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My name is Peter Clark.  I am the international chapter coordinator for the Leonard Peltier Defense Offense Committee.

As you know, Leonard Peltier was accused in connection with the deaths on June 26, 1975,  of two FBI agents on the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation in South Dakota.  Government documents show that, without any evidence whatsoever, the FBI decided from the beginning of its investigation to "lock Peltier into the case". 

In accordance with the Jay Treaty, ratified by the United States and Canada, and well after the incident on the Pine Ridge Reservation, Mr. Peltier legally crossed the border into Canada where he sought asylum.  At the request of the U.S. government, he was arrested in February 1976.  U.S. prosecutors knowingly presented false statements to a Canadian court to extradite Mr. Peltier to the U.S.  The statements were signed by a woman who was forced by FBI agents to say she was an eyewitness.  The government has long since admitted that the woman was not present during the incident on the Pine Ridge Reservation.  

Meanwhile (in Cedar Rapids, Iowa), the jury in the trial of Leonard's co-defendants found that the Indian activists had a right to be on the Pine Ridge Reservation and were not engaged in unlawful activity. There was no evidence that they either provoked an assault or were the aggressors in one. In light of the terror on the Pine Ridge Reservation during the previous three years, the history of misconduct on the part of the FBI in cases involving Indian activists, and the reckless behavior of the agents on June 26, 1975, the jury decided that Mr. Peltier's co-defendants were not guilty by reason of self-defense. Had Leonard Peltier been tried with his co-defendants, he also would have been acquitted.

Unhappy with the outcome of that trial, prosecutors set the stage for Mr. Peltier's conviction.  His trial was moved to an area known for its anti-Indian sentiment—Fargo, North Dakota.  The trial judge had a reputation for ruling against Indians, and a juror is known to have made racist comments during Mr. Peltier's trial.  
Due to the judge's rulings made most often in favor of the prosecution, the Peltier jury never heard the majority of the evidence that had been presented at the Cedar Rapids trial.  

FBI documents prove that the prosecution went so far as to manufacture the so-called murder weapon.  A test showed that the gun and the shell casings entered into evidence didn't match, but the FBI hid this fact from the jury.  
Unable to adequately defend himself, Mr. Peltier was convicted and sentenced to two life terms.
The U.S. Attorney who prosecuted the case has twice since admitted that no one knows who fired the fatal shots.  

Mr. Peltier has been denied a new trial on a legal technicality.  He also was denied clemency and parole in 2009.
The U.S. Constitution and international laws afford Leonard Peltier the right not to be subjected to torture or other cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment; to receive appropriate medical care; to have reasonable accommodation for any disabilities; and to be provided appropriate activities and programs.  

At this time, we have three major concerns:

Health—A physician who conducted an independent review of Mr. Peltier’s medical records in 2000 concluded that his overall medical treatment is below a reasonable standard of care.  
Safety—The Federal Bureau of Prisons has the responsibility to protect the safety of those the government confines.  Prisons are extremely dangerous places, we can agree—for aging and defenseless persons, in particular.  In early 2009, Mr. Peltier was viciously and severely beaten in an unprovoked attack by younger prisoners.  
And Reintegration—Mr. Peltier has been required to remain in prison for decades past his parole eligibility date.  According to its most recent parole decision in 2009, all indications are that the U.S. Parole Commission intends never to parole Mr. Peltier.  This position precludes the possibility of reintegration into society and therefore constitutes inhuman and degrading treatment. 
Mr. Peltier has already served a major portion of his sentence and is being unnecessarily held in prison despite the fact that his continued imprisonment does little to serve even the principal purposes of punishment.  Mr. Peltier's continued imprisonment will not ensure his safety.  He will continue to be deprived of adequate health care.  Simply, Mr. Peltier's increasing age and infirmity and his conditions of confinement change the calculus against continued incarceration and in favor of his release.
Mr. Peltier has been designated a political prisoner by Amnesty International. That organization has repeatedly called for Mr. Peltier's unconditional release.  
Nelson Mandela, the late Mother Theresa, 55 Members of the U.S. Congress and others—including a judge who sat as a member of the Court in two of Mr. Peltier’s appeals—have all called for his immediate release.  United Nations officials—including Mary Robinson, former U.N. High Commissioner for Human Rights—also have voiced support for Mr. Peltier's freedom.  We respectfully ask that the Rapporteur on the rights of indigenous peoples do likewise.

Thank you.
