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I / Cf l'1 

1. On 6 February 2007 the Chamber, pursuant to Rule 73 bis (D) of the Tribunal's Rules 

of Procedure and Evidence, requested the Prosecution to make proposals to reduce the scope 

of the indictment. Later that day the Prosecution sent a memorandum - entitled "Proposed 

revisions to time estimates for Prosecution's case in chief' - to the Chamber's Senior Legal 

Officer. The memorandum announced that the Prosecution will rely on 99 witnesses, 1 which 

is nine fewer than anticipated in annex F of the Prosecution's pre-trial brief of 29 January 

2007,2 and that those witnesses are expected to consume 125 hours of evidence-in-chief (105 

fewer than the total forecast in the pre-trial brief3). The scope of the Prosecution's case, as 

defined by the indictment, was not affected by the memorandum. 

2. On 7 February the Prosecution filed a "Request for Reconsideration and Withdrawal of 

the Trial Chamber's 6 February 2007 Request and Alternative Request for an Extension of 

Time", arguing that because the memorandum had effected a "very substantial reduction" in 

the expected length of the Prosecution's case, the Chamber should reconsider, and withdraw, 

its request to the Prosecution for proposals to reduce the indictment's scope. Yet, in the 

Chamber's view, Rule 73 bis (D) aims to identify reductions in the scope of a case, not merely 

time savings in the presentation of a case in full. Since the estimate of 125 hours concerns the 

presentation of the Prosecution's case in accordance with the full indictment, the Chamber 

remains interested to explore whether a case reduced in accordance with Rule 73 bis (D) may 

be presented instead. The Chamber sees no reason to reconsider its request to the Prosecution. 

3. The Prosecution argues, in the alternative, for a two-day extension of the deadline in 

which to submit its proposals. The Prosecution makes a reasonable case for additional time to 

properly review the indictment's many counts, and the extension is hereby granted. 

Done in English and French, the English version being authoritative. 

Dated this 9th day of February 2007 
At The Hague 
The Netherlands 

[Seal of the Tribunal] 
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1 Although only 98 witnesses are shown in the memorandum's annex. 
2 From which list of 107, one witness had been accidentally deleted, according to the memorandum. 
3 Para. 4 of the covering letter to the brief. 
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