A DECADE OF CORRUPTION

Sleepwalking into fascism
A team of MIT lawyers, including former General Counsel Greg Morgan (left),
suppressed and manipulated evidence for the investigation into the Jeffrey Epstein
scandal at MIT, produced a phony report that exonerated Rafael Reif in the face of all
evidence and minimized the damage to Israel Ruiz (center).
The defense for Reif and Ruiz hinged on 3 different strategies:
— Suppressing any reference to the January 2015 uproar when Alan Dershowitz (right)
was brought into the Epstein accusations.
— writing a report that never questioned discrepancies, investigated important leads,
and scrambled the timelines into confusing, random ADD gibberish.
— but most notably, a bizarre and repugnant strategy to blur the responsibility of Israel
Ruiz in with 2 other VPs, and then declare that MIT had no policy in place to address
the issue that Epstein posed. And they got away with it.
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Justice for

Aaron Swartz.

Date: Jan 13, 2015
From: Israel Ruiz
To: Jai Ito

…do you have time for a conversation about the
gift discussion we [had] before the break? We
have had a chance to discuss the nuances in light
of the most recent news and would like to share
Rafael [Reif] and others perspectives with you.
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EVIDENCE

“…in light of recent news”
The authors of the report are not conducting an investigation. They are hiding
information, and coming up with implausible but legally viable explanations. The most
important piece of incriminating evidence is Ruiz’ Jan 13, 2012 email to Jai Ito.
But it needs the context of the January 2015 Alan Dershowitz and Jeffrey Epstein
scandal, and that’s what the authors remove from their report.
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“…in light of recent news”
The woman, who was not identified
in the court document, was
repeatedly sexually abused by Mr.
Epstein as a minor, the filing said,
and was “required” to have sex
with Prince Andrew and Mr.
Dershowitz several times, including
in Florida, New York, New Mexico
and the Virgin Islands and on
private planes.

By Timothy Williams
Jan. 6, 2015
A well-known criminal defense lawyer, who along with
Prince Andrew has been accused of having sex with an
under-age girl, has denied the allegations in a federal
court filing and asked that his name be removed from
the case.
In court papers filed Monday in the Southern District of
Florida, representatives for the lawyer, Alan M.
Dershowitz, called the claims that he had sex with a
minor “outrageous and impertinent.”
The accusations against Mr. Dershowitz, a professor
emeritus at Harvard Law School, and Prince Andrew,
second son of Queen Elizabeth and fifth in line to the
British throne, came in a motion filed Dec. 30 as part of
a broader, long-running federal lawsuit. Mr. Dershowitz
and Prince Andrew are not parties to the broader
lawsuit.
The motion claimed that Jeffrey E. Epstein, a wealthy
businessman who has previously pleaded guilty to
soliciting prostitution, had forced the girl, beginning at
age 15, to have sex with “politically connected and
financially powerful people,” including Mr. Dershowitz
and Prince Andrew. Buckingham Palace has vehemently
denied the allegations against the prince.
The woman, who was not identified in the court
document, was repeatedly sexually abused by Mr.
Epstein as a minor, the filing said, and was “required” to
have sex with Prince Andrew and Mr. Dershowitz several
times, including in Florida, New York, New Mexico and
the Virgin Islands and on private planes.
The motion also claimed that Mr. Dershowitz had abused
other minors and had been “an eyewitness to the sexual
abuse of many other minors” by Mr. Epstein and others.
In a statement accompanying the court filing, Mr.
Dershowitz said the encounters could not have occurred
for several reasons, including the one time he had visited
Mr. Epstein’s house in New Mexico. The house was still
under construction, and Mr. Dershowitz said he had
stayed for about an hour. He was accompanied, he said,
by his wife and daughter and another couple.
“Mr. Epstein was not there,” Mr. Dershowitz said. “Nor
were there any young girls visible at any time.”
Bradley J. Edwards, a lawyer for the woman, declined to
comment Tuesday.
Mr. Dershowitz’s lawyers said in their motion that the
allegation was “nothing more than a vehicle to impugn
the reputation of Professor Dershowitz, filed with the
certain result of stirring up media interest.”
The motion argued that Mr. Dershowitz, who has
previously served as Mr. Epstein’s lawyer, should be
allowed to remove his name from the case given that the
allegations of sexual abuse had harmed his reputation.
“Few accusations, if any, can launch such an immediate
sensation as well as an enduring taint, notwithstanding
their utter falsity and the impeccable reputation of the
accused,” the motion said.

