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Mark Ruckhaus Interviews 
John Thorn, Official 

Historian for Major League 
Baseball

At The Inside Game which I edited a while back, 
we deal in a slice of baseball history, a roughly 
twenty-year window at the turn of the last 
century. But,  there’s a gentleman for whom 
baseball history  encompasses not only  that  slice, 
but  also the whole pie — Major  League Baseball’s 
Official Historian and longtime SABR member, 
John Thorn. In addition to his current position, 
Thorn is notable for  being the Senior  Creative 
Consultant on Ken Burns’ ten-part documentary 
Baseball, and well as having written or 
collaborated on 60-70 books (even he’s not sure 
of the actual number), including the statistical 
analysis of both the Total Baseball and The 
Hidden Game of Baseball series. Though 
baseball is both his vocation and avocation, 
Thorn has written on subjects as diverse as 
football,  aviation, mountain climbing, travel, 
New York City  history, and even a collection 
called Great Recitations: Narrative Verse that 
Will Hold an Audience Spellbound. But don’t go 
looking for that last one under  “Thorn,” as it was 
done forty years ago under a pseudonym.
Likely, Thorn’s most  important work is the 2011 
Baseball in the Garden of Eden, a look back at 

continued on page 28

DEADBALL AT SABR 45

Committee members heading to Chicago for 
SABR 45 will have a full complement of 
Deadball-related events to attend. The annual 
meeting of the Deadball Era Committee will be 
conducted at 7:30 pm on Friday, June 26, and 
commence with  chairman John McMurray’s 
state of the DEC remarks. A highlight of the 
meeting will be presentation of the 2015 Ritter 
Award to co-winners Nathaniel Grow  (Baseball 
on Trial: The Origins of Baseball’s Antitrust 
Exemption, University  of Illinois Press) and 
Chuck Kimberly  (The Days of Wee Willie, Old Cy 
and Baseball War: Scenes from the Dawn of the 
Deadball Era, 1900-1903, McFarland). In 
announcing the winners, Ritter  Award Chairman 
Gail Rowe observed that “in clear and non-
arcane prose, Grow charts the Byzantine-like 
legal and judicial maneuverings culminating in 
the landmark US Supreme Court decision that 
protected Organized Baseball from  the nation’s 
antitrust laws.”  The Kimberly  work, in turn, was 
praised by  Chairman Rowe for  offering “a new 
approach, fresh materials, and impressive 
judgments regarding the Deadball Era’s first 
tumultuous years.” Both works were worthy 
choices and we are hopeful that our winners’ 
schedules will permit them  to attend SABR 45 
and accept their Ritter Awards in person.
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The committee meeting’s keynote speaker will be 
Charles Alexander,  the eminent baseball 
historian and biographer of Ty  Cobb, John 
McGraw, and Tris Speaker.  Dr. Alexander  counts 
the Seymour  Medal (2003) and the Chadwick 
Award (2011) among the many  honors gathered 
during his distinguished writing career, and we 
look forward to hearing his insights on the 
Deadball Era.
Elsewhere on the convention docket are a 
number of Deadball-centric presentations that 
are sure to be enjoyable and informative. These 
include Tara Krieger’s presentation on the 1908 
contretemps between Andy  Coakley  and the 
Chicago Cubs (Friday, 8:30 am); Geri Driscoll on 
Oscar  Charleston’s 1916  rookie season with the 
Indianapolis ABC’s (Friday, 5:30 pm); Herm 
Krabbenhoft on  the 1917  National League RBI 
crown (Friday, 6:00 pm); Lyle Spatz and Steve 
Steinberg on Colonel Ruppert, Miller Huggins, 
and the founding of the NY Yankees dynasty 
(Saturday, 11:00 am), and R.J. Lesch on baseball 
and vaudeville in the Deadball Era (Saturday, 
3:30 pm). All in all, SABR 45 shapes up as a  top-
notch convention for  Deadballers and we hope to 
see a crowd of DEC members in attendance. 
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The Official Newsletter of SABR’s Deadball Era Committee
WANTS TO BET ON THE PIRATES

