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Timeline
August 22, 2018: A New York court issues a warrant for Meng Wanzhou.
December 1, 2018: After an extradition request from the US, Wanzhou is
arrested at the airport in Vancouver while enroute from China to Mexico.
Wanzhou had lived in Vancouver and had permanent residency in Canada
between 2001 and 2009.
December 6: China demands Meng’s release. Trudea maintains that he
neither can nor will interfere with the rule of law.
December 7: Meng appears in court and the charges are laid out. The US
alleges that Meng mislead American banks in a bid to circumvent sanctions
on Iran.
December 8: China’s assistant foreign minister meets with John McCallum,
Canada’s ambassador to China to press him to release Meng and register
complaints about the arrest.
December 9: The American ambassador has a similar meeting.

December 10: Chinese authorities arrest two Canadians: Michael
Kovrig, who was on leave from Global Affairs Canada, and entrepreneur
Michael Spavor. I’m not going to comment further on these detentions
except to point out how insidious political one upmanship can be.
December 11: Meng is released on $10M bail. In the morning, Kelly
Craft, the US ambassador to Canada says that the US order isn’t
politically motivated. In the evening, Trump makes it all about politics
when he says that he would intervene in the case if it would help forge
a trade deal with China.
December 20: Indictments are unsealed in the US that allege two
Chinese citizens targeted companies in Canada – and around the world
as part of a years-long hacking campaign to steal data.

January 7, 2019: Prime Minister Trudeau’s office says that the Prime
Minister and Trump have had a phone call in which both agreed to
respect the independence of the judiciary and the rule of law in dealing
with extradition matters – without naming Meng specifically.
January 14: Another Canadian in China, Robert Schellenberg is retried
and given a death sentence. China criticizes Canada for trying to
interfere with the rule of law in China. The US State department
characterizes Schellenberg’s sentence as politically motivated.
January 17 and 18: There are indications that Huawei will be banned
from bidding on the new 5G network in Canada for security reasons.

January 23: Ambassador McCallum tells the press that Meng has strong arguments
that she can make to avoid extradition to the US. There are calls for McCallum to be
dismissed and he later says he “misspoke.”
January 25: McCallum says it would be great for Canada if the US withdrew the
extradition charges – but that they’d then need to include the release of the
Canadians being held. This lead directly to Trudeau asking for and receiving
McCallum’s resignation.
January 28: The U.S. Department of Justice formally levels criminal charges against
Huawei, two subsidiaries and Meng. The charges, contained in two newly unsealed
indictments, allege that Huawei misrepresented its ownership of a Hong Kongbased subsidiary to circumvent American sanctions against Iran. Furthermore, they
say Huawei stole telecommunications technology, trade secrets and equipment
from U.S. cellphone provider T-Mobile USA. Meng is charged with bank fraud, wire
fraud and two counts of conspiracy to commit both. In a statement, Huawei denied
committing any of the violations cited in the indictment.
January 29: Canada receives a formal request for Meng’s extradition. Meng
appears in court to change some of the people providing her with financial support.

March 1: Justice department gives the order to proceed with
extradition hearings.
March 3: Meng files a civil suit alleging there were violations of her
constitutional rights during her arrest.
March 6: One of Meng’s lawyers expresses concern about the political
motivations behind the US’s bid for extradition.
May 8: Meng appears in court and her legal team focus on the details
of her arrest at Vancouver airport and potential constitutional rights
violations. Crown prosecutors were called on to defend the level of
evidence that they have so far released about Meng’s arrest and
detention. Next court appearance is scheduled for September 23, 2019.
June 10: Chief Justice Heather Holmes decides that the issue of double
criminality will be settled first in the extradition hearings scheduled to
begin on January 20, 2020 with a potential end date of October 2020.

Market Business Report https://marketbusinessnews.com/financialglossary/protectionism-definition-meaning/

Treaty on Extradition Between the Government of Canada and
the Government of the United States of America E101323 - CTS
1976 No. 3
Article 4 (1)(c) states “Extradition shall not be granted in any of the
following circumstances:
c. When the offense in respect of which extradition is requested is of a
political character, or the person whose extradition is requested proves
that the extradition request has been made for the purpose of trying or
punishing him for an offense of the above-mentioned character.”