The 3 VPs defense strategy intended to
disguise the role of Israel Ruiz.
A sickening abdication of responsibility and accountability.

The goal of the Jeffrey Epstein
“investigation” was to protect Rafael Reif
and minimize damage to Israel.

The Fossil Fuel
Industry and MIT
Corporation are
using lawyers and
legal strategy
against the MIT
community.
It had nothing whatever to do with the
truth.
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Findings.
These were not “findings.” They were the defense strategy
worked out by lawyers and implemented by the authors of the
“report.”.

Findings
The following is a summary of our findings:

5. In 2013, certain members of MIT’s Senior Team—
Vice President and General Counsel R. Gregory
Morgan, Vice President for Resource
Development Jeffrey Newton, and Executive Vice
President and Treasurer Israel Ruiz—were aware
of, and approved, Epstein’s donations to support
Ito and the Media Lab. Morgan, Newton, and
Ruiz established an informal framework in 2013,
under which all subsequent Epstein donations to
MIT were ultimately approved and accepted.
These members of the Senior Team who
approved MIT’s acceptance of Epstein’s
donations were aware that Epstein had a criminal
record involving sex offenses.
6. …
7. President Reif was not contemporaneously
aware of Epstein’s donations, was not aware that
MIT was accepting donations from a convicted
sex offender and accused pedophile, and had no
role in approving MIT’s acceptance of the
donations.
8. Since MIT had no policy or processes for
handling controversial donors in place at the
time, the decision to accept Epstein’s postconviction donations cannot be judged to be a
policy violation. But it is clear that the decision
was the result of collective and significant errors
in judgment that resulted in serious damage to
the MIT community.
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REPORT CONCERNING
JEFFREY EPSTEIN’S
INTERACTIONS WITH THE
MASSACHUSETTS
INSTITUTE OF
TECHNOLOGY

January 10, 2020

Roberto M. Braceras
Jennifer L. Chunias
Kevin P. Martin
Goodwin Procter LLP

Suppressing
Evidence 1c
From MIT Jeffrey Epstein report, Page 39.

•

The email from
Ruiz to Jai Ito is
the most
important piece
of evidence in
the report. So
minimizing the
damage from
this email is a
critical task of
the authors.

On the same evening of the January 13 Senior Team retreat, Ruiz
emailed Ito to ask “[d]o you have time for a conversation about the
gift discussion we [had] before the break? We have had a chance to
discuss the nuances in light of the most recent news and would like
to share Rafael [Reif] and others perspectives with you.” Ruiz told us
that he does not actually recall President Reif speaking on this
subject at the Senior Team retreat; Ruiz suggested that hisreference
to “Rafael[’s]” perspectives was meant to convey President Reif’s
implicit acceptanceof the group consensus, although he also
recalled that Chancellor Barnhart may have objected toaccepting
Epstein’s donations. As noted above, like numerous other members
of the Senior Team, President Reif told us that he would have
remembered if there had been a discussion of a donation from a
convicted sex offender. Ito followed up with Ruiz the following
morning andnoted that, “[a]ctually, the gift discussion is deferred
and isn’t really imminent. Let me know if you still need to speak.
Maybe it’s better for us to schedule a meal or something to discuss
thisand other issues in a more leisurely way.” Ruiz responded that
there was no need to speak urgently, and he reported to us that the
conversation with Ito never happened. Ito could not recall whether
he and Ruiz ever had the conversation.