  

“I’ll bet  $2,500 on Pittsburg against Boston in 
the post-season series.”  Jack Menefee, 
pitcher  of the Chicago National League team, 
made this announcement in Pittsburg 
yesterday.  Menefee is a western Pennsylvania 
boy, who has made a great success in  base 
ball. He is said to be worth $50,000.
“I have looked over both teams and have 
decided there is not one position in which 
Pittsburg has not the best of it. The Pirates 
are stronger on the bases and in the field. As 
pitchers Dineen, Hughes and Young will be 
outclassed by  Phillipi, Leever  and Doheny. I 
have looked it over  carefully  and if any 
Boston admirers want my  money  they  can 
find me.”

(Washington, D.C.) Evening Star, September 10, 1903

Charles Alexander
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GAIL ROWE RETIRES AS BOOK 
REVIEW EDITOR;

DAN LEVITT TO ASSUME POST

For  the past five years,  The Inside Game and its 
readers have been the beneficiaries of the skill 
and dedication that Gail Rowe has brought to the 
post  of book review  editor. With  this issue, Dr. 
Rowe,  professor emeritus of American History  at 
the University  of Northern Colorado, bids the 
newsletter farewell. As confirmed by  the results 
of the recent newsletter  reader survey, the book 
review section is a reader  favorite,  a testament to 
Gail’s abilities as an editor  and his proficiency 
with  the thankless administrative tasks that 
make it possible for  the newsletter  to review 
Deadball Era literature in a timely  fashion. His 
colleagues on the newsletter will miss him, but 
thank Gail for his cordial and selfless service. We 
wish him the very best in the years to come.
The new book review  editor  will be noted 
baseball author Dan Levitt. His latest work, 
written with BioProject  founder Mark Armour, is 
In Pursuit of Pennants: Baseball Operations 
from Deadball to Moneyball (U. of Nebraska 
Press, 2015). Dan is the biographer of Ed Barrow 
and the author of the 2013 Ritter  Award winner, 
The Battle that Forged Modern Baseball: The 
Federal League and its Legacy.  His work has 
also appeared in leading baseball journals and 
websites. Dan lives with his wife and two sons in 
Minneapolis. The newsletter  staff is gratified that 
Dan has agreed to assume the demanding post of 
book review editor and pleased to welcome him 
aboard.

AFTER MIDWINTER PLAYERS
  

SOUTHERN PROMOTERS ARE WILLING TO 
OFFER GOOD PAY TO MAJOR LEAGUERS,

IS REPORT
  

NEW ORLEANS—Winter salaries for major 
league stars who would put in extra time with 
mid-winter  leaguers will soar during the cold 
months if promoters of the scheme here 
complete plans.  For five years effort has been 
made with  more or less success to attract  big 
leaguers to local teams in  snow time.  Ty  Cobb 
and other stars played brief engagements last 
winter. What promises to be a merry  war for 
stars started today  when Paul [Sentell?], 
recently  sold by  Brooklyn to Chattanooga, 
signified his willingness to sign with another 
manager  in spite of the fact he had already 
signed with an old league.

Chicago Tribune, September 29, 1910

RICKEY STARTS A SCHOOL
  

Manager Branch Rickey  of the St. Louis 
Browns is starting competition with Charley 
Carr  and Billy  Doyle,  promoters of baseball 
schools. Rickey  announced that all St.  Louis 
youngsters who think they  can play  ball are 
welcome to report to him and get schooling. 
Ten ambitious youths took advantage of the 
offer on the day it was made.