Article 9
1. The request for extradition shall be made through the diplomatic channel.
2. The request shall be accompanied by a description of the person sought, a statement of the facts
of the case, the text of the laws of the requesting State describing the offense and prescribing the
punishment for the offense, and a statement of the law relating to the limitation of the legal
proceedings.
3. When the request relates to a person who has not yet been convicted, it must also be
accompanied by a warrant of arrest issued by a judge or other judicial officer of the requesting State
and by such evidence as, according to the laws of the requested State, would justify his arrest and
committal for trial if the offense had been committed there, including evidence proving the person
requested is the person to whom the warrant of arrest refers.
4. When the request relates to a person already convicted, it must be accompanied by the judgment
of conviction and sentence passed against him in the territory of the requesting State, by a
statement showing how much of the sentence has not been served, and by evidence proving that
the person requested is the person to whom the sentence refers.
Article 10
Extradition shall be granted only if the evidence be found sufficient, according to the laws of the
place where the person sought shall be found, either to justify his committal for trial if the offense
of which he is accused had been committed in its territory or to prove that he is the identical person
convicted by the courts of the requesting State.

Extradition Act S.C. 1999, c. 18
General principle
3 (1) A person may be extradited from Canada in accordance with this Act and a relevant extradition
agreement on the request of an extradition partner for the purpose of prosecuting the person or imposing a
sentence on — or enforcing a sentence imposed on — the person if
(a) subject to a relevant extradition agreement, the offence in respect of which the extradition is requested is
punishable by the extradition partner, by imprisoning or otherwise depriving the person of their liberty for a
maximum term of two years or more, or by a more severe punishment; and
(b) the conduct of the person, had it occurred in Canada, would have constituted an offence that is
punishable in Canada,
(i) in the case of a request based on a specific agreement, by imprisonment for a maximum term of
five years or more, or by a more severe punishment, and
(ii) in any other case, by imprisonment for a maximum term of two years or more, or by a more
severe punishment, subject to a relevant extradition agreement.
Conduct determinative
(2) For greater certainty, it is not relevant whether the conduct referred to in subsection (1) is named, defined
or characterized by the extradition partner in the same way as it is in Canada.

Global Innovation Index 2019 – July 24, 2019
[1]The global landscape of science, innovation, and technology has undergone important shifts over
the last decades. Middle-income economies, especially in Asia, are increasingly contributing to global research
and development (R&D) and international patenting rates via WIPO’s International Patent System;
[2]The GII 2019 shows that public R&D expenditures – particularly in some high-income economies –
are growing slowly or not at all. This raises concerns given the public sector’s central role in funding basic R&D
and blue-sky research, which are key to future innovations;

[3]Increased protectionism poses risks. If left uncontained, it will lead
to a slowdown of growth in innovation productivity and diffusion across the
globe;
[4]Innovation inputs and outputs are still concentrated in very few economies. Divides also persist in
how effectively economies obtain return on their innovation investments. Some economies achieve more with
less;
[5]Most top science and technology clusters are in the U.S., China, and Germany, while Brazil, India,
Iran, the Russian Federation, and Turkey also feature in the top 100 list. The top five clusters: Tokyo-Yokohama
(Japan); Shenzhen-Hong Kong, China (China); Seoul (Republic of Korea); Beijing (China); San Jose-San Francisco
(U.S.).
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TRIPS
Recognizing the underlying public policy objectives of national systems for
the protection of intellectual property, including developmental and
technological objectives;
Recognizing also the special needs of the least-developed country
Members in respect of maximum flexibility in the domestic
implementation of laws and regulations in order to enable them to create
a sound and viable technological base;
Article 7
Objectives
The protection and enforcement of intellectual property rights should
contribute to the promotion of technological innovation and to the transfer
and dissemination of technology, to the mutual advantage of producers and
users of technological knowledge and in a manner conducive to social and
economic welfare, and to a balance of rights and obligations.

https://think-left.org/2015/07/17/facts-the-beneficiaries-of-the-dangerous-trade-deals-like-ttip/
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