(See next page for analysis)
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MIT President Rafael Reif’s triumphs are not limited to whitewashing Jeffrey Epstein
and greenwashing Russian oil. He has also persecuted Aaron Swartz over a two year
period for a nonviolent act of civil disobedience, culminating in Aaron’s suicide at age
26 in January 2013.
The difference between Aaron and most other people is that he knew the difference
between rhetoric and action. He knew that saying something wasn’t equivalent to
seeing it realized in the world. And that was part of what he was trying to
communicate in his action at MIT.
Next month will be the tenth anniversary of the resignation of Susan Hockfield, MIT’s
first — and only — woman president. Hockfield resigned unexpectedly on February 16,
2012, after just 7 years in office, offering only a few sentences of explanation. But it is
virtually certain that she resigned because of the deal with Russia that MIT signed a
few months earlier — not because she opposed fossil fuels, which was the driver of the
deal — but because she wasn’t up to the lying necessary to deceive the MIT
community that the deal with Russia was about an “Innovation Hub” and not trillions of
barrels of Russian shale and Arctic oil.

Rafael Reif has no brakes on his lying of any kind, but he does it under
a legal protection of simply withholding the key information and
misrepresenting whatever it is he’s trying to sell to the MIT Community.
But with the 2019 investigation of MIT’s Jeffrey Epstein scandal, something very, very
different happened. Two teams of lawyers, working with the MIT Corporation, created
a defense strategy to protect Rafael Reif and minimize the damage to Israel Ruiz. They
got away with it for specific reasons — even though Ruiz is one of the most powerful
men in MIT history, most people have no idea who he is or what he does, so the lie
that MIT’s legal team told went right past most people.
The critical thing to understand here is that:
— the fossil fuel industry is driving this, enabled by the MIT Corporation
— they are using lawyers and legals strategies against the MIT community
— they are willing to suppress information, manipulate information, and disguise a
legal defense as an investigation.

Lawsuit 1

Why did Susan Hockfield
resign?
Next month is the tenth anniversary of Susan
Hockfield’s resignation as the president of MIT.
Perhaps it’s time to finally understand the story
behind the debacle and tragedy.

February 16, 2012

“The Institute is now moving forward on a new set of
ambitious goals, and I have concluded that the powerful
momentum we have built makes this an opportune moment
for a leadership transition.…”
— Susan Hockfield
Looking to the Future
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Lawsuit 2

“The Innovation Hub”
Rafael Reif lied to the MIT community about the
nature of the MIT-Russia agreement, describing it
as an “innovation hub.”
Russia paid MIT $300 million to create The
Skolkovo Institute of Science and Technology,
which has no clean energy focus of any kind.
It is a hydrocarbon research center, intended to
solve Russia technical problems in accessing
shale and Arctic oil.

Viktor Vekselberg
Chairman, Skolkovo Foundation
Trustee, MIT Corporation (2013-2018)

“MIT hopes through [Skoltech] to help plant the
seeds of an innovation ecosystem in Skolkovo that
will benefit the participating institutions—and the
rest of the world.”
— Provost Rafael Reif
MIT News, June 18, 2011
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Lawsuit 3

“Engagement”
Rafael Reif used the idea of “engagement” as a
justification for MIT’s refusal to divest.
It’s worth understanding what “engagement”
means to a fossil fuel stronghold like MIT.
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Rafael Reif’s Schlumberger
Compensation (2007-2021:
2014.
U.S. Treasury Department
issues sanctions against
Russia, prohibiting support
for Russia’s shale and Arctic
oil production.

