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[1] The applications of John Wayne Scantlebury (“the Applicant”) for a) an extension of 

time within which to seek special leave to appeal to this Court, b) special leave to appeal  

and c) leave to appeal to this Court as a poor person, were heard by us via audio 

conference on 28th January, 2011. These applications were heard simultaneously with 

identical applications of Sean Gaskin and Frederick Christopher Hawkesworth. All three 

men had been arrested    in May, 2004 in connection with extradition proceedings 

initiated by the Government of the United States of America.  

 

[2] The underlying issues giving rise to the litigation before this Court, the course taken by 

that litigation and the submissions advanced by each of the men to this Court were in all 

instances the same. We dismissed each of their applications immediately after receiving 

the oral submissions of counsel. We undertook then to give in due course written reasons 

for our decision. In light of the reasons we have given in the case of Sean Gaskin1 it is 

unnecessary for us to go over the same ground in this judgment. It suffices to say that the 

reasoning we applied in the case of Gaskin is also applicable in every material respect to 

the Applicant and in all the circumstances we had no choice but to dismiss this 

application and to order costs to the Respondents. 
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