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not mine; I am not a salvage expert,

I couldn't say at this pecint,

garlier?

Yes, I am not questionning these Gocuments.

what I am asking you, the cost there is a million six
hundred and ten thousand dollars, isn't it?

That is what the document says,

in your handwriting it has assumed salvage three hundred
and fifty thousand dollars?

Yas,

What a.e you referring to as assumed salvage?

what we were referring to is the kind of eguipment that
we would design and put in Sicks Stadium to increase the
seating, lighting and so forth that could‘then be moved
eithier to the new.domed stadium when it was comstructed
or to anothexugthletic:facilityeof our city's, one of our
playfields 6: ébﬁething of that nature where it would have
a value,

and your feeling was it would have a valué cof three hundred

£ifty thousané dollars?

Thésegare-figures that were developed by our staff experts,
Wno were the salvage ekperts of the city?

Possible further salvage if new stadium is built forty

thousand dollars. What would that be referring to, 4o

you recall?
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No.

S¢ I take it then this Clity's offer was the offer that

was ;rade to Mp., Finley, is that zorrect?

Yes. I'have no reasoﬁ to dispute that.

Aad Exhibit 12, I believe you identified as your letter

to Mr., Finley transmitting the offer, is that correct?

Yes, that is certainly ﬁy letter, it has my signature on
it.

Showina vou Exhibit 13, you -discussed that eaxlier?

Yes,

I would like to ask you, recognizing this is a statement by
Floyd Miller, City Councilman, As I understand it you
couldn’'t ideﬁtify that that was the statement by Mr. Miller
made as of October 18, 1967 to representatives of the
American League? . | ‘-

I couldn't from my own knowledge verify this because I
don't recall that I ever saw a copy of his statemant., I
don't disagree Qith the statements he made.

In other words, you'would agree with the statements appear-
ing therein, is that correct?

In general, yes,. V

wall 3pecifically would you agree with the statement that
the city would be willing to lease the stadium for one dollg

a year as is or wiil make the necessary alterations to bring

the stadium up to major league standards and enter inte a
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mutually agreeable leassz arrangement? -

Yes, providing we recognize the importance of the last
three or four words, "and enter intc a mutually agreeable
lease axrangement”, Sure ‘as the agency owning the
facility we would be willing to go ahead and take the
physical steps to let contracts to make the improvements
providing we had the right provisions in the lease to
r2Ccover our money.

Then you further state, ;Our negotiations with Mr. Funley
should demonstréte our willingness to cooperate with a
prospective baseball tenant to the fullest possible extent)
Po you agree with that?

Yes, I think it does demonstrate that.
1 take_it,ﬁhen that you would agree that the lease preposal
made toer. Finley was. a mutually agreeable lease arrange-
m.ent9 '

_ MR, McNAUL: Counsel, I would object co the
form of'ﬁhat gquestion., .First of all you are asking
this Withess to speculate as to what was in Mr. Fin-
ley's ﬁind.

' MR. TOMLINSON: I am asking the witness ~-
MR, McNAUL: You said a mutually agreeable,
MR, TOMLINSON: The witness has stated that

he would be willing to, that he felt that they would

be willing to enter into a lease to bring tha stadium
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o Dld you con51derithe proposal

135'-Af At thls 901n;JI knOW we have had the documents, a qulck

jA : -No, I am not saylng that at all, It'weS-an offer,

gk
‘\-"«r i

‘erll rephrase the questlon.

”MR TOMLINSGN

“made by'you to Mr Flnley to

be acceptable to you as mayor of the elty of Seattle,A‘

P sgmethlng'you could recommend to the Clty°

,.

A

5

?3perusal doesn‘t necessarlly constltute full knowledge of

R the*contents as you Well know ' I am not at’ this p01nt

i

;;preéared to say tﬁat we~w0uld have absolutely 1nflex1n1e
entered 1nto a contract with Mr, Flnley on those c0nd1tlona,
I am not sure what the condltlons were oOr what loopholes
may be prov1ded on. elther s;de at this point.

0 Do I understand you are now. saylng what you prev;ously

1dent1f1ed as the Clty s offer to Mr. Finley was not :

an offer at all?

what do you want me to say beyond that°
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'could have gotten out of in

-_now some 51x years later to

'not prepared to certlfy»to.

I am asklng you Mr.-Braman Whether what you 1dent1f1ed as
'the c1ty 'S offer to Mr. Flnley“Was antﬂffer you were
jrecommendlng to the c1ty,

:to accept’

I am confzdent that rf by the tlmellt reached contract
”iform that all the prov1smons that wes had ln that offer

" were. met thls would have been a vaildloffer, yes, but T

.negotlatlons, a lot of conversatlon, Mr Flnley as you

well know is-a;very anle negotlator

o I thrnk maybe I Was about to finish, Anyway the thing-
1;of lt 1s Mr Flnley was recognlzed as a very able nego-

J{tiator ahd we ' had reached the point where we had a very.

ptentatlve agreement which

Are you saylng there may have been loopholes the Clty

that offer’

No- that 1sn't the poxnt I am saylng, you are’ asklng me

certlfy to somethlng that I am ;"fi

that the c1ty would be. W1111ng

have no. way of knowmng that that would have been the case

at thls tlme., These were all the reSult of a lot of

'-.-, ~

.‘ o

Tnxs was:the'result of those negotlatlons?
.“'_:; ‘:'H ‘hR. MCNAUL: * Let Mr. Braman finlsh
‘ﬂ;"if”ft» MR. TOMLINSOh It is not respon81ve.
‘Q’tjﬁ““?;t vMR McNAUL- You can move:to;strike,-pleaee'

let hlm flnlsh hls answer. ‘WereiYou finiEhed?

l ‘ . }i‘.‘ n
JERTS L ORI

could or perhaps would have been|
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k.actually were attached

':fform_than an” offer, no, lt aldn't

‘ji~?**ofxlegal 1nterpretatlon and I w1ll ask that be

‘fNo ‘my,lntefprEtat10n<;s when somebody comes and says

‘ ’ J.}" "' D co '-“.i
;"negotlatlons ff 'hh*mj

’modlfled on one 31de or the other before sxgnatures

.

