


there is a desire for reconciliation and healing that extends to the enduring injustice that Leonard

Peltier remains a prisoner.

D. Canada is now stigmatized in the international community for the role it played in Leonard
Peltier’s Wrongful Conviction

The international community has condemned Leonard Peltier’s conviction as wrongful and based on
an unfair trial. The suppression of evidence and the leading of false evidence by the United States
prosecution in Leonard Petier’s trial are but two of the reasons behind the international communities

outcry for justice.

In February of 1999, the European Parliament passed its second resolution insisting that Leonard
Peltier be freed, that he receive proper medical treatment, and that investigations into his unjust
incarceration be held. In April, 1999, the former first lady of France and the president of France
Liberties, Danielle Mitterand went to the United States on a fact finding mission on behalf of Leonard

Peltier. She visited Mr. Peltier in prison and met with government officials on his behalf as well.

On April 18, 1999, Archbishop Desmond Tutu stated:

I have been reading in Leonard Peltier’s book, and about an hour ago I spoke
with him .... He is a remarkable person and the depth of his spirituality shows ....
I would hope that the campaign to have him freed will succeed. I certainly
support it very passionately ....Because it is a blot on the judicial system of this
country that ought to be corrected as quickly as possible.””

In October 1998, a written motion was introduced by MP, Laurence Dumont to the French Parliament
asking for an official intervention in support of Executive Clemency and proper medical treatment for
Leonard Peltier. Though the motion is still in process, the Minister of Foreign Affairs. Hubert
Vedrine, recently stated in an April 19, 1999 letter, “at my personal demand, our Ambassador in
Washington has recently called to the attention of his American counterpart at the State Department,

the case of Leonard Peltier on humanitarian grounds.'*

132132 Archbishop Desmond Tutu, April 18, 1999, from http://www.freepeltier.org
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British Parliamentarian, Tony Benn, introduced an early bird motion to the British House of Commons
which, as of August 1999, twenty-nine members had signed on to. The motion calls on the President
of the United States to release Peltier through a grant of Executive Clemency. MP Tony Benn was an

important figure in the international campaign which helped to win freedom for Nelson Mandela.

Rigoberta Menchu Tum, a Maya K’iche from Guatemala who won the Nobel Peace Prize in 1992 and
is the Good Will Ambassador of UNESCO for the International Decade for the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples, supports clemency for Leonard Peltier. She will be including Mr. Peltier’s case and the Pine

Ridge “reign of terror” from which this case stems, in her new program for Universal Justice.

It is the Canadian government who permitted Leonard Peltier to be surrendered to American officials
to be tried in the United States for the Reservation Murders. Canada’s actions were based on the
presumption that he would receive a fair trial. He did not. Canada’s role in delivering him up for an
unfair prosecution has, in the eyes of many, left a stain on its international reputation for respecting

principles of fairness and justice, and for respecting the nghts and interests of aboriginal people.

E. A Final Word: Presidential Clemency would help complete the healing circle

While presidential pardons are granted to signal forgiveness and to correct injustices, they similarly
are granted to promote healing. From ancient Athens to current times, clemency has often been used
to bind together the social fabric of a nation and heal divisions in our society. Examples of this use
of the president’s clemency power include: President Washington’s use of pardons in 1795 to help
resolve the Pennsylvania Whiskey Rebellion, President Adams pardons in 1800 to the Pennsylvania
Insurgents; President Lincoln and President Johnson’s clemency to Confederates who had fought
against the Union; and, President Carter’s amnesty to Vietnam draft evaders to put the Vietnam War

behind the country and enhance national unity.

The wound in the relationship between the United States Government and Native Americans is deep.

In November, 1999 the Assembly of First Nations and the National Congress of Amencan Indians,
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the two largest Native American organizations in North America, representing the majority of Native
Nations on the continent, went to Washington, D.C. to urge that Leonard Peltier be released. Mr.
Peltier symbolizes the intimidation, dishonesty, suppression and oppression that Native Americans
have suffered and continue to suffer. Leonard Peltier’s incarceration is a constant reminder to Native
Americans that none of them is truly becuase, like Leonard Peltier, any one of them could be jailed
for life at the whim of government agencies who discriminate against them. By granting clemency to
Leonard Peltier, the President will begin to heal a historic division in American society. More
specifically, clemency for Leonard Peltier will finally acknowledge the other victims of the events at
Pine Ridge, South Dakota. The aboriginal victims of the poverty, of the lost trust,of the broken treaties,
of official lies and of the police misconduct, all need to be recognzed by the American government

so that they, in turn, can forgive and move on.

The significance of Leonard Peltier’s case in the search for that reconciliation, was first articulated 25
years ago when Vernon Bellecourt testified at Mr. Peltier’s Extradition Hearing and described why
the American Indian Movement had become involved at Pine Ridge in the first place. As he described,
it was a classic political struggle which led to the tragic deaths of the two Agents for which Leonard

Peltier was extradited:

“We recognize, of course, that the three factors that were most destructive to our
way of life was the missionary policies of the institution of the Christian Church,
the institutions of education and the federal and state and county governments
that had encroached into our nations. Our political goals was then to — We have
always known that the Government of the United States over the years knew why
we came but they did not know how to greet us — for the simple reason that within
the governmental attitude they had never had to deal with us in an honest
relationship. They only had to demand our lands and resources and when we
resisted we were called criminals and the cavalry was sent in. YWe saw that our
treaty relationship with the United States Government had deteriorated to the
point where, rather than that relationship being within the office of the president
or his successors, that this* trust responsibility that the Government had assumed
in treaty agreements was then turned over to its agency, the Department of the
Interior, and within the Department of the Interior, the Bureau of Indian Affairs.
In fact, we found ourselves being managed along with natural deposits, forests,




water, wildlife, natural parks, playgrounds and Indians. We could see that within
that relationship with the Government that the very agemcy — the Interior
Department — who has a legal responsibility to protect our lands and resources
— is the same agency and government in collusion with special interest groups,
mining, oil companies, business corporations — they were the same people who
were violating that trust in leasing out well over one hundred, or selling well over
one hundred million acres of land.”"*'

In 1976, Mr. Bellecourt’s plea for justice for aboriginal people was too radical a concept for the courts
or the government. Years have passed. We have entered a new millennium. Our governments have
become more socially responsible and we have learned from our mistakes. We may take some comfort
in knowing that Bellecourt’s words were spoken 25 years ago, and not 1n the present day. However.
after 25 years, it is now time to heed Mr. Bellcourt’s words and to start the healing process by freeing

Leonard Peltier.

As Margaret Love recently has said about the President’s clemency powers:

“[If the President] is willing and able to use the power in the fashion
envisioned by the Framers, courageously and creatively, he gains important
opportunities to signal the need for changes in the law, to set an example
for the discretionary decision-making by his subordinates, and to shore up
public confidence in the overall morality of the criminal justice system.”'*

Granting clemency to Leonard Peltier would send all the right signals to the people of the First
Nations, the people of Canada and the people of the United States of America. It would exemplify

the courage and compassion that define the Office of the President.

141 Evidence of Vernon Bellecourt, Extradition Hearing, Vol. IV, p.452,1.21 — p.453,1.26
Appendix, Tab 18.

142 Margaret Colgate Love, “On Pardons, Politics and White Collar Business: Reflections
on the President’s Duty to be Merciful”, 27 FordhamUrban Law Journal 1483 (2000).
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