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Cronin dated October 30, 1967,
This clearly states it was a delegation fram Seattle
appearing before the American League cluc owners,
That ties it together with the earlier exhibit?
Yes .,
Do you recall this particular letter, seeing it?
No, I don't remember this particular letter, Uadoubtedly
a copy passed through our hands put I don't recall seeing
it, |
"OQur " being yourself?
My office,
In here Mr, Miller says that"It is my personal feeling
and also that of many of our citizens, if the franchise
be granted to a 1océl group, the club would have more of
a home town impreséion." VWere you of that view too 6r
have you had no views on the subject?
. MR, McNAUL: I object to the form of the

guestion as calling for a conclusion.
Was that your view too or not? | |
Reading it now I think I would concur. I don‘t recall
that T had any @pportugity"to express’concurrenée at that

time,

The letter says down here, "Theras is one corporation which ;

is organized under the laws of the state of Washington

Pacific Northwest Sports, Inc., The principals of this
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' organl“ tlon are Seattle cxtlzens, hxghly regarded men of
'responSlblllty,'who’are well known ‘in local baseball

'Were you famlllar w1th who the prlnclpals were at;approxl-
_don't have a clear rememorance, but I am qulte sure I dld

| Did you regard them hlghly as Mr. Mlller d;d apparently’

How did you view the Sorianos?

HGo ahead dld you snare thlS v1ew of the Sorlanos’

'I knew the Sorlanos L had no reason to dlspute the state-

'  k1nd of confidence that would enable,me to sagﬂl thougnt

mately that tlme October of '677

This 1s go;ng to have to be pure speculatlon because I

|
know the Sorlano brothers were lnvolved and perhaps Dave :

Conn,_I am not sure

MR McNAUL I object to the form of’ that
question as vague amblguous, unlntelllglble and

also calllngjfor'an.oplnlon.

MR. MCNAUL: Same objection.
with'reepect to'their‘e~"u |
e MB._TOMLINSON: eI object:also to that as
calling'for3ah opinion of the witness,.

Did you have an oplnlonﬁgniv
‘MR.'MCNAUL: Same objection, it is getting

v 5oa

vaguer eachltlme 1tr154festatedA‘

ments that Mr, Mlller has made. I don't think I could,say

that I had enough knowledge of the Sorlanos to have the

L
W Ty

¥ ﬂ,- E - :
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they were tops in this particular field, I just couldn't
say.
Mr. Miller says in the last sentence in the last full

paragraph, "There may be other local people wio will apply

for the franchise but, as of this date, I do not know of

‘ any . 1]

I agree with that, I don't remember knowing of any either.;

{Defendants' Exhibit 15
marked for identification.)

deposition earlier and it is a memo by Mr. Paul Anson

1
|
I show you now Exhibit 15, which is Exhibit 17 to Mr. Berg'?
. |
bearing a date Marxch 29, 1968 to Mr. Ed Devine, It shows |
: |

a copy to Mr. Bob Lavoie, Do you recall seeing that
particular memorandum on or about the date it bears?
No, I don't recall this particular memorandum but again I

am sure that I have a clear remembrance of steps that were
|

taken of which this would have been one. -

What were the steps? . :
: l
I

Discussions with the peopie who we would rely upon to carry:

i

out any modification agreement that we made wit& any

tenant, that would be members of the engineering departmeﬁt;
Seattle Center department under whose auspices Sicks Stadiu%
was placed, This.kind of memorandum would have been some- ;
thing that had taken place during that time., I don‘'t i

recall seeing it,
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Would this normally have gone across your desk?
Not necessarily. I think I would have seen a copy. Mr.
Ed Devine wouldn't have acted on anything of aﬁy substance

without my knowledge.

At that point in time what was Mr, Devine's r38ponsibility%
He was one of my twe administrative aides .and his parti- !
cular assignment was public reiations.

And‘Mf. Lavoie?

Mr., Lavoie was the other one and his assignment was

administrative affairs with the department.

(Defendants' Exhibit 16

|
marked for identification.) i
)

I show you Exhibit 16, which is Exhibit 18 to Mr. Berg's
|
deposition, That does show you in attendance at a meeting?|

MR. McNAUL: This really is illegible,

What we are going to have to do- is try to make a ?

joint search of the records and seelif we can come i

up with better”coﬁies: | f
MR, McDONELL: There is a date on the l::o'i:i:omif

that is legible,-

April 5, 1968 is thaudate.