Chicago Eagle, June 13, 1914

Dan Levitt
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catcher might also be assigned to calm  and 
mentor a young pitcher. Thus as Pittsburgh’s 
player-manager in 1895, Mack assigned himself 
to work with the embattled Frank Killen.2 
Multiple batteries required positional depth, 
illustrated by  simple metrics. Thus, as a rookie 
with  Washington in 1887, Mack led the National 
League by  appearing in 76 games as a  catcher 
(60% of his team’s 126 games).
Yet, even as the 1894 Spalding Guide went  to 
print,  the wisdom of set batteries was being 
questioned.  Rule changes eliminated a  pitcher’s 
running start,  and pushed him back to the 
present-day  60 feet, 6 inches from the plate. The 
greater  impact upon pitchers’ arms required a 
team’s staff to be expanded. Meanwhile, 
innovations in  a catcher’s equipment made his 
professional life more durable. Catchers, baseball 
historian Peter  Morris suggests, became 
increasingly  “anonymous and interchangeable,” 
and the emphasis on set batteries receded.3

Seen through this perspective, it was not unusual 
that in the Athletics’ inaugural 1901  season, Doc 
Powers was the starting catcher for  108 of 
Philadelphia’s 137  games. Yet it was the heaviest 
workload any  Athletic backstop would shoulder 
in the entire Deadball Era.  Mack’s initial 
twentieth-century  teams would be largely 
defined by a nineteenth-century concept.
The onset  of set  Athletic batterymates began in 
1902. Needing both a competent backstop to 
supplement Powers, and to bolster  a struggling 
staff, Mack obtained first Osee Schrecongost, 
then Rube Waddell. In Waddell’s first start on 
June 26, Mack paired him with Powers. Both 
were unimpressive in a 7-3  loss to Baltimore. 
Then Mack had Schreck catch Waddell against 
the same Orioles on July  1.  A 2-0 victory, and a 
lasting union, resulted.
Powers and Schreck split catching duties that 
season, as the Athletics won their first  American 
League pennant. Eddie Plank led Mack’s staff 
with  32 starts. Powers started for 17  of these, 
Schreck 12,  and Farmer Steelman (released when 
Mack grabbed Schreck) 3. Bert Husting and 
Waddell came next with 27  starts apiece. Powers 

PHILADELPHIA ATHLETICS 
BATTERYMATES, 1901-1914

by Phil Williams

Winning six pennants from 1901  to 1914, the 
Philadelphia Athletics were the first  sustained 
American League dynasty. At the heart of Connie 
Mack’s teams in this era were set  pitcher-catcher 
batteries. This study  examines their  statistical 
accounting,  insights into their makeup, and 
considers their place within the evolution of the 
sport.
First, comments on methodology. Presently, 
thanks to Retrosheet.org, game log information 
from 1914  onwards is readily  available.  I have 
used this data for the 1914  season, not only  for 
the examination of the Athletics’ batteries, but 
also for  an overview of other AL and NL teams. 
Prior to 1914, much care and qualification is 
necessary. The Athletics played 1,940 regular 
season games from 1901  to 1913. For each of 
these, via The Sporting News  box  scores, I listed 
the Athletics’ starting batterymates. Then, for an 
element of quality  control — or to clarify  unclear 
TSN pages — I verified over 25% of these listings 
per  contemporary  newspapers,  mostly  from  the 
Philadelphia Inquirer. A  spreadsheet with this 
data, including an initial “guide” tab, is available 
on the SABR website.
“It  is especially  a matter of the first  importance 
to a strategic pitcher that he should have a first-
rate man behind the bat to second him  in all his 
little points of play,” stated the 1894 Spalding’s 
Base Ball Guide.  “For this reason … pitchers and 
catchers should always work together in pairs.” 
Signals, strategies towards baserunners, and 
trickery  to catch “a  batsman ‘out of form,’”  were 
likely  to be uniquely  employed by  individuals 
within the pitching  box or behind the plate. 
Thus, “a first-rate catcher for  one pitcher might 
be almost useless for another.”1