$4.5 Million

2015.
Schlumberger receives
largest criminal fine in
U.S. history for sanction
violations in Sudan.

Year

Cash

Stocks

Compensation

2007

$52,500.00

$147,660.00

$200,160.00

2008

$97,500.00

$201,100.00

$298,600.00

2009

$120,000.00

$110,228.00

$241,793.00

2010

$120,000.00

$160,695.00

$280,695.00

2011

$127,500.00

$197,528.00

$325,028.00

2012

$130,000.00

$166,815.00

$296,815.00

2013

$130,000.00

$167,468.00

$297,468.00

2014

$130,000.00

$228,488.00

$376,280.00

2015

$130,000.00

$212,873.00

$355,879.00

2016

$137,500.00

$178,650.00

$316,150.00

2017

$137,500.00

$178,650.00

$280,695.00

2018

$158,700.00

$189,980.00

$325,028.00

2019

$155,000.00

$184,180.00

$357,265.00

2020

$116,250.00

$177,912.00

$294,162.00

2021

$116,250.00

$177,912.00

$294,162.00

Total

$1,858,700.00

$2,680,139.00

$4,540,180.00

Source: Schlumberger SEC
Proxy Statements 2004-2021

Rafael Reif’s Conflict of Interest
MIT President Rafael Reif received $4.5 million compensation in cash and stocks for
the 14 years he served on the Schlumberger Board of Directors, remaining on the
board in 2014 when the U.S. issued sanctions against Russia related to shale oil
production, and in 2015 when Schlumberger received the largest criminal fine in
U.S. history for sanction violations in Sudan.
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Rafael Reif’s Schlumberger
Compensation (2007-2021:

$4.5 Million

2014.
U.S. Treasury Department
issues sanctions against
Russia, prohibiting support
for Russia’s shale and
Arctic oil production.

2015.
Schlumberger receives
largest criminal fine in
U.S. history for sanction
violations in Sudan.

Year

Cash

Stocks

Compensatio
n

2007

$52,500.00

$147,660.00

$200,160.00

2008

$97,500.00

$201,100.00

$298,600.00

2009

$120,000.00

$110,228.00

$241,793.00

2010

$120,000.00

$160,695.00

$280,695.00

2011

$127,500.00

$197,528.00

$325,028.00

2012

$130,000.00

$166,815.00

$296,815.00

2013

$130,000.00

$167,468.00

$297,468.00

2014

$130,000.00

$228,488.00

$376,280.00

2015

$130,000.00

$212,873.00

$355,879.00

2016

$137,500.00

$178,650.00

$316,150.00

2017

$137,500.00

$178,650.00

$280,695.00

2018

$158,700.00

$189,980.00

$325,028.00

2019

$155,000.00

$184,180.00

$357,265.00

2020

$116,250.00

$177,912.00

$294,162.00

2021

$116,250.00

$177,912.00

$294,162.00

Total $1,858,700.00 $2,680,139.00 $4,540,180.00

Source: Schlumberger SEC
Proxy Statements 2004-2021

Rafael Reif’s Conflict of Interest
MIT President Rafael Reif received $4.5 million compensation in cash and stocks for the 14 years
he served on the Schlumberger Board of Directors, remaining on the board in 2014 when the
U.S. issued sanctions against Russia related to shale oil production, and in 2015 when
Schlumberger received the largest criminal fine in U.S. history for sanction violations in Sudan.
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Lawsuit 5

Reif purges
environmental
faculty with
impunity.
Four years of work vanish, replaced
by a money-laundering Ponzi
scheme, and no one protests.
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Skolkovo Institute Publications
Over 30 peer-reviewed articles from 2015-2016 published by
researchers at the Skolkovo Institute, related to shale research and
the Bazhenov Formation.
2015
Experimental investigations of hydrocarbon fluid recovery from hydrothermally treated rocks of the
Bazhenov Formation
Modeling of Environmentally Friendly Undeground Fluid Injection
TEM Study of Bazhen Shales
Geochemical technique of organic matter research in deposits enrich in kerogene (the Bazhenov
Formation, West Siberia)
Thermal conductivity as indicator of total organic carbon for bazhen svite rocks
Reduction of thermal evolution uncertainties in modeling of hydrocarbons maturation
On a hydro-geomechanical modeling of shale formations
The study of pore space morphology in kerogen from Bazhenov formation
Thermal properties of rocks from Bazhenov suite
Assessment of water content in rocks of the Bazhenov formation
Integration of X-ray micro-computed tomography and focused-ion-beam scanning electron microscopy
data for pore-scale characterization of Bazhenov formation, Western Siberia
Improving quality of rock anisotropy study by combining sonic logging and thermal conductivity
measurements on cores
Problem of quality of petrothermophysical and geothermal input data for basin and petroleum system
modeling
Reduction of thermal evolution uncertainties in modeling of hydrocarbons maturation
Hydraulic fracture propagation in a layered elasto-plastic medium
Digital rock model of bazhen formation for hydrodynamical and geomechanical study
The bazhenov formation research by physico-chemical methods
A method for determination of water content in real and model porous media in equilibrium with bulk ice
or gas hydrate
Thermal conductivity of bottom sediments in the East Siberian Arctic seas: a case study in the Buor-Khaya
Bay

Bazhenov publications from the Skolkovo Institute
MIT paid Russia $300 million dollars to create the Skolkovo Institute of Science and
Technology for a single reason: to address the technical challenges that prevented
1 of 9
Russia from accessing its vast reserves of shale and Arctic oil.

