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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) No. CR 07-0732-SI
)
Plaintiff, ) [PROPOSED]
) ORDER EXCLUDING TIME
V. )
)
BARRY LAMAR BONDS, )
)
Defendant. )
)

On August 6, 2010 a status conference was held in the above-captioned matter before the
Honorable Susan Illston, United States District Judge. At that court appearance, the Court set a
trial date of March 21, 2011, and a pretrial conference of March 1, 2011. Government counsel
and counsel for defendant Bonds agreed that the time between August 6, 2010 and March 21,
2011 should be excluded from the Speedy Trial Act pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §§ 3161(h)(7)(A) and

B(), (ii) and (iv).

Based upon the representations made by the parties in open court on August 6, 2010, and

good cause appearing therefore,

[PROPOSED]
ORDER EXCLUDING TIME
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the time between August 6, 2010 and March 21, 2011 be
excluded from the computation of the period within which the trial must commence for the
reasons and based upon the statutory provisions set forth above, and for those reasons proffered
by the parties in open court. Based upon the grounds set forth above, the Court finds that the
ends of justice outweigh the interests of the public and the parties in a speedier trial, and that

failure to grant such a continuance would likely result in a miscarriage of justice.

DATED:

SUSAN ILLSTON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
[PROPOSED]
ORDER EXCLUDING TIME
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