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and addresses of Plaintiffs in this action are disclosed, the Frente will attempt to intimidate and
harass Plaintiffs.

14.  Furthermore, the Frente’s long-running publicity campaign against Texaco and Chevron
has created expectations in the region that a lawsuit against Chevron could be worth billions of
dollars. On October 30, 2003, E/ Comercio, the principal and most respected newspaper in
Ecuador, published an article on one such press conference held by the Frente in Ecuador to
publicize the Lago Agrio case. A true copy of this article is attached to this declaration as
Exhibit A.

15. If the identities and/or addresses of Plaintiffs in this action were disclosed in the region,
Plaintiffs would become likely targets for violence from other persons or groups. The region of
the Ecuadorian rainforest where Plaintiffs reside is lawless. Ecuador’s border with Colombia is
within 20 kilometers, and the leftist paramilitary group “Fuerzas Armadas Revolucionarias de
Colombia” (“FARC?”) operates freely in Plaintiffs’ region, along with other paramilitary and
criminal groups. These groups notoriously engage in kidnappings for ransom, robberies, drug
trafficking, and other unlawful acts, which they use to raise money to sustain themselves. If the
identities and addresses of Plaintiffs in this action were publicly disclosed, Plaintiffs would
become targets for being kidnapped, on the belief that Plaintiffs’ United States attorneys are rich
and would be able to pay a heavy ransom to ensure Plaintiffs’ safety.

16. There are no local police forces in the Oriente. The Ecuadorian Army provides what
little security there is, maintaining military bases in the region. Given the remote and lawless
nature of the region, Chevron’s lawyers in the Lago Agrio are under the constant protection of

the Army.
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17. Texaco, and now Chevron, have long had close ties to the Ecuadorian military.
Throughout the Lago Agrio litigation, Chevron has made use of Ecuadorian military bases and
otherwise worked closely with the Ecuadorian military. Chevron’s current chief of security in
Ecuador, Manuel Bravo, is a former captain in the Ecuadorian Army. The military of Ecuador
benefits greatly from crude oil exported from Ecuador and its interest is primarily to maintain the
flow of oil at all costs.

18. On February 2, 2006, the American newspaper The Christian Science Monitor published
an article reporting that Chevron, along with at least 16 other multinational oil companies, had
secret, classified agreements with the Ecuadorian military to provide security for their
installations and operations. A true copy of this article is annexed to this declaration as Exhibit
B.

19. Further, given the remoteness of the Oriente region from Quito, the Government does not
always exercise effective control over local military units and commanders in the Oriente.
Chevron, which enjoys great influence in the region, often induces local military units and
commanders to act for the private benefit of Chevron, rather than for the benefit of the
Government.

20. On October 19, 2005, the Lago Agrio court suspended a process of pretrial judicial fact-
finding inspections of allegedly contaminated rainforest sites, at the request of Chevron, after the
Ecuadorian military reported (and the court agreed) that “the minimum security conditions to
complete the process do not exist.” This ruling was reported in an October 20, 2005 article in El
Comercio. A true copy of this article is annexed to this declaration as Exhibit C.

21.  On November 8, 2005, two lawyers for the Lago Agrio plaintiffs and two leaders of

Ecuadorian indigenous groups petitioned the Organization of American States for protection
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from Ecuadorian military intelligence. The petitioners stated that they had been harassed and
intimidated, and that they believed their lives were in danger. One of the lawyers stated that his
office had been robbed on October 28, 2005, and that computers and documents relating to the
case were stolen. This petition was reported in a November 10, 2005 article in EI Comercio. A
true copy of this article is annexed to this declaration as Exhibit D.

22.  On March 6, 2006, EI Comercio published an article reporting that the Lago Agrio
plaintiffs accused Chevron of coordinating with the Ecuadorian military in ongoing efforts to
sabotage the Lago Agrio litigation. A true copy of this article is annexed to this declaration as
Exhibit E.

23. | believe that the threats, harassment, and intimidation of the lawyers and indigenous
leaders in Lago Agrio by the Ecuadorian military are indicative of what would happen to
Plaintiffs in this action if their names and/or other identifying information were to be publicly
disclosed.

24.  There is little question that the plaintiffs in this litigation will place their lives in danger
from a variety of sources if their names are divulged to the public, thus the need to be protected
from public identification.

25.  Asan attorney at The Law Offices of Cristdbal Bonifaz, | acted as co-counsel for the
Plaintiffs in John Roe v. Unocal, Inc., No. 96 Civ. 6112 (RAP) (C.D. Cal.), a case involving
pseudonymous plaintiffs. In 9 years of litigating that case, the parties operated under a
protective order, which allowed for the action to proceed with relative efficiency, while striking
an effective balance between the plaintiffs’ need for protection from potential harm due to
disclosure of their identities and addresses and the defendants’ need to prepare an adequate

defense. Based on my experience with the Unocal case, | believe that if the Court were to adopt
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order in this case, Plaintiffs would be able to proceed pseudonymously without any significant
prejudice to Defendants. As demonstrated by the Declaration of Thomas J. Cmar, my co-counsel
in this action, and the exhibits annexed thereto, Plaintiffs have proposed such a protective order
to Defendants, under the terms of which Plaintiffs are willing to disclose their names and
identifying information to Defendants immediately, but Defendants have declined to discuss

Plaintiffs’ proposal.

FURTHER DECLARANT SAYETH NAUGHT.
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: Conway, Massachusetts
June 9, 2006
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v
#CristGbal Bonifaz

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

Franklin County Conway, Massachusetts

Cristobal Bonifaz appeared before me today June 9, 2006 and was sworn as to the
truth of all the matters asserted in this Affidavit.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires on g i e a //