Evidence
Findings
These aren’t “findings.” They’re the legal defense developed by MIT Lawyers to protect
Rafael Reif and minimize damage to Israel Ruiz. In writing the Epstein “report,” the
authors are suppressing, manipulating, and rearranging evidence and information to
achieve these results.

TABLE 1
Rafael Reif’s Schlumberger Compensation (2007-2021)
Year

Cash

Stocks

Compensation

2007

$52,500

$147,660

$200,160

2008

$97,500

$201,100

$298,600

2009

$120,000

$110,228

$241,793

2010

$120,000

$160,695

$280,695

2011

$127,500

$197,528

$325,028

2012

$130,000

$166,815

$296,815

2013

$130,000

$167,468

$297,468

2014

$130,000

$228,488

$376,280

2015

$130,000

$212,873

$355,879

2016

$137,500

$178,650

$316,150

2017

$137,500

$178,650

$280,695

2018

$158,700

$189,980

$325,028

2019

$155,000

$184,180

$357,265

2020

$116,250

$177,912

$294,162

2021

$116,250

$177,912

$294,162

Total
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$4,540,180

ENERGY NEWS FEB. 11, 2014 / 7:20 AM

Gazprom Neft,
Schlumberger
target Siberian
shale
Gazprom Neft, the oil subsidiary of gas company
Gazprom, said Monday it was drawing on
Schlumberger's experience to develop "hard-toextract" shale oil reserves.

MOSCOW, Feb. 11 (UPI) -- Russian energy company Gazprom Neft said it
signed an agreement with oilfield services company Schlumberger to
examine shale reserves in Western Siberia.
Both sides signed a framework agreement on technology cooperation
for shale oil reserve areas in the Khanty-Mansi autonomous district in
Western Siberia.
Gazprom Neft, the oil subsidiary of gas company Gazprom, said Monday
it was drawing on Schlumberger's experience to develop "hard-toextract" shale oil reserves.
Gazprom Neft offered no estimate of the reserve potential and there was
no statement from Schlumberger about the agreement.
In January, a Russian joint venture between Shell and Gazprom Neft,
Salym Petroleum Development, announced it started a five-well drilling
program in Siberian shale.
In December, Russian energy company Rosneft, one of the largest
energy companies in the world, signed an agreement with its Norwegian
counterpart Statoil to explore the shale oil potential in the Ural
mountains of Russia.
Shale development in Russia is in its early stages. Hydraulic fracturing
and horizontal drilling, two drilling technologies used for shale reserves,
has led to an oil and natural gas boom in North America.

13 years

15 years

$3.5 Million

$3.2 Million

Jerome Wiesner

John Deutch

L. Rafael Reif

Schlumberger Director 1969-1985

Schlumberger Director 1987-1992, 1998-2006

Schlumberger Director 2007-2021

Figure 1

Rafael Reif lied to the MIT Community in 3 distinct phases that
progressed from withholding information to greenwashing to lying
Electric-vehicle (EV) go-to-market model

2010-2015
“The Innovation Hub”
•

From 2010-2015 Rafael Reif described the
Skolkovo Institute as an “innovation hub”,
emphasizing…

•

He said nothing about shale research, the
Bazhenov formation, degrees in Petroleum
Engineering.

•

Nothing about his annual Schlumberger
salary ($4.5 million over 14 years, with the
majority of compensation in stock so that
he had a direct interest in Schlumberger
revenue.)

