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“Decisions by courts around the world (United States, Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Gibraltar and 
an international tribunal in The Hague) confirm that the fraudulent Ecuadorian judgment against 
Chevron should be unenforceable in any court that respects the rule of law. An international 
tribunal in The Hague - including an arbitrator chosen by the government of Ecuador - 
unanimously confirmed that, following completion of a $40-million environmental remediation 
program approved by the Ecuadorian government, Chevron was released from all the 
environmental claims on which the fraudulent Ecuadorian judgment is based. The plaintiffs’ own 
scientific experts and consultants have admitted that there is no scientific evidence to support 
their environmental claims. 
  
Donziger’s allegation has already been addressed in court. A meritorious lawsuit cannot be a 
SLAPP and Chevron’s lawsuit was held by the courts to be meritorious. In its 2014 decision, the 
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York ruled for Chevron, finding that 
Donziger committed a pattern of racketeering activity that included extortion, mail fraud, wire 
fraud, money laundering, witness tampering, obstruction of justice, and violations of the Travel 
Act and Foreign Corrupt Practices Act. The federal court held that Donziger and his associates 
obtained a $9.5 billion judgment against Chevron in Ecuador through fraud and racketeering 
that violated the RICO statute. Among the wrongful acts that the federal district court found 
Donziger and his cohorts perpetrated were bribing the Ecuadorian judge to permit Donziger and 
his team to secretly ghostwrite the multi-billion dollar judgment against Chevron, attempting to 
intimidate a judge, prompting the Ecuadorian government to file criminal charges against 
Chevron personnel to achieve a civil settlement, and ghostwriting expert reports by a 
supposedly neutral and independent court expert. The nearly 500-page opinion was affirmed by 
a unanimous panel of the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit on August 8, 
2016. The Supreme Court denied review and, as a result, the decision in favor of Chevron is 
final.    
  
The evidence at trial against Donziger was overwhelming, and much of it from his and his 
team’s internal emails or on video. Significantly, Donziger filed counterclaims against Chevron, 
which were rejected because they lacked any legal or factual merit. Donziger’s actions should 
be repudiated by anyone concerned with the rule of law.  Surely no one would support the 
bribery of foreign judges or ghostwriting the reports of supposedly independent and neutral 
court experts.  But that—among many other things—is what U.S. federal courts have held 
Donziger did.  
  
The rule of law is holding Donziger accountable for his own bad acts. Chevron is not a party to 
the criminal case against Steven Donziger, which was initiated by the court. Donziger’s troubles 
are entirely of his own making.” 

 