Mack’s own background reflects the nineteenth-
century  emphasis on set batteries.  Pitchers 
commonly  insisted upon their  own catcher,  as 
Washington’s Jim  Whitney  would in 1887, 
demanding that  Mack catch him. A senior 
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Plank tested a  catcher’s patience in another 
manner.  One of the more deliberate pitchers of 
any  era, he employed an elaborate windmill 
windup before cross-firing to the plate, the entire 
process sometimes beginning only  after a 
maddening stalling pattern.6 Powers possessed 
the patience to handle Plank. As his hitting 
would soon decline even more, this likely  kept 
Powers employed with the Athletics. Schreck was 
one of the first catchers to essentially  catch  with 
one hand, an ability  benefitting one catching the 
unpredictable Waddell. But there is no evidence 
suggesting Powers caught in this manner. 
Instead, he likely  used his throwing hand nearby 
to his gloved hand.  This technique probably 
would have permitted Powers to better frame 
Plank’s efforts; for the pitcher, delivery  and all, 
possessed fine control. Modern day  studies7 
prove the value of a  talented pitch-framer, and 
there is no reason to believe, even absent video 

caught 26  of Hustings’ starts and Schreck caught 
26  of Waddell’s.  Snake Wiltse started 17  games, 
with  Powers catching 13  of these. Fred Mitchell 
rounded out the top five in the rotation with 14 
starts, Schreck catching all but two.
Over the 1903  and 1904 seasons,  Schreck 
remained Waddell’s regular  catcher,  handling 80 
of the left-hander’s 84 starts over  these two 
seasons. Powers was now  solidly  aligned with 
Plank, lining up with this left-hander 73 of 83 
times. Right-hander  Weldon Henley  started 55 
games over  these two years, with Schreck 
catching 37  of them. Powers started in 19 of 
Chief Bender’s 33 assignments in 1903, but 
Schreck caught 14  of the pitcher’s 20 starts in 
1904.
Schreck and Powers remained relatively  healthy 
from  1902  through 1904. Both were right-
handed batters. Schreck’s offensive contributions 
slid from a 108 OPS+ with Philadelphia in 1902 
to an 87  OPS+ in 1903, and then a 33 OPS+ in 
1904. Powers’ OPS+ numbers fell too: 74 in 
1902, then 53  in 1903, and 32  in 1904. There 
exists little evidence that the alignments between 
the two backstops and the staff were anything 
other than set batteries. In fact, when Mack 
replaced his starting pitcher during the course of 
a game, he also frequently  replaced the pitcher’s 
catcher too, swapping out one battery  for 
another.
Contemporary  insights into these pairings were 
limited, with the colorful Schreck and Waddell 
grabbing what attention  there was. In 1905, 
Timothy  Sharp wrote of the pair: “The 
undisputed fact that Schreck is freakish or rather 
peculiar and it  being conceded that Rube is 
mentally  zigzaggy, no doubt establishes a  bond of 
sympathy  between these erratics.”4 Crude 
assessments aside,  the sum of the unstable 
elements was greater than the parts. “Schreck,” 
Mack’s biographer Norman Macht writes, “could 
prod [Waddell],  scold him, cajole him, and get 
away  with it.” Moreover, Schreck was quite 
dexterous with his pillow mitt. “No matter how 
many  times Rube crossed him  up, Schreck 
caught the ball somehow, preventing many  a 
wild pitch or passed ball.”5