MR;’

‘I'OMLINSON I move to strike that as

nonrespon51ve

Mr F1nley°' _ . . g
MR McNAUL,efi,object to that as beang
reoetltlve and also calllng for a 1egal conclusaon
-Are you asklnq 1f 1t constltutes anythlng further in 1ega1

| It was -an offer Agaln

'When you are talklnq in 51tuat10ns such as thlS as you
well know, offers are suoject to’ further negotlatlons
-that_ls tnn reason they are made |

MR TOMLINSON- I thlnk that is a questlon

-= That 1s my 1ﬁterpretat10n

Your lnterpretatlon lS that an offer is not an offer?

J

’u-

m,_'_,

. ‘,,.‘,

here is what we are walllng to do and we go. back and say

here }s what we: are W1lllng to do, we Stlll have room for

"

That was klnd of the sxtuatlon w1th the Pilots Wasn't it?

Ak T

MR, McNAUL;' That question certalnly is

NORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS .
400 NORTON BLDG.
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

56




EP‘ 1 | ffllnaéproprlate o
| 2] Q THat was: ‘a; 31tuat10n w1th the Pllots, you‘made one offer
3 . then subaequently another offer’-“:%-‘ "l
4 _ cf 'J‘.o:mR. McVAUL-F'I ooject to the form
5 R ;-.';cDONELL-f I object as too vague and
6| --’ 1ndef1n1te R i
71 qg Vow you are aa;re arr yoﬁ not.Mr .Braman that the
8 1 grantlng of the franchlse to the Seattle PllOtS by the
9 Amerlcan League was contlngent upon hav1ng a place to play
_10 _  that was acceptable to major league standards are you not?
1 A - Yes, though T am- confzdent that further 1nvest1gatlon orf
‘ 12 " all the documents and memoranda 1n thls matter will indi-
B , i3 . cate that all the c:.ty was offerlng Was an 1nter1m fac:.llty.
14 brought up to certaln standards,,whlch they wanted at one
15 level. and we were- Wllllng to supply at another That was
16 our offenffﬁl don’ t: thlnk there IS anythlng 1n there that
17 ﬂ;eishows thef'accepted that. offer

-~.11&“1b | All'I am asklng 1s, yod were aware of the fact that they

19 |7 had to have a place to play and thls place to play had to
20, be acceptable to certaln standards and for lacL of a

21f 1l';better word ; wall call them major 1eague s*l:andards'J

22 AE-Z’X negotlable standards because they were negotlated

_ before we even‘got to tﬁe pornt of exchanglng offers

24 *
' o vNow!you areﬁaware that thls actual actlon by the Amerlcan

v -.-.r/ﬁn “ e S qh'w :

,”g-LeagUe”camémin @he latter part of 19677
' : NORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS
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MR. MoNAUL: What action?
The action granting the franchise to the Seattle Pilots,
I wouldlassume this is a matter of regord and winile I have
no knowledge of the déte myself I will zgree i¥ that is
what the record shows that is what it waa,
in any event, you are aware as of February ?,';9n9, whrich
is Lxhibit 30, which we have previously rxeferred to, at
th#t time that a franchise had been granted to Pzcific
Northwest Sports, Inc.?
1 think that is what the record indicates. I couldn't
dispute it.
1 am sorxry, I gave you the wrong date there Myr. Braman,
I meant to say February of 1968. I apologize for that.
whatever the document shows is undoubtedly correct.
Now you have identified a number of documents and without
referring to all of them, Exhibits 15, 16, 17, 18 and
others dealing with negotiaﬁions surreunding a lease and
it would appear all of these exhibité primarily refer to
internal négotﬁations that wers going on within the city.

MR, MCDONELL: I object to the form of the

guestion unless you identify the exhibits,
MR, TOMLINSON: I would like to ask a gen-

eral question,

Let me ask you this, essentially what was the problem,

why was the city unable to reach a definitive statement as

NORTHWEST COURT REPOPTERS
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‘which no financial planning has been made and really my

vo what. it wanted to do from the period commencing some-
time eavrly in 1968 all the way through until the latter
part oi that year. ﬂWhat in your opinion or te your
knowledge was the proﬁlem. They speak here, just to assisfy
you in this, what I am trying tc find out; in Exhibit 15
for example, Mr. Anson talks in %terms since the Seattle
Center department has received no guidance concerning
funding of this project although specifiz recommendations
have been made since last Septewder on un.merous occaslcns,
that this be accomplished, it would desirable to direct
the architect to stop any further action of this matter.

This will obviate incurring charges against the city for

question Mr, Braman, do you know why there was this dezlay,
what the problem was within the city? '
" MR, MCNAUL: I would objeét to the form of
._thatfquesﬁioqjin that it doeé assume number cne,
éhe?e was ﬁelgy;lnumberrtwo, there wag & problem,
:MR. fCMLINQON: Quite obvicusly there was
a delay and I am asking the witness if he can explain
to us why from the period commencing early in 1968
: when”fp was knawn'that an interim facility would have
to be constructed all the way into early 1969 I think

" as the ‘exhibits will show, before the actual work

cdmmenced,_what~was the cause of this delay.

NORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS
- 409 NL. . ON BLDG.
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

59




10
1i
12
13
14
i5
16
17

18

20
21
22
23

24

I would be very happy to answer the guestion providing I
can answer it in my own way and fully pecause it has many
aspects that you can't answer in simply one sentences yes
or no, |
MR, McNAUL: First of all I would object

to the form of the guestion as callin@ for an opinion

and mischaracterizing the evidence to date and also

I would object to counsel testifyiug as to what is a

delay and what is not a delay.

MR. McDONELL: I object to the question téﬁ.

I am going to rephrase the guestion because I want your
statement for the record Mr. Braman, Let me ask the
question another way. In Exhibit 15, the portion I have
juét raad to you, Mr. Ansoﬁ talks about no guidance con-
cerning funding of this project., Do you know what he
was referring to?
That was an internal matter, Of course what he wanted to
know is what appropriations he could cite if he let any
contracts,
And he refers back to the fact that although specific
recompendations have been made sincs last September on
numerous occasibns, that this be accomplished, why wasn't
it accomplished? Now this was March 2%2th of 1968,

MR, McNAUL: I would object to the form

as calling for this witness to speculate as to what
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tﬁfthat he had a’ project 1n hand that was defxnltely g01ng to

'go ahead under;certaln condltlons and Wthh he then had to

'dlscu351ons were Stlll g01ng on,

.owners on one hand and we. representlng tne people of

'.Wou;d”éhat be at the time of the city counc:l s action

was in Mr. AnSon's mind and also calls for.an

e

I w1ll ask!you, do you knowiwhy no. guldance concernlng

fundlng of thlS progect had:been made as of March 29th

AnSOn was‘asklng for SpElelC 1nstruct10n° assumlng

ask how is thls to be funded What he is’ overlooklng there"
and 1t ‘was no overSLght on hlS part because he was carrylngl
out hlS dss1gned duties The thlng he falls to IeCOgnlze

in asklng for that klnd of dlrectlon 1s the pollcy level

What do you mean°

The dec1s;on by the mayor qﬂd Clty Counc11 how the best
1nterests of the clty would be served and of course on the

other sxde the_prosPectlve tenants, the Pllots Northwest

Sports and through them the league and other baseball

the c1ty on the other and these are pollcy.matters that
had not been resolved to our satlsfactlon at that point,

When would the fundlng of ‘the project be . accompllshed
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409 NORTON BLDG.
SEATTLE, w.nsmnojron -

61




11
12

i3

14

15
16
17
18
19

20

21

22

23

24

~evenrn.ially in the oxdivance whi.h came to me as mayor for

signatﬁké. Th#t would provide for the funding.

Would this be initiated Ly the¢ mayor's office or by the
council? 7

Tn this particular instance, up until the time that certain
conditijons which we had found ourselves at, an impasse had
arisen and we then as one of the exhibits we already had
before us, referred this to the council for their judgment
and action, Up to that point evarything that evencually
became part of the council bill and drdinance would have
come about as a result of the recommendations of the
mayor's office up to the point that we turned it over to
them, _

My. Braman, Exhibit 28 was a Seattle Times Octobexr 5th, 1968
article and youhave been asked previously by Mr., Wagoner
whether you recall a statement to the reporter of that
article there should be some guarantee that the city would
realize a profit, As I understand it your answer was you
didn't recall making such a statement?

That is right,

Now in addition to that the article states, "He added that
the new American League baseball team might be playing in
the Rainier Valley facility considerably longer than some
people believe. He noted the suit filed this week in

Superior Court against members of the State Stadium
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Commission, which could dsliay constfuction of a domed
multi-purpose stadium." Do you rxecall making that state- |
ment?

Ne, I den't recall making it, It sounds reasocnable at this
time,

Do you deny having made that statement?

No, I don't deny it., I just don't demy it or verify it.

Exhibit 29 Mr. Braman refers to a-moﬂification of the lease

or concession agreement referred to earliér reducing the

total capacity‘éffSicks Stadium frdmizs,dOO'to 25,000 seats

|
t
I
b
1l
|

and it refers to ﬁelephoﬁe conversations_beﬁween Mast

Sorianc and Mr. Johston and Floyd Miller and others. Werei
you a party to any of those phéne conversations? i
If you are referring were these conference callsl.nc.'
That is what I &mfasking. |
MR, McDONELL: Do you recall the exhibit?
MR, BRAMAN: I recall the exhibit,

I am asking whether these conversations with Max Soriano

referred to by Mr., Johnston were conversations that vou
were a party to? i
Not the actual conversation itself, no. At least I don't
recall having been a party to it,. b
whose primary responsibility was it o enter into a lease

arrangement with the Pilot management that would be satis-~

factory to the city? i

}
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Are you talking about the reaquirements of our charter or
from a policy point of view?
Would this be the responsibility of the mayor's office

or the City Council°

In this particular case 1t would have been »he responsibil-

ity of the Seattle Center department

Which ig under the mayor s offxca9 i

Yeg. If you are talking about the pbysxcal respon31b111tyz

to do the actual documentation --
No, I am talking about policy. '
To put the'project on the-toad Policy, 1t is ‘acombina-
tion of CIty. Councll and the mayor, I thlnk Lverythlng
there is in documentaticn that I have seen at least,
in those days the mayor's office did not attempt to move
ahead without carrying the council along with them,
When you refer to the leasa, as I think you said my ownh
work, would you like to elarify that, meaning it would be
a combination of what the mayor’'s office and the City
Council worked out? |
Yes, and the ultimate before the thing actually was
signatured by both parties, this is what it would have to
be. We would have nothing to sign until the council was
in agreement,

