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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

 

RUBY FREEMAN, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

RUDOLPH W. GIULIANI, 

Defendant. 

 
 
 
Civil Action No. 21-3754 (BAH) 
 
Judge Beryl A. Howell 

FINAL CONSENT JUDGMENT AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

On December 18, 2023, three days after a unanimous jury awarded plaintiffs Ruby 

Freeman and Wandrea’ ArShaye “Shaye” Moss, in their first complaint against defendant 

Rudolph W. Giuliani (“Freeman I”), a total of $148,169,000.00, in compensatory and punitive 

damages for defamation and intentional infliction of emotional distress inflicted by Giuliani, and 

the same day Final Judgment was entered in Freeman I, plaintiffs filed the instant action against 

Giuliani seeking to permanently enjoin him from “continu[ing] to spread the very same lies for 

which he has already been held liable in the Freeman I action.”  Compl. ¶¶ 3, 6, ECF No. 1; see 

Freeman v. Giuliani, No. 21-cv-3354 (BAH), 2023 WL 9783148 (D.D.C. Dec. 18, 2023) 

(“Freeman I, Final Judgment”); Verdict Form, id., ECF No. 135 (awarding $16,171,000 to 

Freeman and $16,998,000 to Moss as compensatory damages for defamation; $20,000,000 to 

each plaintiff as compensatory damages for emotional distress; and $75,000,000 total to both 

plaintiffs, as punitive damages).1   

 
1  The Final Judgment in Freeman I adopted the parties’ Joint Stipulation Regarding Final Judgment, 

in which the parties agreed to reduce the damages award to $145,969,000, plus post-judgment interest and costs, and 
ordered Giuliani to reimburse plaintiffs, in addition to the damages award, a total of $237,113 in accumulated 
attorney’s fees in connection with plaintiffs’ three successful discovery motions, which had remained unpaid as 
Giuliani failed to comply with the orders, for a total judgment against Giuliani in the amount of $146,206,113, plus 
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Plaintiffs filed the instant action due to Giuliani’s continued engagement in a “course of 

repetitive defamatory statements” about plaintiffs, including during and following the trial on 

damages in Freeman I, Compl. ¶¶ 1, 13–16, which trial determined the amount of compensatory 

and punitive damages to be awarded plaintiffs following this Court’s entry of default judgment 

against Giuliani on liability as a sanction for his “egregious discovery violations,” Freeman v. 

Giuliani, No. 21-cv-3354 (BAH), 2024 WL 1616675, at *9 (D.D.C. Apr. 15, 2024) (“Freeman I, 

Renewed Directed Verdict and New Trial Denial Order”).  Giuliani, undeterred by the final 

judgment of $146,206,113 imposed on him for defamation, intentional infliction of emotional 

distress, and civil conspiracy to commit those torts, continued to publish false “statements” and 

“refus[ed] to agree to refrain from continuing to make such statements, mak[ing] clear that he 

intend[ed] to persist in his campaign of targeted defamation and harassment.”  Compl. ¶ 6.   

Plaintiffs accordingly initiated the instant, second, action against Giuliani (“Freeman II”), 

alleging, as in Freeman I, defamation/defamation per se and intentional infliction of emotional 

distress, see Compl. ¶¶ 17–30, and seeking to enjoin Giuliani “from making or publishing, or 

causing to be made or published, further statements repeating any and all false claims that 

Plaintiffs engaged in election fraud . . . during or related to the 2020 presidential election; that 

either Plaintiff was arrested for any such fraud, illegal activity, or misconduct; and/or that either 

Plaintiff had any record of engaging in election fraud or related illegal activity or misconduct 

prior to the 2020 presidential election,” together with attorney’s fees and costs, and “[s]uch other 

and further relief as this Court deems just and proper,” id. ¶ Prayer for Relief. 

 
 

post-judgment interest.  See Renewed Directed Verdict and New Trial Denial Order, 2024 WL 1616675, at *1 n.1 
(citations omitted). 
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Though plaintiffs seek only injunctive relief in this action, see id., proceedings 

nevertheless remained—for more than five months—subject to the automatic stay triggered by 

Giuliani’s filing of a Chapter 11 bankruptcy petition in the Southern District of New York on 

December 21, 2023.  See Chapter 11 Pet., In re Rudolph W. Giuliani, No. 23-12055 (SHL), ECF 

No. 1 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. Dec. 21, 2023); Notice of Order Modifying Automatic Stay (“Notice”), 

Ex. A, Stip. and Agreed Order Modifying Automatic Stay to Allow for Entry and Enforcement 

of Permanent Injunction, ECF No. 13-1 (“Lift Stay Order”).  Giuliani’s Chapter 11 filing 

automatically halted all proceedings in this case, including plaintiffs’ right to pursue relief from 

Giuliani’s continued publication of false statements, “even though such statements had ‘been 

found and held, conclusively, to be defamatory.’”  Freeman I, Renewed Directed Verdict and 

New Trial Denial Order, 2024 WL 1616675, at *5 n.6 (quoting Compl. ¶ 6).  Giuliani remains a 

debtor in a Chapter 11 case captioned In re Rudolph W. Giuliani, No. 23-12055 (SHL) (the 

“Giuliani Bankruptcy”) currently pending in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the 

Southern District of New York (the “Bankruptcy Court”), and plaintiffs are creditors in the 

Giuliani Bankruptcy.  See Lift Stay Order at 1. 

