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2 Q Has tha existence of that option clause and the 

3 right of a player to play out his option injured or in 

4 any way impaired the integri·ty of professional football? 

5 Not to my knowledge. 

6 MRa TOPKIS: Thank you, Commissioner. I have 

7 no further questions. Thank you very much for coming in 

8 this morningo 

9 THE COURT: Cross. 

10 CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MRo HOYNES: 

0 Mr. Rozelle; you have produced today, and the 

12 plaintiff has introduced into evidence, three documents, 

13 Plaintiff 0 s Exhibit 12, which is the constitution and by-
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laws of the combined NFL, the Red Book. I believe that 

is in effect for 1969; a printer's proof of what I take 

it to be a new conatitution and bylaws effective February 

of 1970? 

A Yes. 

Q And a copy of the standard player contract for 

the National Football Leagueo 

Are there any other instruments or agreements 

which contain additional provisions concerning player 

contracts and control of player contracts by the clubs 

which vary in any p;1rticular the paragraphs and provisions 

of thsse three instruments? 
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A NOo 

Q With reference to Exhibit 12, the 1969 version 

of the constitution and bylaws, and with particular refer-

ence to Section 12olH, which provides in substance that 

compensation will be determined by the Commissioner in the 

event the two clubs involved with a play~r who has played 

out his option can not agree to compensation, was that 

clause and the substance of that provision always present 

in the National Football ~ague rules? 

A No. 

Q Approximately when was it added to the rules? 

A About 1961 or 1962. 

Q Mr. Rozelle, what was the situation with respect 

to a player' a playing out of the op·tion prior to the 

adoption of Rule 12.lH in 1961 or 1962? 

A His contractual condition was t!>e same. However,
1 

there was no provision in the constitution providing for 1 

compensation to the club that _ h~ was to leave. 

Q So that before the rule change in 1961 or 1962 

a player who played out his option could negotiate with 

another club and that other ciub need only be concer ned 

about compensating the individual player in terms of 

salary and so on, that club was not required to compensate 

the club, the former c lub, of the player who had played 
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out his option? 

A That is correct. 

Q The result of the rule change, therefore, makes 

it obviously somewhat more expensive in terms of compensa-

tion to a club which is considering acquiring a player 

that has played out his option? 

A They were called upon to provide compensation 

to such a club he was leaving, in addition to negotiating 

with the player. 

Q I believe you testified that the old National 

Football League merged in June of 1966, is that correct? 

A Yes .. 

Q Subject to the implementation of certain aspects 

of the merger that you have just recently finally completed? r 

A Yes. 

O Concerning the realignment of t2ams? 

A That was part of it, yes. 
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Q Was soma special Congressional legislation re-

quired or sought by the National and American Football 

Leagues to authorize that merger? 

MR. TOPKIS: Objection, your Honor, on the grounds 

of the witness I competence. The term n required n I should 

think would call for a legal conclusion. 

THE COURT: I will allow it. The witness impresse1 

me as being well possessed. I think if he can't answer it 

he will tell us. 

Would you repeat. the question, please, Mr. Reporter .. 

(Question read.) 

A On advice of our counsel, we felt that it was re- . I 
! quired, yes • ! 

O Did you personally testify in favor of the measure . 
ij 

I 
~ 

which authorized the II'.erger? 

A Yes. 

Q Did Congress act to authori~e the merger? 

A Yes. 

I I 

i 
l 

Q Was that act not in the form of an runendment to I 
the ~ 

Telecasting of Professional Sports Contest Section of U .s. 

Code 15 USC 1291? 

late. 

MR.TOPKIS: If your Honor pleaseu we will so stipu-

THE COURT: It is ~o stipulated, if you will ac-
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cept it, Mr. Hoynes. 

MR. HOYNES: I' 11 be pleai;ed to accept the stipu-

lation. 

O Mr. Rozelle, was not a purpose of the marger the 

institution of a sys~em of common draft between the tWo 

leagues? 

A Would you please :repa<=.J:t ti""lc.rc? 

i O Was not one of the purposGs of th~ merger th~ desire 
) 

of the two leagues to arrive at a ccmmon draft of players? 

A Yes. 

Q And prior to the merger the two leagues c~nducted 

a separate draft with nnny overlapping c~.oic!ls. that is to 

say, is it not true that the leagues pzio:: to tt:e merger 

drafted many of the sa:me playars w'"'Od were in co:npet.i ·tion 

with r~spect to the signing of thoa~ players? 

A Yes. 

Q That co'1lpetition uas eliminated by the merger? 

A Eliminated by the single draft that followed the 

Q In your opinion, Mr. FD~ellev dc~s not that common 

draft tend to equalize the playing strength among the teams 

in a combin~d Nation~! Football League? 