“MIT hopes through [Skoltech]
to help plant the seeds of an
innovation ecosystem in
Skolkovo that will benefit the
participating institutions—and
the rest of the world.”
— Provost Rafael Reif
MIT News, June 18, 2011

2012 - present
Greenwashing
•

In April 2012 Provost Reif appointed Maria
Zuber,

•

Nothing about his annual ~$300K
Schlumberger salary, or that his total
compensation would reach $4.5 million,
and that his heavy holding of
Schlumberger made Schlumberger’s
success in Russia relevant to his financial
interest.

•

MIT’s Skolkovo website, skoltech.mit.edu,
was a carefully edited version of the actual
skolkovo.ru/en program, presenting only
two of the 6 Skolkovo research centers

2015-present
The “Engagement” Lie
•

In 2015 MIT’s Fossil Free MIT movement, a
student group demanding investment, had
gained enough tract that the
administration was forced to respond, and
they produced “The Question of
Divestment,” a 2-page section within the
15 page “

“We believe that we should behave
[with great respect] toward fossil fuel
companies.”
MIT President Rafael Reif,
“The Question of Divestment”
A Plan for Action at MIT (2015)

The Lies of Rafael Reif
Up until 2015, MIT President Rafael Reif lied to the MIT Community by withholding
the truth. From 2015, when MIT students began to demand divestment, Reif
explicitly lied to students in regard to MIT’s “engagement” with fossil fuels, leading
them to believe that MIT’s engagement with fossil fuels would be a path to
renewable energy, when there was never any such path.
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February 16, 2012
“The Institute is now moving
forward on a new set of
ambitious goals, and I have
concluded that the powerful
momentum we have built
makes this an opportune
moment for a leadership
transition.”
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How the fossil fuel industry captured MIT
Rafael Reif was elected as MIT’s 17th president after the shortest search in MIT
history, ending MIT’s 7-year experiment with female leadership. Reif’s first action in
the service of the fossil fuel industry that put him into power was to destroy MIT’s
Environmental Research Plan and replace it with a Greenwashing Plan developed
by the new Climate Czar, Maria Zuber.
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The reckless, subversive John Deutch
After serving as a Schlumberger director for 15 years (1987-92, 1997-2007), for
which he was paid $4.5 million in cash and stocks, MIT Institute Professor John
Deutch nominated MIT Provost Rafael Reif to succeed him on the Schlumberger
Board.
In 2012, Deutch was elected as the first Trustee of the new Skolkovo Institute.
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Divestment vs. Engagement
Reif lies with impunity because his strategy has been vetted by lawyers. Activists are
vulnerable to punitive lawsuits.

“…we find that the best way for MIT to accelerate action on the
climate challenge—in science, in technology, in policy and in the
education of our students—is active engagement with organizations
of many kinds.”
— L. Rafael Reif
“The Question of Divestment” (2015)
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“We believe that we should behave [with
great respect] toward fossil fuel
companies.”
MIT President Rafael Reif,
“The Question of Divestment”
A Plan for Action at MIT (2015)

New Skolkovo Institute Lab for Hydrocarbons
“Innovation Hub”
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Skolkovo Institute Publications
Over 30 peer-reviewed articles from 2015-2016 published by
researchers at the Skolkovo Institute, related to shale research and
the Bazhenov Formation.
2015
Experimental investigations of hydrocarbon fluid recovery from hydrothermally treated rocks of the Bazhenov
Formation
Modeling of Environmentally Friendly Undeground Fluid Injection
TEM Study of Bazhen Shales
Geochemical technique of organic matter research in deposits enrich in kerogene (the Bazhenov Formation, West
Siberia)
Thermal conductivity as indicator of total organic carbon for bazhen svite rocks
Reduction of thermal evolution uncertainties in modeling of hydrocarbons maturation
On a hydro-geomechanical modeling of shale formations
The study of pore space morphology in kerogen from Bazhenov formation
Thermal properties of rocks from Bazhenov suite
Assessment of water content in rocks of the Bazhenov formation
Integration of X-ray micro-computed tomography and focused-ion-beam scanning electron microscopy data for
pore-scale characterization of Bazhenov formation, Western Siberia
Improving quality of rock anisotropy study by combining sonic logging and thermal conductivity measurements
on cores
Problem of quality of petrothermophysical and geothermal input data for basin and petroleum system modeling
Reduction of thermal evolution uncertainties in modeling of hydrocarbons maturation
Hydraulic fracture propagation in a layered elasto-plastic medium
Digital rock model of bazhen formation for hydrodynamical and geomechanical study
The bazhenov formation research by physico-chemical methods
A method for determination of water content in real and model porous media in equilibrium with bulk ice or gas
hydrate
Thermal conductivity of bottom sediments in the East Siberian Arctic seas: a case study in the Buor-Khaya Bay