In one of the paragraphs it says time is of the essence.

Do you remember that particular meeting?

No, I can't say that I recall this particular meeting.

The subject matter in it is vaguely familiar and apparently
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. The memo seems to indicate that you called the meeting?

Lol A« B R =

It appears that way, yes,

it was a meeting in which we attempted to bring the City

Council along with us up tc date and come to a determina~
tion as to whether we should take any definitive steps and
it looks here as though at that time we advised the archi-~
tectural firm to do no further work,

Do you recall that?

No,

That circumstance?

¥o, I don't.

Yes, I have no doubt of that.

I believe Mr. Anson was the one who prepared this memoran-—

dum?

Dc you remember a discussion that time was of the essence,

you mentioned that?

No, I don’'t remembgr-makihg that particulaxr statement but

I think I could recall that I would have considered time |

of the essence because of a number of factbrs. _§
Which were? |

Well, negotiations with the possible tenant, the determina-
tion as to what the city was going to do with property we
had acquired and so forth.

The need to get moving on improvements?

Yes_, one dlrection or another, either as a city recreationy
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. Do you remember at thls tlme that the flrm of Naramore,

'Baln Brady: & Johanson had done some work on 1mprovements

~they were worklng on the project to the p01nt at. least
~of developlng a program for 1mprovement upon wh1ch estlmate

-rcould be based but not necessarlly with a flrm a551gnment

kept abreaet of it, but the details of it as the case were

'offlce ;

. -aAnd Mr.-Don Johnston was -- Ca

_were dlscuSSLng here, constructlon and malntenance

fac111ty or as a leasable facility.

necessary to Slcks Stad1um7'J' L

I belleve a prev;ous document we had here lndicated that

to do. the actual work and superv1se its constructlon. I

believe that is the sltuatlon that existed.

Would. you thL ‘had the- contacts with them or who in the
city would have had the contact w1th the arcnmtects’

I think this whole progect was important enough to both

City Council and to ny office that I would certainly have

with- any c1ty pro;ect, wouldxnot have- been handled by our

ThlS would have been handled by tne Seattle Centern

<4

4.

departnent ' R B A

The Seattle Center people°

Yes, - - oo
&7 , S

. '
.

Mr. Don Johnston was the head of it and Paul'Anson was the

man that would be concerned w1th the klnd of thlngs we

F

'

(Defendants' Exhlblt 17
marked for identification.)
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Showing you Exhibit 17, do you recall receiving that
letter?

Again when I am asked to recall specific documents,
except in unusual circumstances I don’t think I could
honestly say I recall this particular letter., Again I
will have te say, as I have said hefore, I definitely
recall the circumstances recited in the letter,

And it bears the date May 24, 19682 |

Yes,

{Dafendants' Exhibit 18
marked for identification.)

Showing you Exhibit 18, which bears the date June 7, 1968
and is a memorandum from Mr, Don L. Johnston, Seattle
Center director to Mr. Lavoie. Do you remembar reviewing
a copy of that ﬁemorandum on or about the date it bears?
The same answer as I gave to’the préVious one,

Do you recall about that timg.ﬁhat Mr. Johnston was
explaining that efforts be made to expedite funding for
the architects services?

Yes,

(Defendants' Exhipbit 19
markaed for identification.)

Showing you a memorandum that is guite illegible dated
August 18, 1968, subject,meeting at Sicks Stadium,

attendance,Mr, Dewey Sorianc, Mr,. Bd Devine and Mr. Paul
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Anspn. I believe up here in writing it says original E4d

Devine and copy to Bob Lavoie, Do you remember viewing thaF
nemorandum on or about the date it bears? ;
This would have been one of many staff level meetings g
that were held to work out the details of a general agree- E
ment that had been reached between the principals and I
wouldn't recail this particular document, but I am quite

sure that it is valid,

(befendants' Exhibit 20 ;
marked for identification.) j

Showing you Exhibit 20, which is a letter from Mr. Dewey

!
Sorianc to yourself and members of the Seattle City Council|
dated August 15, 1268 and attached to that is what purports§

to be a reply by you of August 20, 1968, Do you recall

those documents?
I am confident that these are wvalid, | - E - !
Then as I understand the_situation,.you hénded tha necgo-
tiations over to the City Counéil - |

| {Defendants* Exhibit 21 .

markad fqr identification,) !

