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the United Kingdom’s earlier extradition request for McMullen."”® McMullen sought to have
the new extradition request dismissed on the grounds that it was barred by the statute of limita-
tions, but the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York denied his motion,
and he was extradited to the United Kingdom."” As noted in Chapter III, the United Kingdom
sought to extradite Doherty from the United States for his participation in a PIRA killing of a
British Army captain. When a court barred Doherty’s extradition on political offense exception
grounds,® the INS deported him to the United Kingdom over his objection and his expressed
designation of Ireland as the country to which he wished to be deported. These are good exam-
ples of the successful use of deportation as an alternative to extradition.

There are several examples of the United States working with foreign governments to gain the
surrender of individuals to the United States through foreign immigration processes.'™ For
example, in United States v. Struckman, Rian Stuckman, a U.S. citizen, fled to Panama to avoid
charges of tax evasion and conspiracy to defraud the United States.'® United States and Pana-
manian authorities chose to remove Struckman from Panama through various visa revocations
and denials rather than through the use of formal extradition procedures.'®' In other situations,
the United States has filed an Interpol red notice and subsequently worked with the country
where the alleged criminal was present to obtain that criminal’s surrender via expulsion pro-
ceedings,'® or obtained surrenders from other countries via their deportation procedures.'®
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