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“Chevron’s claim that decisions by courts around the world “confirm that the fraudulent 
Ecuadorian judgment against Chevron should be unenforceable” is an outright falsehood - in 
reality no court has made such a determination. The ONLY court to rule about the Ecuadorian 
verdict was judge Kaplan’s ruling which specifically notes that the plaintiffs are free to seek 
enforcement of the Ecuadorian judgment outside of the U.S. and it also indicated that it makes 
NO determination as to the actions of Texaco (Chevron) in Ecuador nor the contamination. In 
fact, Chevron has desperately maneuvered to prevent courts in Canada, Argentina, and Brazil 
from actually taking a look at its “fraud” claims. Chevron prefers to refer to a single home-
country and clearly biased judge (Lewis Kaplan) because his proceedings specifically omitted all 
evidence of contamination in Ecuador. In October 2017, attempts to enforce the case in 
Argentina were rejected for a lack of jurisdiction and connection to Argentina. In November 
2017, Brazil's Superior Court of Justice refused to enforce the decision on the same 
grounds. Chevron attempted to pursue legal retaliatory action in Gibraltar and the defendants 
chose not to not even participate in those hearings. The court thus ruled summarily 
and Chevronwon a default judgment. Finally, it is misleading and false to refer to the Arbitration 
Panel of three appointed arbiters as a “court” nor was it “in The Hague”.  
  
In response to Chevron’s claim that it was “released from all the environmental claims on which 
the fraudulent Ecuadorian judgment is based” through by international tribunal in The Hague, 
firstly, international arbitration is not a court system but a mechanism to allow corporations to 
sue and put pressure on governments. Only corporations are allowed to file “cases” in the 
system and the system (and the arbitrators who are paid by the hour) functions to meet the 
wishes of these corporations. Chevron used the same paid “fact witness” testimony to falsely 
claim bribery in the arbitration proceeding. Second, the Arbitration Panel was not “in The 
Hague” and the decision it reached was without the participation of the communities affected 
by Chevron, violates Ecuadorian law and is unenforceable. The experts Chevron refers to are 
only those the company has threatened and intimidated into signing affidavits written 
by Chevron’s lawyers and the reality, as confirmed by many independent experts (including the 
Louis Berger group) is that there remains a VAST amount of environmental evidence in 
Ecuador. In fact, Chevron’s own leaked inspection videos demonstrate this truth. 
  
In addition, the central claim of Chevron’s RICO SLAPP suit was bribery. (Other claims like 
“fraud” in the Ecuador case require trusting Judge Kaplan to apply the law of Ecuador instead of 
the actual Ecuadorian courts, which have repeatedly considered the same “fraud” claims and 
found them to be without merit.) The only direct evidence of bribery came from a single witness: 
Alberto Guerra. We strongly encourage people to learn more about the shocking facts of Mr. 
Guerra HERE, HERE and HERE. As stated above the only actual evidence submitted 
by Chevron to backup its claims of bribery and ghostwriting was the testimony of Alberta 
Guerra, who has since admitted to having lied for Chevron to receive more money - hardly 
“overwhelming”. Surely, no one would support paying a factual witness over $2 million and 
coaching him for 53 days to deliberately lie to a U.S. federal judge - yet that is precisely 
what Chevron and its lawyers have done. The recent NY Bar referee recommendation that 
Steven Donziger have his law license immediately reinstated is a resounding rejection 
of Chevron’s claims that Donziger should be “repudiated by anyone concerned with the rule of 
law” unless of course Chevron believes that the NY State Bar is not concerned with the rule of 
law”.  
 

http://thechevronpit.blogspot.com/2013/04/on-oil-disasters-bp-took-responsibility.html
https://chevroninecuador.org/assets/docs/2013-12-17-respondents-track-2-rejoinder-redacted.pdf
https://chevroninecuador.org/assets/docs/2013-12-17-respondents-track-2-rejoinder-redacted.pdf
https://www.vice.com/en_us/article/9kvekz/the-chevron-tapes-video-shows-oil-giant-allegedly-covering-up-amazon-contamination
https://youtu.be/gzuiGgKm_ac
https://www.courthousenews.com/ecuadorean-judge-backflips-onexplosive-testimony-for-chevron/
https://amazonwatch.org/news/2013/1031-you-get-what-you-pay-for-perjury-in-this-case
https://www.vice.com/en_us/article/neye7z/chevrons-star-witness-admits-to-lying-in-the-amazon-pollution-case
https://www.courthousenews.com/anti-chevron-lawyer-steven-donziger-gets-blessing-for-return-of-his-law-license/
https://www.courthousenews.com/anti-chevron-lawyer-steven-donziger-gets-blessing-for-return-of-his-law-license/


Donziger is being held in contempt for refusing to turn over his computer, phone, and online 
passwords to Chevron. Chevron’s pretense that it is not involved only illustrates its 
deceitfulness. The private prosecutor appointed to pursue Steven Donziger (after the US 
Attorney’s Office refused to participate in Judge Kaplan’s obvious personal vendetta) has 
admitted she is in regular contact with Chevron’s lawyers. Chevron’s strategy to “demonize 
Donziger” which was revealed in the company’s own internal communication has been public 
knowledge for some time. Despite winning its RICO SLAPP suit the company continues to 
pressure the courts to destroy Donziger’s life and prevent him from doing his work. Why? 
If Chevron believes its own claims above it would have no reason to continue this pressure 
campaign. Instead, it has demanded that the court seize Donziger’s confidential information and 
clearly plans to use that information to target those working with Donziger to enforce the 
Ecuadorian verdict and achieve a clean-up in the Amazon. Chevron’s scheme of using RICO to 
SLAPP Donziger is probably the most well-funded personal attack in U.S. corporate history.” 

 

https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6664334-Letter-Re-Chevron-Law-Firm-Ties.html
https://www.thenation.com/article/activism/steven-donziger-chevron/
https://www.thenation.com/article/activism/steven-donziger-chevron/
https://www.protecttheprotest.org/2019/05/31/the-questions-we-asked-chevron-at-its-annual-shareholder-meeting/