-- and I show you Exhibit 21.
Yes, these were my thoughts,
Essentially vou?
I think your question was I turned thé negotiations owver

to ti.e City Council; I don't think that is quite the case. -
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'Whatever 1t 15

-Nlth the orlglnal organlzatlon as a structure of the c1ty,

by the councrl therefore “we reached a poxnt in our

.negotlatlons where I felt the counc11 should draw an or-

~at my level and'let the‘dounéil-put whatcwe'are willing

fas the POSulble increase in admission tax, etc. as part ol

*the Clty s recovery of the cost of the remodellng. I take

as such any approprlatlon or any contract the mayor

eventually srgns has to- be set up by ordlnance 1n advance

dinance or counc11 blll 1ead1ng to an ordlnance that would
reflect what they were wrlllng to pass an an. ordinance.

Thuy, the counc11’

Yes, because at some p01nt you. have to qult negotiating

to approve by ordlnance in an ordlnance form for my

signature as mayor.'

As of August 20th no agreement had been reached with the

s T =

cific Northwest Sports,;I ‘g'on theglease,:as I under-

stand.-it? ‘w“;li~_£]_§_ O S SN

Apparently not,”t@ey“are;still inftheiﬁrocessgof negotia-

tion,

7

Did you identify this Exhibit 21 as‘&our”ﬁemorandum to the

City Council?

o

Yes. L N N .
. - s A “ %

r

Showing you'thetiaétﬁparagraph of-Exhibit 21,‘“1 would -

recommend against the: inclu51on of any lntanglbles, such

NORTHWEST CCOURT REFORTERS
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0 1 it - that was "your position at that time?

2| A Deflnltely, yes._

'3 o h'hhf . MR McDONELL Would you explaln what you
4| o mean by the admissron tax°
5 | A —— Of course the City has had a program and I guess they '
6 st111 have of collectlng a certaln percentage of all ' S
7| "admlserns to entertalnment programs in the C1t§ and we |
'3 , '.call lt an admlsslon tax and of" course the tenant was
9 | attemptlng durlng-these‘negotlatlons.to make a po;nt out
10 of all these proceedlngs should they- go 1nto busrness
n-r .there we would. get addltlonal tax and I dldn't feel at that
12 ;:- trme that that was an approprlate appllcatlon agalnst the
13 | _cost of the physrcal structures.
4 Q You wanted to. recover the cost through rent and salvage
i : 15 as I unaerstandﬁl _" -ixf ' o .
16 |a Rent and salvagel'yes-i I am not: posmtrve wnether that
17 ‘. fposrtlon held throughout the entrre negotratlons or not
18 " but it was the posrtlon at that tlme ‘
"_9, ©  Of the mayor's offlce'? |
: 20 A Oof my offlce and myself yes &
'éf ' | 2 g Do you remember concern: belng express°d‘by Mr.‘Beét at the
é | 22 tlne thatwthe staalum remodellng prOJect was behrnd schedule?

;. - 2 A No, I can_t say that I recall thls-COmlng partlcularly

24
_ from Councilman Best. I do know that this was a matter

of concerh_to'all'the parties of the negotiation.
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(Defendants' Exhibit 22
marked for- 1dent1f1catlon )

:Showmng you what has benn marPed Exhlblt 22 whlch as I

understand lt are mlnutes of a Counc11 Comm;ttee of the
Whole,.a meetlng dated Sepﬁember 3, 1968.
It seems to be a: typlcal meetlng of the mxnutes of the

Commlttee of the Whole.

.What was the procedure w1th resPect to keeping m:.nutes'J

The commltteeﬁas a'whcle or how the counc1l oOperates?

Yes;,‘ T

When there 1s a subject of" general lnterest beyond the

~15pec1flc Lnterest of a stanalng committee 1t is usually .

i o

freferred to the Commlttee of the Whole, whlch means the

J‘ N

whole counc1l smts not 1n formal session as a council but

" as a commlttee and et th_t time the member of the commit-

‘ﬂ,.te chalrman or member of the counc11 who is most con-

L ownem

cerned with the subject matter becomes the chairman of the
Committee_of the Whole., It is a rotating thing. What
happens is action of the Committee of the Whole becomes

the sameﬂaeethe-action of any other committee. It is a

'recommendatlon to the whole counc11 to be adopted or

re]ected in open council session,
Minutes such aS'this would have been kept of the proceed-

1ngs, of all commlttees, ves.