Bazhenov publications from the Skolkovo Institute
MIT paid Russia $300 million dollars to create the Skolkovo Institute of Science and
Technology for a single reason: to address the technical challenges that prevented Russia
from accessing its vast reserves of shale and Arctic oil.
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“We believe that we should behave [with
great respect] toward fossil fuel
companies.”
MIT President Rafael Reif,
“The Question of Divestment”
A Plan for Action at MIT (2015)
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This is the body text.
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The MIT-Russia
Agreement

OIL OLIGARCH

MIT PRESIDENT

Viktor Vekselberg

“Leo” Rafael Reif

Chairman, Skolkovo Foundation

Director, Schlumberger

2010 - present

2007-20211 (Paid $4.5 million)

Board Member, MIT Corporation

Provost, MIT

2013 - 2018

2005 - 2012

President, MIT

2012 - present

October 26, 2011

MIT-Russia Agreement
100% fossil fuels
Secret development of shale and Arctic oil
NO renewable energy component of any kind
No mention of climate change
Destruction of MIT Research to conform to Russian model

OCTOBER 26, 2011

3 men sign a
repugnant agreement
with Russia.
Rafael Reif

John Deutch

John Reed

Provost

Institute Professor

Chairman, MIT
Corporation

FEBRUARY 16, 2012

MIT President Susan
Hockfield resigns.
She is leaving unexpectedly, 7 years earlier than expected, but she offers
no explanation for why she has resigned.

President, MIT

OCTOBER 26, 2011

3 men sign a repugnant agreement with
Russia.
100% fossil fuels
Secret development of shale and Arctic oil
NO renewable energy component of any kind
No mention of climate change
Destruction of MIT Research to conform to Russian model

“In our judgment, a symbolic public move to
divest is not the most effective way for MIT to
drive progress on the climate challenge, and
pursuing it would interfere with the two
strategies MIT should pursue because of their
promise for direct progress: active engagement
and bold convening.”

October 21, 2015

The Question
of Divestment”
By L. Rafael Reif
This section describes how divestment emerged as an
issue on our campus and why we have chosen not to
divest.
The student-led group Fossil Free MIT has presented a
petition with around 3,400 community signatures,
calling on MIT to divest any holdings in a group of 200
fossil fuel companies whose identified reserves, if
burned, would send the global climate over the 2°C
limit that we highlighted in Section I. Their goal, as we
understand it from them, is to use the pressure of an
international movement of high-profile institutional
divestment to draw attention to the seriousness of the
climate threat, and to trigger action against it, by
publicly stigmatizing the practices of the fossil fuel
industry.
We agree entirely on the seriousness and urgency of
the climate threat, and on the need for MIT to play a
public leadership role. However, after studying this
question, we conclude that divestment is incompatible
with the strategy of engagement that forms the heart of
today’s plan.…
(Continue on next page)

Year

Cash

Stocks

Compensation

2007

$52,500.00

$147,660.00

$200,160.00

2008

$97,500.00

$201,100.00

$298,600.00

2009

$120,000.00

$110,228.00

$241,793.00

2010

$120,000.00

$160,695.00

$280,695.00

2011

$127,500.00

$197,528.00

$325,028.00

2012

$130,000.00

$166,815.00

$296,815.00

2013

$130,000.00

$167,468.00

$297,468.00

2014

$130,000.00

$228,488.00

$376,280.00

2015

$130,000.00

$212,873.00

$355,879.00

2016

$137,500.00

$178,650.00

$316,150.00

2017

$137,500.00

$178,650.00

$280,695.00

2018

$158,700.00

$189,980.00

$325,028.00

2019

$155,000.00

$184,180.00

$357,265.00

2020

$116,250.00

$177,912.00

$294,162.00

2021

$116,250.00

$177,912.00

$294,162.00

Total

$1,858,700.00

$2,680,139.00

$4,540,180.00

Rafael Reif earned $4.5
million in cash and stocks
from the Schlumberger oil
services company.
This is the moral example that
Reif sets for MIT undergraduates
as he bullies and lies to them
about engagement.”

