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You -- it appears on Octaber 28th, the information -- the
purchase price Transaction Summary was that you -- 1
think it's GG -- at this point in time, Octcber 28th,
approximately nine days after the transaction had
occurred, you were looking for me to be paying $26.5
million plus or minus the adjustments, which were in the
formula?
Yes.
And did you intend for me --
Well, I'm not sure we were locking to you. This document
appears to be -- to be a document prepared after the
closing summarizing the final mumbers. I would assume
you had already paid the money because we would not have
given you the Deed had you not done that.
So you expected me to pay the money for the property,
though?
At the closing, yes.
2and would I pay for -- the money if I wasn't getting the
property?

MR. GRIMM: Cbjection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained. That's obvious.
So you -- if you were expecting for me to be paying for
the property, did you not intend for me to believe that I
was the owner of the property?
Tom, weccxﬂdhavegivemyouadeedtqﬂmBreakers, and
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if you paid us $26 million, we would have said thank you
very much, and the fact that you got nothing out of that
transaction was a matter for you to be concerned with and
not us. We were looking for the money. You were making
up your own mind, was Goat Island worth $26 million. I
have no idea. You agreed to it. Maybe it was worth
less,
So you don't £ind it at all unsettling that your law firm
is arguing they sold me property that you didn't own?

MR. GRIMM: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained as to that question.

MR. GRIMM: Sustained?

THE COURT: Sustained.
So go back to the Real Estate Sales Agreement, which I
believe was in that big fat -- it's in that thick Exhibit
H. It has that Real Estate Sales Agreement. We just
earlier testified to that. Now, I believe you testified
that this -- you believed this was a legal contract?
Yes.
Correct?
Yes.
And you believed that the document -- the contract was a
binding agreement upon we?

MR. GRIMM: Objection, Your Honor. Even a pro se

does not get to ask the same question six times.