A Yes, because priox to the marger the competition 

i 
was really not be·twsen two leagues as much as it was bet.ween; 
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the strong teams of each league, and we had a growing tenden·-f 

. I 
cy of the stronger teams getting stronger and the weaker team:, 

in each leaque dropping out of the competition, in effect, fc>r 

talent. I 
' Q Is not equilization of competitive playing strenqth 1 
) 
i 
'i . a necessa__,,, aspect of the auccessfµl operation of the pro- 1. 

l f eBaional league gport? 1 

A It certainly is in the one I am conversant with, 

football, yes. 

O . Well, I really was concerning myself primarily with 

football. In your opinion, Mr. Rozelle, ~as the adoption 

of this common draft an important, indeed n~eessa;:--~ ingred-

ient ·in the maintenance of equal!2ed playing strength among 

the clubs? 

A Y~s9 becmise I feel th&t if wa had not had it wo 

would have had several clubs in both leagues fail. 

O Ar~ there any minor leagues, that is to say~ is 

there any minor l~ague structure in pzof essional football 

comparable to ~~e well known minor league structure that 

profes·sional b~s~l.lll hci.s? 

A No. 

O The answer was no, I believa, is that co:rrect? 

· THE COURT: Is that the answar? 

A No. 
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Are not. the colleges and universities in the United 

3 States the training ground, if you will, for professional 

4 football talent? 

s A Yes. 

6 MR. HOYNES: That is all, your Honor. I have no 

7 further questions. 

8 THE COURT: Anything by Mr. Kramer? 

9 MR. KRAMER: Yes, your Honor. 

10 TllE COURT: Mr. Kramer, you are up. 

I) BY MR. KRAMER: 

12 Q Mr. Commissioner, can we agree that a Commissioner's : 

13 lot is not always a happy one? 

!~ A . Definitelyo 

l5 O I suppose I should tell you, air, that I represent 

16 
the C~m:missioner in this case 1 tha~ is to say, the Cornmission·er 

17 of Baseball. 

18 I MR. KRAi.\1ER: :r wonder if the clerk could h.atld the 

i9 i 
20 I 

I 
I 

witness 'Plaintiff's E:chibit 13, the standard player C'Ontract? 

TEE COURT: Would you do so, pleaseo Thank you. 
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(Handed .. ) 

Q Would you look., Mr. Commissioner, at Paragraph. 11 

of that con~rac~? 1\i'~ I correct that that is the paragraph 

in th~ standard player contract in which the player ackno\:ll-

edges the zight and power of the Commisslonar to punish 
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players who accept bribes or agree to throw or fix a game? ; 

THE COURT: You lowered your voice. What was that j 
j 

Mr. :Reporter. 

(Question read.) 

A Or vho bats on a game or who is guilty of any con-

duct detrimental to the welfare of the leaque, yes. 

Q Thank you for the addition. I 
i 
1 

MR. KRAMER: Now could we hand the witness, please, j 

Plain~iff 's Exhibit No. 12, the red book. 

(Banded .. ) 

O Can we agree,, Mr. Commissioner, that your powers 

1 
j 
! 
l 

qiven you in the Constitution and bylaws for major professiodal 
l 
!i 

' football operations to protect the inteqrity of the game 
:1 

a:re ·among the most important if not the most importa.."lt power:' 

you have? 

A In my opinion,yes. 

Q Thank you. I call your attenti.on to Article I(C) 

on page 7, at the bottom of the pagev and ask you to ·read 

that to yourself. 

j~ 

" ,! 

l 
J 
j 
I The provision 9ives you, does it not, broad powers j 

i to prevent or puniah any conduct detrim2ntal to' the game, 

does it not? 

A Yes. 

O The same can be said, can it not, of Article I(D) 

I ., · 
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on page S? 

A Yes. 

MR. KRAMER: No further questions. 

THE COURT: Any redirect? 

MR. TOPKIS: Just a little, your Honor, if I may. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. TOPKIS: 

Q Commissioner, you testified a few minutes ago, I 

believe, that during the time that the AFL and the NFL did 

not have a common draft there was competition particularly 

I 
I 
l 
! : 
I 

I 
between the stronger clubs in each league rather than between: 

l 

each leaguer did I understand you corractly? I 
A Yes. 

o And you tes~;i fied further v I believe, that it was yc~rr 

opinion that had th1.1.t situation c:ontinued some of the weaker j 
i 

teams would have failed? 

A Yes. 

Q Which teams did you have in mind? 

A During thr! 1955 season -- pardon me -- during the 

1965 season I do not believe that any one of the American 

Football League teams sha-wed a profit. There were many 

larqe losses in that league. Of the I~ational Foot.ball League 

teams operating at that time, a nwnbe::- lost money and prof it1 

were very minimal for those who did nt>t lose. 
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