{Defendants' Exhibit 23
marked for identification.)
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Showing you Exhibit 23, which is a copy of ths letter

from Mr. Don L. Johnston to Mr. Floyd Miller dated Septem-~
ber 13, 1968 with a copy to you, with an attachment,
Yes,

A budget estimate attachment?

This is a normal operating procedure in which the depart-
ment's head would make the request for implementation cf
actions agreed to previously by the couneil.
MR, McNAUL: There are a number of these
documents that have underiining and I would ask we
stipulate here and now to substitute a clean copy

for those,

MR, WAGONER: Fine, no problem and the
reporter can do that, I think the ones with under-
lining are fibmlfﬁé:Berg depesition and they are
clean copies;in:the Berg deposition which the
reporter can hﬁbstitute,

I see a newspaper érticle by Mr. Emmett Watson of the PI
about that time in which he expresses the opinicn that
the City's deal with the Pilots is three hundred'an@ forty
thoﬁsand dollars better than the deal offered Finley as
a year age. Do you recall that discussion?

MR, McNAUL: Covnsel, I would object to the !

form unless you let the witness read the article that

you are speaking of,

NORTY“WEST COUIRT REPORTERS
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- ments,

MR, WAGONER: Pine,

{Defendants' Exhibit 24 marked
for identification,;

Showing you Exhibit 24, which is the article I was refer-

ring to.

I would be unable to verify or rafute Mr. Watson's state-

{Defendants' Exnibit 25 marked
for identification.) '

Showing you Exhibit 25, which again I believe to be a
council document -- if you could identify what that is,
It bears the date September 23, 1968 and it seems to be

a record of action taken by the*council, i

Relative to firearms, I don't know what relati@p this
has. — ) | i

The second pag=, the Committeé'of the Whole. :
Yes, it is another foutine action of the'éommittee of the
whole in one of the efforts to change or modify the agree-
ment, _

The proposed lease? -

Yes, which didn‘'t carry.

That was an effort by --

Mé. Hill %o include a provi<ion for collection of interxest

on the money that was being expended for the improvement

of the stadium as part of the recoverablz item.

'

i
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And he was joined by Mrs, Lamphare?
I didn't read that carefully, ves.

{(Defendants' Exhibit 26
marked for identification.)

Showing you Exhibit 26, which I believe to be the ordi-

nance which I will let you identify, to prove the lease
that was entered into with a létter.from Mr. Tayloxr of
Mr. Newbould's office to the City Council dated September
5, 1968 with a copy of the concession agreement, which

as I understand it, is the lease itself, not a signed

version but can you idehtify thax?

What is the purpose of my review of this?

Just identify the documents,

I don't know that I can ;denéify them any more than they ]
are already identified as peing official documents. I had

no part in them,

You had no part because this is action by the council?
Action by the council and if théy eventually came up with
an ordinance; I would either sign it or veto it. At :
this point‘tﬁere is no indication -- I guess I signed it.
Because it is unsigned? |
Right, I am going to presume I signed it. i

MR, WAGONER: Can we substitute a signed
copy? Thig just happens to be an vnsigned copy from

the files of the City,
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idst a statutory vehicle from,whioh-we_pass appropriations

MR'fMoNAUL3 You are speaklng now_Mr,

Wagoner of the conce551on agreement'J

MRL WAGONER s.ﬁ

MR, McNAUL Certalnly. |

-MR? WAGONER. And perhaps a clearer copy of

the ordlnance 1tse1f
I naven t the falntest reason to dourt it except I
wouldn't have any partlcular hand in-it other than to sign

it, a. counc1l ordlnance whlch came before me of which I

~5,

) : P o G

had. no. objectlon

}éd R (Defendants' Exhlblt 27
R RS marked for: 1dent1f1cat10n )

Showing you:Erhibitﬁéqf'ff@%iieﬁewthet on%fie_signed by
you? | ‘ | ) N o

Yes, '
The ordlnance approprlatlng one mllllon a hundred‘and

e

seventy—three thousand ‘four hundred and sxxty dollars for

the remodellng of Slcks Stadlum°

Yee, This was from the emergency fund which of course is

not in the budget. It eventually came out of our aooumele-
tive reserve funds in which there was ample amounts.'
And this you did sign?

