research,” no reasonable listener could possible believe that Ms. Owens was engaging
in rhetorical hyperbole not meant to be taken seriously.

Your claim that the Macrons have not been damaged by your client’s false statements is
further belied by the second sentence of your January 16, 2025 letter-in your words, “Candace is an
international sensation.” Her false claims have reached an international audience. The views, likes,
comments, downloads, and shares of her false statements provide conclusive proof that Ms. Owens’
fabrications are believed and repeated. It is self-evident that Ms. Owens’ proliferation of these false
claims has resulted in “impairment of reputation and standing in the community, personal humiliation,
or mental anguish and suffering.” Myers v. Pickering Firm, Inc., 959 S.W.2d 152, 164 (Tenn. Ct. App.
1997).

Lastly,  your  January 16  letter  did  not  acknowledge  our  legal  hold  demand.  For  your
convenience, we repeat it here:

Until these issues are resolved, please ensure that you, your principals, and all your
sources are preserving and retaining all emails, text messages, audiovisual recordings,



voice mails,  drafts,  notes, communications,  documents, data, and electronically stored
information  of  any  kind  that  relates  in  any  way  to  these  matters.  Your  document
preservation obligations apply both to you individually and to any entities you control.
Please confirm receipt of this letter and that you intend to adhere to our request to retain
documents as set forth above

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX any  other  entity
controlled by Ms. Owens will preserve all documents and communications as outlined above.

This is not a full statement of our client’s rights and remedies, all of which are expressly
reserved.

 Sincerel