Osee Schrecongost
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and 24 of Bender’s 27  starts.  One rookie hurler, 
fastball-curveball pitcher Jack Coombs, was 
mostly  paired with Powers (11  of 18 starts). 
Another, spitballer  Jimmy  Dygert, was slightly 
aligned with Shreck (13  of 25 starts). These 
alignments held in 1907. But excepting Dygert 
(Schreck now starting 20 of his 28 assignments), 
they  all weakened. During one mid-season 
stretch, Powers was pulled off Plank’s 
assignments, and instead was placed in the 
lineup when Coombs started. The relative 
loosening of the set  batteries likely  reflected 
Mack’s search for  success. Both his mainstay 
catchers presented particular  challenges. Schreck 
hit  (his OPS+ over  100 in both 1906 and 1907) 
but  drank. Powers was sober but  did not  hit (an 
OPS+ of 3 in 1906, of 32 in 1907).
This transitional phrase accelerated in 1908. 
Waddell was sold before the season began. 
Young Syd Smith made 24 catching starts, the 
most yet by  an alternative to Schreck and 
Powers,  before proving a disciplinary  problem 

breakdowns and statistical models, this concept 
was lost upon Mack. Or Plank.
And what of Bender? An intelligent  finesse 
p i t c h e r , h e p o s s e s s e d a s t e e l y , e v e n 
temperament. In his career with Philadelphia, he 
was strongly  aligned (75% or more matching 
starts) with a backstop only  four seasons: with 
Schreck in 1906, Ira  Thomas in 1911  and 1912, 
and Wally  Schang in 1914. Meaningful 
contemporary  insights into these batteries have 
not  been found.8 Conjecture might  suggest that 
Bender was his own man, able to find a catcher 
that was valuable to him, but not  overly 
dependent on any.
As Philadelphia drifted towards a  second-
division finish in 1904, Mack was increasingly 
frustrated with the light offensive contributions 
of Schreck and Powers.  By  the final month of the 
campaign, 22-year-old Pete Noonan replaced 
Powers.  But even with Noonan, Mack paired him 
an A’s pitcher, namely,  21-year-old Andy 
Coakley. The “colt battery” was featured in each 
of the pitcher’s eight starts in 1904.9 But Mack 
farmed out Noonan when the 1905 season began. 
Powers started the first  ten games, but his 
anemic offensive contributions continued. 
Schreck was hitting again, eventually  posting an 
OPS+ of 95 for the season, and soon eclipsed his 
peer. Powers broke his thumb in mid-June and, 
when he recovered, was expendable enough to 
loan to the Highlanders for a month. 
Consequently, in 1905, Schreck was the Athletics’ 
starting catcher in 107  of the team’s 152 games. 
Powers started for 23  of Plank’s 41  starts. 
Otherwise, the staff was aligned with Schreck.
Waddell sustained a shoulder injury  on 
September 8,  and started only  once again, on 
October  7. He was then shut down for  the World 
S e r i e s m a t c h a g a i n s t t h e G i a n t s . I n 
Philadelphia’s losing cause that October, Schreck 
caught Plank, Bender (the sole Athletics victory), 
and Coakley  in the first  three games.  Powers 
then caught Plank and Bender in the final two 
games.
In 1906, Powers started each of Plank’s 25 starts, 
while Schreck started 30 of Waddell’s 34 starts, 

Ira Thomas
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Philadelphia’s triumph over New York in the 
World Series, Lapp caught Coombs twice, and 
Thomas handled Bender three times,  and Plank 
once.
The Athletics faded to third place in 1912. 
Thomas again struggled with  injuries, and would 
soon be transitioning to a coaching role. 
Livingston was gone, with Ben Egan returning. 
Consequently, Lapp emerged as the club’s first-
string catcher. But he was only  strongly  aligned 
with  Coombs, starting 28 of the pitcher’s 32 
starts.  Bender  retained Thomas, with the catcher 
starting in 15 of his 19  starts. Egan started in 14 
(Lapp in 10, Thomas in 6) of Plank’s 30 starts. 
Years later  Lapp spoke of Bender being a crafty, 