(Short recess)

(beposition reconvened)
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BY MR, TOMLINSON‘-

0 - M

,A;Jf

VNo, I at no tlme saw the team play.-

-amendment to the conce551oe agreement w1th the PllOtS that

n_ﬁ'would be my reasonable response and not my . memory. I am

Bramanj”I neglected to ask you when we were talklng

about the January proposal where the seatxng was reduced

from twenty-elght to twenty—flve thousand I neglected to

ask’ 1f you know why that was' acccmpllshed°

Budgetary, ln otherwwords uhe‘estlmates, the cost proposals:

fefestlmated amoents

Did you durlng'jEQ have occaSLOn to or at any time durzng

thelr exlstence 1n Seattle have occa31on to watch the

Pllots-anywhere 1n the east, in Washlngton or. BaltlmQre’

DId you see any ball games back there°~

..‘m_"-

NQtlw

Dld you Eake'part 1n an§ waf in the negotlatlcns of the

. ;-,-\
we referred to earller°

LT

The prlmfry feature~cf which was the reductlon from twanty-

eldht toytwenty flve thoueand seats?

nght | W&

-

Not aeross_the table face to face, this came to me througn

pe0p1e that were ass;gned to negotlate for the c1ty

Did you dlrect these people at the Seattle Center Department

to renegctlate the concession agreement?

Agaln I wculd have to reply strictly on what I would assume
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. confldent they were told the costs were overrunnlng and

By accommodatron Mr. Braman are you aware of any accommoda«
{ereduce seatlng to twenty flve thousana from twenty—elght

“thousand’

I thlnk one ofithe documents we had 'ere clearly 1ndlcates

 that time. 1'1 stated here 1n prev;ous examlnatlon that :

“they were actlng as an agent for ‘the 1eague

Suppose they hadn t agreed Lhen what?

x;ﬁ:the 1eaee from,twenty—elght thousand to twenty flve thou-

_tlon that was offered to the Pilots for thelr agreement to

SR 0p1n10nq7%::
e L

they would have to flnd some accommodat;on between the

partles 7;rujuj”j¢t,;f

v

that was presented to them and that we have a slgned 1

thlnk we have a slgned copy back that they accepted 1t at

we would not have accepted that as valld unless we assumed

'; ! .‘..

'wwMR McMAUL- I cbject to that as argumenta—

tlve and nypothetlcal

T thlnk the deal would have been down the draln.

.

I MR McNAUL It also is calling for an.

£ fs

b =
’{- v

r
I

In other OrdS'ﬁlf they hadn t agreed to the amendment to

- il

sand there would have been no deal?

'-MR. McNAUL: I object to the form of that

:qgestion'asfbeing hypothetical and calling for

ebeculation.
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: Let me say my prev10us reply I made 1t would have been

'thls modlflcatlon as- to what'thelr approach to the Pllots

.should be should the PllOt

"antlcipate these problems untll you have them before you,‘
- then you try to. solve'fhem ;‘: ;"  e '
‘:.Dld you authorlze.the oeople negotlatlng these amendments
d;as £0 What rﬁ anythlng, they could offer the PllOtS'
d.organlvatlon for egreelng_to the reductlon to 25 ,000 seats]
lI don £ bellevehthat thS st tne klnd of thlng that

iwould have come’ to me dlrectly as mayor of the c1ty. This
!thelr department's respon51b111t1es to carry out these
_1nsrructzons Thelr 1nstruct10n was to negotiate the

”}detalls of*whaﬁ 1mprovements we would make: and when they

'negotlatlng Wwere too hlgh tney were sent back to the

”*‘out any instructlons from me.

down the draln x would have to say 1t mlght ‘be: down the

draln not that rt would be because certalnly at that p01ntf

we: would have been w1de open:for further negotlatlons of

some type." !

D;d you glve any 1nstruct10ns to_the people negotlatlng

: ‘e‘unw1111ng to accept°

No, you take those thlngs as they come. You don't

was 1n the hands of competent people who are charged under

\. '\.

.
L el

table, It'Was their right to suggest a reduction in the

amount of seatlng, -which is what I assume they did, with-
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| concesszon agreemen whereby_the seatlng‘was reduced frOm

-'28 000 to 25, 000 whether that was puxsuant to your in-

‘.brlng the cost of_thls proyect down to the amount of money

 lot. facrllty forthe Pllots°
Not spec1f1cally. ThlS ls cne of the many areas of nego~

dtlatlon in whlch'we were trylng to find an answer to

'Tf;wand still keep,wlthln the bounds and . amounts of the c1tY to

So you:don

I don't recall lt‘

struct10n7-;”

'It was pursuant to a general znstructlon to f1nd a way to

avallable to ca ry 1t out 1f was poss;ble and Stlll meet
tne requlrements of the prop05ed lessee and I thlnk the

documents showﬁthey dld agree to thlS therefore I guess

v,.

the negotlatlons were successful

.v‘.,_ .

You took no permanent‘pav+ 1n the negotlatlons°
‘No not to my knowledge |

Were you 1nvolvea in the determlnatlon to prov1de a parking

e. £ -r

e
,; o )r" . t‘f.

"ﬂldlffenent problems ra;sed by the proposed occupant lessee," B

accomplish it and one of the thlngs they dld need was

further parklng and I think that the arrangement that was

made Whlch would brlng in nresumably further income to makg'*
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_ You are aware, aren
w1lllng to

;lto the faclllty?