YES..

There are some newspaper artlcles which suggest that YOu-,
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woere mildly critical of the lease afterwards.

I don't recall being critical of my own work but maybe I
was.
As I understand it ycﬁ passed the negotiations on to the
council?
This is not nacessarily factual.
MR. McNAUL: Is there a question outstand-~
‘ing or not?i- |
MR. WAGONER: Yes, was Mr. Braman critical.
;MR. McﬁAULi I would object to the form of
that guestion as being vague, ambiguous and calling
for an opinion,
I don't recall this exchange at all, It is possible
it occurred. .My first reaction offhand would be a little
bit doubtful that enough change had been made in the
proposal ﬁhgt we forwarded to council to cause me to be
critical éf their action. It is possible I could have
heen but I don't racall it.
By exchange?
I don't know whether this is the appropriate time to make
the remark but certainly necassary to clarify the remark
I just made about this, I don't believe that at any time
I had any thought that the city was going to make a profit

out of this beyond recovering our investmant in there and

the accrual to the city over a long period of timc of
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 What was the guestion?

admission taxes and other taxes that would come about by

having the baseball operation going here in Seattle.

MR, WAGONER: I move to strike that as not
responsive to aﬁy question, .

MR, McNAUL: I think it was very responsive,
you asked the gquestion.

MR. WAGONER: The record will speak for
itself. |

| MR, McWAUL: Ard the witness was responding

to it, | |

MR, WAGONER: I move to strike it as not
‘xeépbﬁsive to thg guestion.

r*; (vefendants’® Exhibit 28
: marked for identification.)

onrthé preceding question you had before you the newspapeq

article, Exhibit 287

You had before you Exhibit 282
T had the exhibit bafore me, yes. I can't verify it.

{Defendants' Exhibit 29
marked for identification.).

Showing you what has pesn marked as Exhibit 29, do you
remember the substance?
I remember the substance, y=s.

Do you remember the situation that gave rise to that?
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_Well no I don't have any 1ndependent recollectlon of it

" but I would assume from thlS letter that 1t 1s another

'place between the partles and 1n thlS case it was the

and his: aSSOClateS exactly what we lntendeu to’ do and

.understandlng,that;thls.also,earrled the,agreement of the
[Lleague ”Jﬁggg,: ' n |

Wheve doas lt say that°

'jfthese people were actlng in a sense as our go-between or
5fagent between the league WhACh would nave to autnorlze the
;}franchlse that they were actlng as the agency and they
J!yere saylng thlS was aatlsfactory.

It doesn‘t say anythlng about the league at all?

No, I have to admlt it doesn't name them,.except " by

. No.

one of the normal steps that would be taken would take

operatlng agency for the c1ty, that was the Center through

1ts dlrector wae agaln 1n letter form telllng Mr. Sorlano_

asklng them to agree to 1t and carrylng in that the

RO o
-«'»g' R N
AR

well somewhere I thought I saw it, No, I guess I was

readlng an lmpllcatlon in it which is- hexe that since

o

et ;.

implication.,.At the'time that I would see this”;etter'
I'wenld‘certainly'fead_into it that if thelagencY'here
that is going'to,administer the franchise for ‘the league
says this is satisfactory, that means they cleared it.

Didlyou check. yourself with the league?
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or comment if I didn't have reason to believe from either

Did you ask the Soriancs?

I don't know, I may have,

Were you involved at all in the discussicons which led to
signing of this documént?

We have gone oveyr most of that already. Certainly there
was ~-

Were vou personally invelved?

Well no, not across the table face ﬁo face bvt certainly
as conferring wwith and giving instructions &< our aTent,
Do you know who was involved in'the'face to face discussionE?
In this case it would have qone‘through my staff people to
Mr. Johnston, -

At this timekyour staff people were Devine and Lavoie?
Yes, primariiy'in this particular instance Devine, he was
doing moSt,ofrthertalking for our office in these negotia-
tions. I don’tjbelievehthat I would have been satisfied

to accept this particular letter without any modification

conversations or other documents at that time that what
we were proceeding to do to the stadium would be & satis-
factory agreement to gqualify the franchise, otherwise we
wouldn't have a tenant.

