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Extradition between the United States and Canada:

Analysis of Meng Wanzhou Case

JI'Ying

Abstract: Extradition from Canada to the United States commonly includes the following
steps: A formal extradition request made by the U.S.,Authority to Proceed issued by the Minister of
Justice of Canada,Extradition hearing held by the court,Order of Committal issued by the judges
and Surrender Order made by the Minister. It may also comprise proceedings such as appeal and
judicial review of the Minister’s Order when necessary. After the promulgation of the new
Extradition Act in 1999, it became easier and easier to extradite from Canada to the other countries. In
the case of Meng Wanzhou,both judicial and executive systems of Canada play important parts in the
process,during which the role of the Minister is more essential. For Meng,she ought to submit sufficient
evidence for the discharge order,and at the same time,defend herself in front of the Minster with U.S.’s
political motives for this extradition. The Chinese government will also work with the governments of
Canada and the U.S. for the speedy release of Meng to protect her legal rights.

Keywords: Meng Wanzhou Case; Extradition Treaty between Canada and The United States

of America; Record of Case; Political Motive