"Vo I don'thnow that I am aware of that.
dYou are not aware of any proposal made by the P

lwnereby they would carry out the 1mprovements +to - ‘the

pr0posed parklng 1ot° ! _
'gNoor By that reply I don't mean to: 1mply there wasn't

' the clty organlzatlon but I dldn't possess 1t myself

. Your feellng was

f'that 1t would be a source of addltlonal i

‘We trled to work 1t

fthe toﬁal coet*bf the 1mprovement at 1east when I say

Jwe dld

:ﬂwelng day 1n Seattle that the stadlum fac111ty was not

}iflnlshed°

‘.. Yes I thlnk it was common knowledge there were certain

pOSSlble further parklng was a properllegitlmate approach

'tpyou Mr. Braman;gthe PllOtS were

év1de thlS parklng had they been glven access

1lots‘

any such dlSCUSSlOD or . knowledge exlstlng somewhere in

if I am corxect that by provxdlng the

parklng and maklng the necessary 1mprovements to provxde it

ncome to the c1ty

out to %hat end, yes, to help offset

I am.sure that is what our negotlators were try-

1ng to do

.Are you aware of the fact Mr. Braman that as of the open-

v
"-a‘_:

elements of lt Itnwas not one hundred per cent complete

but apparently it was adequate, they opened and played

ball theére..

NORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS
40% .NORTON BaLDG.
SEATTL_E. WASHINGTON

69




10
1
12
13
i4
15

16

17

18
19
20
21
22
23

24

u:l

You are awaxe of the fact, aren't you Mr, Braman, as of
opening there was only sixteen thousand seatcs?

No I am not, X can't talk figures.

You are not aware of that?

I don‘t know what the figures wexe. I just know there was
some gquestion that the facility wasn't entirsly one hundred
per cent ready for occupancy.

MR. MCNAUL: I believe the record will
indicate that My. Braman had left the city prior to
opening day.

I understand, I am asking whether he is now aware of it,
I am aware from reading the newspapers, yes.

But you didn't have any diécussions with Mayor Miller as
to the problems in getting the stadium ready?

I don‘t recall having any discussions with Mayor Miller or
anyone in the Seattle organization after leaving here,
relative to this problem in aﬁy way, shape or form.

In & facility such as this, what i3 the usual arrangement
that the city makes to police it? 1In othér words, who
maintains ordef at a public facility?

‘I couldn't answey in this particular case, One of our
own facilities that we were operating, such as the
Coiiseum, theé city has its responsibility to do it thrOugh

their own security forms. In a leased area of this type

I am not sure, Of course for major problems the city
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‘able to'say T guaranteeﬁto spend the entirelthirty-one

police are available and T would assume that the tenant
would provide some %ty»ne of crowd control or what-have-you,
who ceuld provide us with information as te the manner in
which the area was to be policed?

I don't know,

wWould that come from the Poiice Dapartment or mavor's
office?

It would be a function, I think, of the lease arrangement
between the parties and I don't recall.

You don't recall any directives that you issued indicating
the manner in which there would be police protection?

No, there were none as far as I can recall,

Do you planlto be here in Seattle, Washington during the
month of February, 19747

I have no present plans not te be but zsince I sometimes

make recreational plans outside the city, I wouldn't be

days of February in the city.

You have no present plans?

I have no present plaﬁs. I can't block cut any set of
dates of which I would definitely be here.

MR, TOMLINSON: That is all.

NORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS
408 NOREC  Blun.
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

71




~10-

11

12

'R :
14
15
o
18
19

- 20

21

22

24

BY MR. McNAUL?

Q

A

, stadlum to acqulreamajorfleague baseball ln the event that

~ing a mejor league franchise?

‘. 'CROSS~-EXAMINATION

Mr. Braman earller 1n response to Mr Wagoner -] questlons

you 1nd1cated that one of your motlvatlons 1n acqulrlng

SleS Stadlum pro erty 'S your concern to have an 1nter1ml

Seattle had an opportunlty to ‘cquire quch a franchlse is

that rlghtve"

Yes, w1th the;further caveat that in addltlon to that we-

had two. other cons;deratlons. One of-them was the-protec-
tlon of the land agalnst hlgh value development agalnst thee
time when we would need a: portlon of 1t for hlghway pur-

poses, The second one was that in addltlon to our desire

to have a facxllty avallable to accommodate a franchlse,
a major league franchlse should 1t come durlng the interim

perlod Waltlng the blg stadlum we wanted to keep the level
of baseball that was here g01ng. We wanted to keep the

Pacxflc Coasf League baseball g01ng s0 we didn't have a

vo;d whlch would have first deprived the city of Seattle,
thls great blg bustllng metropolls of any organized base-
baii mbut alsovwculd have been a detriment. to being able
to convmnce the*mejor league that they should put a fran-

¥

Chlse here.

Why dld ‘the’ Cxty of Seattle have the concern about obtaln-
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A

other responSLble pOllcy makers, the n1ne members of the

: economic beneflts to~the clty both indirect, that is

',wnlch would then come back reflected in taxes but actual

7;51ncome to the crty through direct. taxes whlch would be so

o+ great that we should glve every effort to not flnd reasons

A why we couldn t: do thls and to give in to what appeared to

Let me: start by statzng, that as far as I personally am
concerned as an indrvrdual and I don't know how thls would

have been how thrs would reflect the attztude of the

Clty Councrl but as far as I was concerned from my own -
personal enjoyment *t wasn't materlal that we have lt
here, but as adminlstrator of the c1ty 1n lrstenlng to the -
vorces of the crty, 1lstenrng to the re3pon31nlllty of the
leaders of the. crty who are tellrng us 1n no uncertaln
terms that the clty would be downgraded not only 1n
plestrge out 1n economlc progress lf we didn't take steps
ko acqulre a major league franchrse thls caused us to
give an attentlon prlorlty that far exceeded what we nor-
mally would glve to a 01ty problem because overrldlng the
phy51cal arrangements that were necessary was the fact that
we were told andfwe:belleved from our-own knowledge that th

ks

oenefats to the communlty, to the businesses in the city

be almost 1nsurmountab1e problems but rather to flnd ways .