MR, WAGONER: I move to strike that as not

responsive to any question.
{befendarts' Exhibit 30

marked for identification
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£ Showing you Exhibit 30, what purports to be a 1etter from
My, Don L, Johnston, Seattle Center Dzrector, to yourself

dated February 7, 1969 Do you recall rece1v1ng that?

A Again without direct recollectlon of thrs document as such

the Bubject matter ls famlllar._

Q I have an artlcle here by Mr John 0wen P I Sports,
.dated December of '68 with respect tc the SICkS Stadlum-
lmprovements in which he says the problem could have been
resolved months ago except for con31derab1e footdragglng
on the'part‘of-tﬁeﬂcity whlch for a long perlcd of time

last. summer and; fall refused to begln negotlatlons with
i ,.- ’,';"',,.w""’ o f ST

the PllOtS {;ﬁ’

A What do you want from me?

J"" T

Q Do you agree with that statement?
A';  No, of course on the contrary we were doing everything
“we cou%@,to get{the project moved forward because we
:' ﬁedfs deéblinterest in it,-
IR if'fi..é ~ .MR. WAGONER: That is all I have.
U e f LoMR. MCDONELL: No questions.

MR, TOMLINSON: I have a few,

| BY MR. TOMLINSON:

Q As I understand it, you were the mayor for the City of

- Seattle for exactly what period of time?

‘iir:f I cah't'recall,‘they-have changed it since that time, I

NORTHWEST CQURT REFPORTERS
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A

Q

A
 .Ql7,

" :

Q
. -_
Q
A

A ~ . T

,Q{‘ And durlng that oereod of tlme did you return to the
|Lcity of Seatelel.

A I had many oocasione;to be oﬁt here for‘varioue things,

yes, | | | '

) Dionft yoﬁxreturh many times?

A':':i would guess perhaos a total during that eighteen months .
| of perhaps four, flve or six maybe, ‘

ﬁé:l Did you malntaln your home her« or did you sell 1t and move

Q Then you were mayor continuously unt11 May of ’69?

?1ght

took offlce elther in: Aprll or June of 1964

Untll 1969 that is correct

Do you recall when ln April of '69 you left Seattle?

I,thlnk 1t was around the-'

‘The exact date is not clear“
fourth of Aprll | | ‘_.7 - ‘
It was before openlng date at the ballpark«'
-I am qulte sure lt was. o '
You were not there on oPenlng day°

I have no recollectlon I thlnk I would have been had I

been in’ the c1ty.- "

et

",f' ¥ }‘ :

Dlo you ever have occa51on»to attend any ball games,

ma]or league baii games 1n Seatt1e°

o

Not major league, no.
Then you Went to Washlngton b, C. in Aprilfof '69 and you

were there untll October of 19707 s

v
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‘No - we malntalned an address here in order to’ maintaln_

,c1ty°

'No-I don't"butQ{tﬂﬁae'prfo%*to:anyfof these discussions.

}And durlng thls perlod przor you mean prior to. your

TYOu 1den 1f1ed Mr. Paul as oelng thh the Cleveland baseballl
:ﬁtea@?' jtﬁ‘j ' }it'fi‘lgﬂh- |
‘. And were your dlecue51ons with Mr, Paul iﬁ coonection with

. urging- Him™t6 move the Cleveland baseball team to Seattle,

“Well, I want to put this in the right context. We were not]
my office‘was not the agency that initiated conversations

':w1tn Gabe Paul He was brought here by other people and

to Washlngtonﬂ' .

c1t1zensh1p 1n thls state and not. having to go to the
trouble of changlng all our reglstrationsand everythlng;
Back there we Just rented a small apartment |

When you went to Washlngton you lntended to return to - the

Absolutely,
Now you have mentioned that you had some contact with Gabe

Paul of Cleveland. Do.you remember when that was?

i

“f

dlscu551ons w1th Mr. Flnley°=;ﬁ
Yes. At least I thlnk I am correct in stating that. I am

gOLng ‘on memory and I. belleve that is correct.