Not until yesterday, May 21, 2024, pursuant to the parties’ stipulation, did the 

Bankruptcy Court enter an order modifying the automatic stay to permit: (1) the parties to notify 

this Court of the Bankruptcy Court’s Lift Stay Order and file their Joint Stipulation and proposed 

Final Consent Judgment; (2) this Court to enter the parties’ Joint Stipulation and proposed Final 

Consent Judgment; and (3) “Plaintiffs, the Committee [of Unsecured Creditors], and the District 

Court to take any steps necessary to enforce the Permanent Injunction.”  Lift Stay Order at 1–6.  

That same day, with the automatic stay lifted, the parties filed in this Court a Joint Stipulation 

and Consent to Entry of Final Judgment “resolving this action,” and a Notice, “request[ing] that 
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the Court enter the Proposed Final Consent Judgment and Permanent Injunction without delay.”  

Notice at 1–2, ECF No. 13; see Jt. Stip. & Consent to Entry of Final Judgment (“Jt. Stip.”), ECF 

No. 14; Proposed Final Consent Judgment and Permanent Injunction (“Proposed Final Consent 

Judgment”), ECF No. 14-2.  This Joint Stipulation, setting forth the parties’ agreement “to 

resolve this action through a Proposed Final Consent Judgment and Permanent Injunction,” 

Notice at 2, forms part of the parties’ agreed-upon resolution of the adversary proceeding against 

Giuliani that plaintiffs had commenced in the Bankruptcy Court on May 10, 2024, seeking, as 

here, “injunctive relief to restrain [Giuliani] from continuing to repeat the defamatory statements 

for which he had been held liable in” Freeman I, id. at 1; see Jt. Stip., Ex. A, Bankruptcy Court 

Adversary Proceeding Complaint (“Adversary Complaint”), ECF No. 14-1.    

As set forth in the Joint Stipulation jointly executed by both parties, Giuliani—having 

“had an opportunity to consult with counsel” and having “obtained the advice of counsel”—

“consents to entry of final judgment and permanent injunctive relief in favor of Plaintiffs,”  

“voluntarily, knowingly, and irrevocably waives any right of appeal from entry of the Proposed 

Consent Judgment,” as well as “any challenge to the validity of the Proposed Consent 

Judgment,” and agrees that the complaint in the instant action “shall be deemed amended to 

include all of the allegations in the Adversary Complaint.”  Jt. Stip. at 2–3.  The parties’ 

Proposed Final Consent Judgment and Permanent Injunction provides for the permanent 

enjoining of Giuliani from “publishing, causing others to publish, and/or assisting in others’ 

publication of (a) any statements that suggest that Plaintiffs . . . engaged in wrong-doing in 

connection with the 2020 presidential election, or (b) any of the Actionable Statements adjudged 

false and defamatory” in Freeman I, as enumerated in the Proposed Final Consent Judgment, “or 

any other statements conveying the same defamatory meaning,” and provides that this “Court 
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retains jurisdiction to enforce this Final Consent Judgment and Permanent Injunction.”  Proposed 

Final Consent Judgment at 2–9.   

Upon consideration of the parties’ Joint Stipulation and Consent to Entry of Final 

Judgment, ECF No. 14, and the Notice “request[ing] that the Court promptly effectuate that 

agreement by entering the Parties’ Proposed Final Consent Judgment and Permanent Injunction,” 

Notice at 1, ECF No. 13,  it is hereby:  

ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of 

this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1332 and venue is proper in this District under 28 U.S.C. § 

1391(b)(2); it is further  

ORDERED that final judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiffs Ruby Freeman and 

Wandrea’ ArShaye “Shaye” Moss, and against Defendant Rudolph W. Giuliani; it is further 

ORDERED that Defendant Rudolph W. Giuliani is PERMANENTLY ENJOINED 

from publishing, causing others to publish, and/or assisting in others’ publication of (a) any 

statements that suggest that Plaintiffs, whether mentioned directly, indirectly, or by implication, 

engaged in wrong-doing in connection with the 2020 presidential election, or (b) any of the 

Actionable Statements adjudged false and defamatory in Freeman I, or any other statements 

conveying the same defamatory meaning.  For purposes of this Final Consent Judgment and 

Permanent Injunction, those “Actionable Statements” shall be defined to mean the statements set 

forth in Appendix A, infra, which are taken from the Joint Pretrial Submission filed in Freeman 

I, see Jt. Pretrial Submission, Freeman v. Giuliani, No. 21-cv-3354 (BAH), ECF No. 105, at 14–

19 (D.D.C. Nov. 14, 2023); and it is further 

ORDERED that this Court retains jurisdiction to enforce this Final Consent Judgment 

and Permanent Injunction. 
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SO ORDERED. 

 

Date:  May 22, 2024  

__________________________ 
BERYL A. HOWELL 
United States District Judge 
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APPENDIX A: ACTIONABLE STATEMENTS 
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