“in whrch we could do 1t bearing out, keeplng 1n mind also

that whatever we dld to keep the Pacific Coast playing and
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D - B to get a major league franchlse here w:.th all of 1ts

r - 21 | attendant beneflts had to st111 be done in. the context of
| 3 ‘ our rESponSlbllltleS to admlnxster the peoples' money ;
4 correctly and thls made 1t a very dlfflcult deal and took
s a great deal of effort on the part oF everyone to flnd
6 . ways to do thls and fully{carry out these re5p0n51b111t1es'
7 and for that reason X thlhk when we tark about just ‘the
{__ 3_' rnegotlatlons that-went forth here we ‘are: ‘missing one of the
8 | : 9 | major parts o _ _
_é ' 10 | 7_: “MR WAGONER-' I.move'to'sﬁrike the portion'
-:h n . of that testlmony that 1s obv1ously based on hearsay
if ;2 o) Mr.. Braman, I belleve you testlfled that you had certaln
) 13 o negotlatlons with Charles Flnley w1th a view to Mr. Finley
E 14 coming to Seattle 15 that correct°e"

15 A Let's put 1t thls way, that the feellng that exlsted in

16 V_the c1ty among;botn-respon51ble leaders in the business
S ‘COmmunlty and 5ports leaders, men that were interested
J?}sh; .. personally A becomlng 1nvolved in the Operatlon of this

19 . 1nd of an act1v1ty, wnether 1t was baseball, basketball

20 football or- what have you caused them to bring to us

21 7;97;Tnot)at our 1nv1tatlon but to bring. to us people who they

22

}: felt would be abre to a531st in bringing thls kind of a

23 |
e Jprogram into belng here ana as a result of that we had the
i . 24 -J‘.-:". (
_;;ﬁJ JVlSlt frbm‘Gabe Paul we didn't 1nv1te Mr, Paul to come,
|t |

e We had the v151t from Lharley Finley, We didn't invite Mr,

NORTHWEST COQURT REPORTERS
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r
E‘Ea- o Fiﬁléylﬁéfééméﬁl ﬁé ﬁeré not try;ng torget a franchlse
g: 21 'away from any other c1ty we were sxmply listenlng to
? 3 presentations that werefbrought to us by 1nterested c1t1-.
E‘ 4 ' zens of thls c1ty.:_' '. . ' i N
5| , MR TOMLINSON Imove to si;:;ike as
;' 6 N | nénresponsive o LT
§ 7 .  _ R. BRAMAN: It 'wa £e5p0n51ve as I.,"
| 8 | ' ‘can make 1t to that type of questlon |
91 g ' -.‘ MR McNAUL-: I thlnk 1t was and I thlnk the
; L record wlll 1nd1cate that 1t was responsive,
' - n ' o MR TOMLINSON-'. The same objection.
121 q pid Mr. Flnley ever 1ndicate to you Mr. Braman that if
13 ~ he brought the Kansas City Athletics to Seattle it would
14. . mean.certain tax advantagés andian economic boost to the
15 _ area? . -
6 R, TOMLINSON: I object to the form of the
17 - ques?%pnfés;leading..
18 ) e fe_ _ MR MCNAUL : ”Thi@‘is cn cross-examination
o “q? L ”; . éounsel ana I‘;ﬁwégt;tled to lead,
20 o .. MR. TOMLINSON: He is your witness.
?}:"H ' 21 A Yes, very-deflnltﬁ}y.’ In fact, everyone we talked to from
| 22 :.¥'.the sxdéwg?ké;éanléed Easnball presented to us’ thls
'é_ .i  723 - fglow1ng pdcture‘of ﬁhe great beneflts that would come to
"?fjv ¢ hfthe cxty as kd fraﬁéhlse
| ' %g“q;EV;Would'it be falr tc say Mr. Braman --
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VWOuld 1t be falr to say Mr. Braman that Seattle s 1nterest

'1n the Cleveland Indlans as well as the Kansas Clty

'-obta1n°

MR WAGONER- Before you go on I move to

stxzke the answer, 1t goes beyond the questlon

Athlet1cs=——_

- I belleve mt lS the M aukee Braves
The Mllwaukee Braves, was lnfluenced by the fact at that
p01nt 1n tlme there was: no expan51on franchlse by elther

of the major 1eague 1eagues that the c1ty of Seattle could

| MR TOMLINSON ' I object to the form of the
‘Equestlon :;Ic is a 1ead1ng questlon you are not
entltled to lead thls w1tness. He is your own wltﬁess.
AThlS man has been’ lncluded on. the C1+y of Seattle s
ew1tness llSt as thelr Y1tness He‘ls a former mayor
of the City of Seattle and the Clty of Seattle is a
'plalntlff here. I think the record clearly shows that
Tftne examlnatlon conducted by the baseball defendants
fand‘the conce551ona1re de endants was in the nature
hbe‘of defense and adverse.w1tness, consequently I think
iyou~are not entitled to lead him, I will object to
mwthe form of the question
S ' MR, WAGONER: I would add the additional
"objectlon as well. that the form of the question

where 1t asks for an 1mpressmon on behalf of Seattle
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interests, I think it is too vague and indefinite.
In response te that objection, I am speaking now of the
mayor's office and mayorts office's interést in these
several ball clubs, Was it influenced by the fact that
there was not a major league expansion franchise available
at that point in time?