1

S

vea T

!‘w" s

Wash1ngton°

'Zone that comes to mlnd was Dave Cohn ‘and 'as a result of that
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Eb_ _ 1 the people, if it were Dave Cohn or whoever it was, the

2| group that was 1nterested ln movzng the Cleveland franchlse

3' out: here of course called upon we as the admlnlstrators of

4 ' the clty and of the county I belmeve to meet with these

5 people and express our znterest and Support in the enter-

6 S _prlse.. That 15 about as far as 1t went :

7 | o You dld Support moving the Cleveland baseball team here’l

8 1 a Yes., 'That is, as a prlnc1pal We never got down to any

9 | detail of how it was g01ng to be accompllshed who was

10 g01ng to pay the bill, where they were to be housed or

3 ' anytnlng else , Iﬁ they could work it out we were strongly |
12 : iri ‘Favor “of the ma;or league team coming here

180 “You mentloned\a.dlscussion;w1th the mayor who wasn't. |
_14* o appreCLatlve ofuyour talklng to Mr. Paul Iou had some

15 dlscuSSLons w;th the mayor°‘ s

1B A X don t know if 1 should have mentloned that but we had

PO o

17 :.fjmany meetlngs w1th mayors around the country through the
‘13i;?1 lconferenoelvof tne mayote and it is in my mind at some one
191;d5 ‘Qof these neetlngejtnghmeyor of Cleveland came to me and said
20 '?f:what arefyhu guys trylng to do, steal my team, and I said

21 r sure_we-a:e'trylng to get a team in Seattle. That is abcut
2 the'ententrof'it. It was. just a play on words or,passage
.23j | of a few eentencesrbetween the two ofens.

.24

T_You were trylng to get the Cleveland team to Seattle?

:A”-ffI wouldn't say that partlcularly I was not, I don t think

MORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS
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A

'>;!Now in connectlon w1th ‘the Kansas City Athletlcs, Mr.

k try1ng to get the clevelandmteam to move to Seattle ;A_ ‘

' of contacts commenclng'September 2nd

the 01ty, the councrl or anyone else was really engaged 1n

group of our c1tlzens was and they asked us . to 1nd1cate

whether or not we. would suppﬁr ithelr effort and We sald

we would

Now 1n September of 1967Iyou testifled concernlng a serles

'47 wzth Mr, Flnley,

‘do you recall that’lfr_

T remember havrng many conversatlons w1th My, Flnley, elthe

dlrectly, probably two or three 1n “my. offlce and the rest

cf them through my axdes

nley owned the Kansas Clty Atnletlcs°

At that tlme Mrnﬁ

A

I oelleve so .; Hm;

And the ourpose of your dl_c‘531ons w1th Mr, Flnley were :

1n connectlon W1th efforts to obtaln for Seattle the

Kansas Clty Ahtlet1cs7
I thlnk we" should modlfy this whole thlng, our whole

lntarest was to support the efforts ‘of the citizens of the

f,

P

c1ty “to brlng a major 1eague team 1n.e

At thls tlme 1t was the Kansas Clty Athlet1cs°
Flrstnet maleleve1and then it. Was Kansas Clty As far as
we were. concerned we were only backlng up efforts to get

team here - We weren't aiming towards any certain team,

.lt could be an expansron franchlse

r
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f_DeVLne'rrOm Paul Anson relatxng tor

ln order to accompllsh the proposed reouest of Mr Flnley7,

'1t was eventually negotlated out
As I understand 1t the cost of these, of thls proposal by

Hr. Flnley would be a nllllon nlne hundred and forty flve__

*That 15 what Anson s estlmate was

'Tnen as I understand itfln'Exhlblt No 11 whlch is entit-

fdollars Now thls was the CltY'S offer that was actually
;made to wr Flnley, 15 that correct°-
If the document so lndlcates

.You 1dent1f1ed 1t earlxer?

“?I c0u1dn’t’go back on 51x or seven years' memory and

'jftake another look at that you identified your handwrltlng

rlnley wrote to Mr.,Devxne a 1etter whlchhyou indlcated

elatlng to improver

came. toiyour attentlon Exhlblt No 9 i

ments that would be necessary to be made;to the stad1um°

‘And Exhlblt 10 you 1dent1f1_d wa memorandum to Ed

hat would be necessary :

Yes, That w0uld have been the request regardless of how

thousand dollar

K ‘-é" :

led Clty S Offer dated Septemoer 8 1967, and this lists

a cost estlmate of a mllllon 31x hundred and ten thousand

1

Vo

P i

counteract anythlng in these documents If it is there

+hat is it,

I am qolng to refer you again to Exhlblt ll Would you
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