and being dealt to the Browns for  Bert Blue on 
August  2. By  then, Philadelphia had fallen 
under  .500. Blue, and newcomers Ben Egan and 
Jack Lapp, received tryouts in the closing weeks. 
Schreck was waived on September 23. Still, even 
amidst such change, set  batteries characterized 
the squad. Rube Vickers led the team with 34 
starts,  with  Schreck catching 25 of these games. 
Both Plank and Dygert made 28 starts, Powers 
starting 21 of Plank’s, Schreck 18 of Dygert’s.
Mack purchased Ira Thomas in the off-season. 
Powers helped pilot Plank to victory  in the 1909 
season opener,  but fell victim  to intussusception 
and died two weeks later. Paddy  Livingston was 
then purchased, and emerged as the backstop of 
choice for spitballers Dygert and Cy  Morgan, 
starting in 27  of the 39 games those pitchers 
started. Otherwise, despite missing four weeks 
mid-season and the final two weeks with 
injuries, Thomas was the default catcher for the 
staff. Philadelphia fell just short to Detroit for 
the pennant.
In 1910, Philadelphia  took the flag. Thomas 
again battled injuries, but still emerged as the 
catcher-of-choice for  Bender, Plank, and Harry 
Krause, starting 38 of the trio’s 71  starts. 
Livingston remained with Dygert and Morgan, 
starting 21  of the duo’s 42 combined starts. To 
locate his pitches, Coombs focused not upon the 
batter, but  instead his catcher’s left shoulder.10 
Because of this, he preferred the target provided 
by  the 5-foot-8 Lapp, and worked with that 
catcher for 26 of his 38 starts. Nonetheless, in 
the World Series against  the Cubs, Thomas was 
paired with Coombs for  the pitcher’s first two 
starts.  Two victories resulted, although Coombs 
was not at his best. With  Lapp catching Game 5, 
he was,  and the Athletics captured their  first 
championship.
Finally, in 1911, Thomas avoided significant 
injury, and a more “natural” picture of the 
Philadelphia batteries in this era emerges. Lapp 
started 43 games, 34  of which coincided with 
Coombs’s 40 starts. Livingston started 18, 12 of 
which  coincided with Morgan’s 30 starts. 
Thomas started in  23  of Bender’s 24 starts, 17  of 
Krause’s 19, and 28 of Plank’s 30.  In 

Wally Schang
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starts,  23 (21%) occurred against left-handed 
pitching. But the suggestion of platooning in this 
data again likely  rests on batteries. For  Coombs 
was also a left-handed bat and, for  a  pitcher,  an 
effective one,  sporting a 117  OPS+ in 1911. Mack 
consequently  would favor avoiding, when 
possible, matching his left-handed battery 
against a left-hander.12

Schang was a switch-hitter. Across the 1913 and 
1914 seasons Lapp started 137  games as a 
catcher, only  15 (11%) against southpaws. In the 
same two campaigns,  Schang started 149 games 
as a  catcher, 79  (53%) against left-handers. Lapp 
hit  left-handers relatively  well,  but whereas he 
had been a more valuable offensive weapon than 
Thomas or Livingston in 1911, he was Schang’s 
lesser in this regard in 1913  and 1914.Even so, 
Mack principally  platooned his catchers towards 

unpredictable pitcher to catch, while the sudden 
drops of Plank’s offerings wreaked harm  to his 
digits.11 Possibly  the two veteran hurlers found 
Lapp less than an ideal partner as well.
Coombs was lost to injury  early  in  the 1913 
season, accelerating a  rebuilding of the pitching 
staff already  underway. Lapp suffered a  throat 
injury  in spring training, but played on,  his OPS+ 
falling (from 153 in 1911, and 113 in 1912) to 85. 
Rookie backstop Wally  Schang, who Mack had 
been fortunate to land in an off-season draft, 
benefitted from such opportunities, and 
contributed a 138 OPS+ in 1913.
Lapp batted left-handed. Thomas, Livingston, 
Egan batted right-handed.  In 1911, of Lapp’s 43 
starting assignments, only  7  (16%) occurred 
when the opposition started a left-hander. In  the 
same season, of Livingston and Thomas’s 109 