MR, TOMLINSON: Same objection,.leading.

I would have to say that as far as I am coacerned as an
individual I haven't had that much deep knowledge or even
concern about the way in which franchises are moved or
created around the country., I think that we would have
preferred to have had an expansion franchise, onrly because
of the good relationships, the better relationships that
would exist between the City of Seattle in other fields
in our working tbgether for mutual interest, but as far
as the actwal product is concerned, I think it would
make little difference to us. Yes, I think we would have
rather had an expansion franchise for those reasons but
I don't_think we 2ven thought particularly about that.
We were thinking about'hgw are we going to offer something
that would enable somebody to bring some kind of a team
in here. | |
Do you krow whether at that point in time theres was an
exapansion franchise, in 1965 and '66?

From my ,own knowledge, no but I am almost certain from
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.~ but what was the quest10n°

lOCated at- tne Seattle Center sxte

'of'theﬁgey*ﬁreeway wés-chenged to include ‘additional lanes

QIfwouldn't pln 1t down to aodltlonal lanes necessarily but_
) to thls stadlum as well as the general problem of access

;,to be some parklngngarages, I think one of these was to be

bUllt over«the parklng lot of the nlqn schocl memorlal

ther sources that there was not

;MRF WAGONER'“ I move to strlke the last

part as going beyond hls personal knowledge

kBRAMAN-V It doesi

Now there easeEOme testlmony earller about the Bay Freeway,

do yOu recall that today in. your depoqlt10n7

I am afrald I don't recall hav;ng dlscussed that here

There was ‘some - 1nd1cat10n thatyou felt the Bay Freeway

would be necessary even 1f the domed stadlum was not

MR, WAGONER-' There was teStlmony to that
ffect
Whetner thers was or not I can e3511y answer ~the questlon

The queetion 1srthls‘then, were;you‘awarefthat ‘the design

in ordmr'ro accommedate a domed sta&ium located at the

Seattle Center 51te7

'
o

the deSLgn certalnly was. dlrected towards solv;ng access

?to the Center and specifically in that respect there was

;

'Z : 1,
‘u,‘ L7 H

wadlum and certaznlj there was going to be ingress and
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'2::  ‘ ;,hles mh1ch=ha f;eenyllmlted 1f we are dniy trylng to serve
3 _f:?i ; i :

4 'Q R

5 o was 1t° '

p 3'

7|0  §§££;ha§§g e reewa ifly “you ﬁnow°.

8 ,£  .2The Bay Freeway_§as‘then déSlgnedﬁto 1mprove access to the
9 ;‘Seattleicahter‘ d'hlgh school mnmorlal stadlum and was
10 o 7ibroughtﬂuplt0 thewﬁolnt of d951gn and even to some minor

-‘FL : :aaacqu;s'tlon~of‘propﬂrty and then kllled by an 1n1t1at1v:
| S12 0 ._ to the nmople - | A 7
.b 13 Q.~ 1SO the orogect was ultlmately kllled ~is £hat correct?
4 | a Cves.  F | e |
15 | o wMr. Wagoner. showeﬁ jéu number of docﬁmentsfand ybu
16 .-'fﬁfroSponded to a large numbpr of those that the documcnt
17 'appearad to be valid? | |
18 A Yas. | |
19 1 q Whan you used the term Valld wers you refefring that it
_29 . was é qenulne .COPY, and that it apoaared to b°'51gnnd by
ig?;iﬂ,.  th@ oerson 1ndlca£eé.;sdhsert to the nmrson to whom 1t was
22' addressad7 ’ |
'_23 -A. Yes, ery daflnltely.u pPerhaps my choice of words is not
;qood'from the p61nt‘of semantics but this is deflnltely
what‘I was?statlng and 1mply1ng. It had ngﬁhlng to do W}tb
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~ Mr, Braman, why do you indicate that that Jocum..t bears

the content.

You also stated in response to the letter of January 10,
1969 that you felt somewhere in that letter that there

was some indication that American League approval had been
obtzined, do you recall that?

Yes., T think we looked at that once and didn't find the
specific wording in there. I think I stated that as a
reasonable administrator when you submit an offer to an
agent, to persons you are dealinag with directly who has

to have approval éf songone further on and he sends it

nvack signed, you assume he got that approval.
{D=fendarits' IExhibit 31
marked for identification.)
I want to show you another documznt here if I may. I will
ask if you can identify this documenct,
2Agailn what woxd shall I use instead of valid? Again it
appsars to be a propar copy of a letter and I have ro
reason to doubt its authenticity.
Please read the letter and I will ask you some questiéns
about- it, | |
MR, TOMLINSON: May I examine the documanc?
ﬁﬁ. MeNAUL: We can have the witness look ai
it 'then you c¢an look at it, #r. Tomlinson,

I think that -bears out my assumptions.

b
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out your assumptions, namely Exhibit 31°?

MR, TOMLINSON: Just a moment, I think that
the férm of the question is such that it is unintelli
gible to not only the witness but to other counsel.

I object to the form of it. |

MR, BRAMAN: Counsel, I undsrstand the

question very clearly.
Would you respond please?
It simply states here that the letter which we previously
discussed, which was returned signed bv Pacifie mérthwest
Spcrts says, "In which you advised me you must first
consult with the officials of the American Baseball Lsague
baefore acknowledging my January 10th, 1969 lettar and its
understandings. As soon as you have returned from you
February 4 and 5 meeting with the American Baseball Leagus
officials concerning the remeodeling of the Sicks Stadium
by the city, we would appreciate the immediate return of my
letter, countersigﬁed." That tells me that they had to
know what thev wers doing when they countersigned that
letter.