Serious action to confront climate change demands intense
collaboration across the research community, industry and
government; divestment would thwart our ability to
collaborate and to convene opposing parties and inspire
united action.
In our judgment, a symbolic public move to divest is not the
most effective way for MIT to drive progress on the climate
challenge, and pursuing it would interfere with the two
strategies MIT should pursue because of their promise for
direct progress: active engagement and bold convening.
As the plan we share today makes clear, we find that the best
way for MIT to accelerate action on the climate challenge—in
science, in technology, in policy and in the education of our
students—is active engagement with organizations of many
kinds. Rapid progress will depend on our collaborating with
a wide range of industry partners, from the most disruptive
local solar start-ups to fossil fuel giants that have mastered
the challenges of delivering energy to millions of
households.

A tipping point
As with the protection of the ozone layer, well-crafted
policies can harness the creative forces of industry to serve
the common good. We judge that growing awareness of
climate change may be generating a tipping point in that
policy dynamic now. Witness the fact that in Paris last Friday,
October 16, 2015, the CEOs of ten of the world’s largest oil
and gas companies declared that their “shared ambition is
for a 2°C future,” and called for “an effective climate change
agreement” at next month’s 21st session of the UN
Conference of Parties to the UN Framework on Climate
Change (COP21).
Six of those companies—BP, Eni, Saudi Aramco, Shell, Statoil
and Total—are members of MITEI. We believe we have
greater power to build on such momentum not by
distancing ourselves from fossil fuel companies, but by
bringing them closer to us.

Furthermore, acceleration will depend on our ability to help
industry and government understand each other, on the
road to designing sound policy incentives. We also see a
unique opportunity for MIT to serve as a convener of widely
different voices and sectors—from activists to industry leaders
—to help shift the public dialogue on climate from
deadlocked argument to a constructive conversation about
solving problems.

We have chosen different tactics than those in the Fossil Free
MIT petition. But our ultimate goal is not different. The
members of Fossil Free MIT and the Climate Change
Conversation Committee, many of whom are personally
engaged in advancing leading-edge climate science and
renewable energy technologies, stimulated much of the
thinking that produced the coordinated commitments in the
plan we issue today. Above all, they brought climate change
to the top of MIT’s institutional agenda by urging that MIT
assume a role of public leadership.

Some argue that it would be possible to take a symbolic
stance against greenhouse gas emissions by publicly
divesting from fossil fuel holdings, while also continuing to
work with fossil fuel companies in these many contexts. We
disagree.

We step up to that challenge with this plan—and with the tide
of new ideas and energy we hope it will unlock across the
global community of MIT. We hope everyone in our
community—including those who wish we had divested—will
work with us to help this vital effort succeed.

In our judgment, the deliberate public act of divestment
would entangle MIT in a movement whose core tactic is
large-scale public shaming. This would retard rather than
encourage the open collaboration and ability to hear new
ideas that are central to our research relationships, central to
our ability to help government and business think creatively
together, and central to our ability to convene and inform
the thinking of those with opposing views.
Throughout the last two years, the student leaders of Fossil
Free MIT have acted with great respect, in a spirit of candor
and collaboration. We believe that we should behave the
same way toward fossil fuel companies.
We are not naïve about the pernicious role of some
segments of the fossil fuel industry in creating the current
policy deadlock. We deplore the practice of “disinformation,”
through which some industry players and related groups
have obstructed public understanding of the problem of
climate change. We are engaged in candid conversations
with industry allies, and we will continue to advocate frankly
with them as we all work together for systemic solutions to
climate change, including a price on carbon; such a policy
shift would change the incentives for us all and make fossil
fuel companies, a rich source of technical talent, a central
source of progress.