MR, TOMLIWSON: I object to the answer as
beiﬁg, as I said, not vresponsive to the question,
TyeAwitness has not identified this document as one

which he is personally familiar with. Hz is drawing

concdlusions upon what the decument says. . don't fesel
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tha answer is competent testimony and I will object to it,

the gquestion and answer.
Did vou receive a copy of this document, Mr., Braman?
I am listed on those recaiving copiles and therefore I have
no reason to doubt that I received it. I am sure I did.
And sometime after this letter, the January 10th letter
was signed by the Sorianos and returned to the city, is
that correct?
Well we have the letter here and it is signed by the
Sorianos.
I would like to read you another porticn of this letter
and ask you a quesﬁion abouﬁ it, Mr. Braman. It indicates
differ _

here, "If you / with the letter or any other aspacts of thg
ramodeling contemplated by the city within its limited
funds, we wish to know as quickly as possible, Wa feel
such matters should ba identified as early as possibla so
that we can quickly work towards resolving them and kaep
£o 2 minimum any delay in the construction of improvements
to the stadium." Now was it the position of the mayor’'s
office that if that lettar had not been signed by the
Sorianés{¥%at.yoﬁ would have worked with Pacific Northwast
Sports to resolve any difficuities?

“ 'MR. TOMLINSON: I object to the form ot

the question, it is leading, it is calling for an

answer upon a hypothetical situation not shown to be
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in evidence in the case.
MR, WAGONER: I will add to that it is an

argumentative question as well,
Would you answer?
My mind is wandering, I don‘t get the gist. I know tha
paragraph,
The guestion basically is, was it the mavor's office's
position that if the Soriznos to whom Exhibit 31 was sent,
weye not willing —--
-~ I get it, I think we have to assume that when people
ars sericusly negotiating on an important contract that if
the§ don't reply at all that some action has to be taken,
My assumption would be that they would reply, which they
did and had their reply been different than the one we
recsived which gave us every reason to bealieve we had a
valid agreement with them, which meant they had an agree-
ment from their sponscrs, then we would havs entered into
furtner negotiations,

HR, WAGONZR: I cobject to the answsr and

move it be stricken as not responsive to the question|
Was it your understanding that the city was inviting the
Sofianos.to make objsctions, if they had any, to thé
letter of January l0th and then o sit down with the city
ané try to rasclve them? |

YR, WAGONER: The same =eries of pbjections
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BY MR TOMLIVSOW»-”

Q

E:Y

O

to the 1ease modlflcatlon Qf January 105

‘No. Agaln the answer ;s probably not acceptable but I

'agreement“
rare you saylng you are not aware that the Sorlanos objected

‘to the signing of"thls-document on January 10, 19697

.that the Sorianos vehementlj objected to the Slgnlng of the
,.January 10 1969_1ease modification we have been referring

e made to the earller questlon

The letter 1s”fery cluar, obvmously we were telllng them -

1F you don't 11ke the urovmslon don't smgn 1t tell us

lwhat_reacticn if any,

J

,',

there was from the Sorlanos to the;prenﬁsal madn to them

No more. than thelr 51gned acceptance

"

You are not aware of what thelr reactlon Was when thls

41‘

was Dzesentee

..4 v

would assume’ that 1f they dldn t llke what was. being offer-
24 to-them theylwculé,have seld soland they probably-dld-

during the couree*of hegotiations, eventually signed the

fhe sxgnlng of the document no, they smqned it so I suppOse
they did lt oflthelr own frﬂe w1ll they aldn t have a gun
at their hé&d.?”r | o

I am.asklng you are ycﬁ or are you not awaré of the fact

B S N . NORTHWEST COU‘RTVREPORTE_Rs
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A No, I am not aware of that. |

0 You are not aware of that?
A No.
Q You are not aware of ths fact that thz Sorisnocos considerszd

they were being blackmailed in the signing of that docu-

ment? ’
MR, McKAUL: T would objsct to that

question, it is argumentative and it assumes facts

-

not-inléﬂideﬂéé and I think vou are a%tempting to bs
repetitive and to harrass the witness és well,
o You are not awars of that?
MR, McHAUL: The sam2 objection. ;
A I am not aware that thexe was any such a circumstance that;
'existed. I think these ware gentlemenly, across the bOardé
negctiations which eventually they agreed to and signad
the lettar, What was in their minds I can't read.
0 Did Mr. Johnsten givae you any reports at all upon ths
.manner in which thess negotiations ware conducted?
A I am sure he must have,
0 Do vou recall them?
a No, I don't,
BY HR. WAGONER:
0 You said you could not recall any proposal by the Sorianos

with respect to the parking lot?

¥ Yas,
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To lease property for a dollar and approve the parking lot
at their expense., You said you couldn't recall without
seeing a document, does that refresh vour recollection

on that point?

{Defandants' Exhibit 32
markad for identification.)

I don't recall having previous knowledge of this. T don't

think it changes anything particularly.

Tt does seem to indicate from the handwriting Mr., Devine

received a copy?
Yes.
And it indicates on the left-hand side 6/3/68 Committee of |

Whole received, deny request, that would have been the

Council Committee of the Wholeg?
Yes, but I have no knowledge of what happened to causs

b

that recommendation or what subseguent action was taken

on it,

MR. WAGONER: That is all.

(Witness excused from stand.)

Jd. D. BRAMAN

} s8s8.

SUBSCRIBED AdD SWORN to bLefore me this day
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