Clockwise from top: Eddie Plank, Andy Coakley, Rube Waddell, and Chief Bender
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when Eddie Ainsmith started 26 games (a total 
which would have been considerably  higher had 
Johnson’s preferred batterymate not been out a 
month injured).
For  another two teams,  two set  batteries were 
present. In Brooklyn, Lew McCarthy  was the 
first-string catcher, but Otto Miller was aligned 
with  two of the three southpaws on the staff, 
starting in 11  of Frank Allen’s 21  starts, and 12  of 
Nap Rucker’s 16. With the Yankees, Jeff Sweeney 
and Les Nunamaker fairly  evenly  divided duties, 
except for  two strong alignments: Sweeney 
caught in 20 of Ray  Keating’s 25 starts, while 
Nunamaker started in 17  of Jack Warhop’s 23 
starts.
Only  with  the Phillies and the Red Sox were 
multiple set batteries present, as they  were with 
the Athletics. Both teams had catchers as player-
managers: Red Dooin in Philadelphia, Bill 
Carrigan in Boston. With  the Phillies,  Bill Killefer 
started 84 games,  and was recognized as Pete 
Alexander’s partner, starting in 34  of the 
pitcher’s 39  starts. Ed Burns was the starting 
catcher for  14 of Ben Tincup’s 17  starts. And 
while Dooin only  caught 34 times,  16  of these 
were when Erskine Mayer was the starter. With 
the Red Sox,  Carrigan handled the two leading 
left-handers on the staff, starting in 27  of Ray 
Collins’ 30 starts and 23 of Dutch Leonard’s 25. 
Hick Cady  was the starting catcher for 12 of 
Rankin  Johnson’s 13  starts. Pinch Thomas was 
the starting catcher for  16 of Rube Foster’s 23 
starts.  Carrigan had either Cady  or Thomas 
receive Hugh Bedient, Ernie Shore,  and Smoky 
Joe Wood. Of the trio’s 46  starts, the two junior 
catchers started 43 of these games.
Future research may  allow baseball historians to 
better  understand the full arc of set batteries 
over the sport’s history. Eventually, what was a 
universal concept from the sport’s infancy  faded 
and baseball fans came to recognize a “personal 
catcher”  as an exception, the luxury  afforded to 

his staff, not  the opponent’s. In 1913 and 1914, 
Lapp was aligned with  Plank (starting in 31  of 
the pitcher’s 52  starts in these two seasons), 
Boardwalk Brown (30 of 42), Herb Pennock (11 
of 17), and Weldon Wycoff (16  of 27).Schang was 
paired with Bender  (36 of 44), Bullet Joe Bush 
(33 of 39), and Bob Shawkey  (27  of 46). The 
Athletics reached the World Series in both 
seasons, playing nine post-season games. Schang 
started each of Bender’s three starts, both of 
Bush’s two starts, and Shawkey’s sole 
assignment. Lapp caught  Plank once, Schang 
twice.
With Plank, Bender, Eddie Collins, and Home 
Run Baker departed, the Athletics’ dynasty 
abruptly  ended in 1915. Lapp opened the season 
playing first base, then moved behind the plate 
while Schang logged considerable time at third 
base and in  the outfield. A revolving  door of 
(increasingly  rookie) pitchers spun all season, 
and by  the time the 43-109 meltdown concluded, 
24  different twirlers had started a game. Only  in 
the 1920s would the team emerge from  the 
wilderness,  and by  then catchers Cy  Perkins and 
Mickey  Cochrane were workhorses, with the set 
batteries of the 1901  to 1914  era a distant 
memory.
How commonplace in the Deadball Era  were set 
batteries such as Mack employed? The 1914 data 
for the 15 other  American and National League 
teams provides a snapshot. Seven teams had a 
clear Number One catcher,  with  no clear 
tendencies of any  other catcher  aligned with a 
mainstay  on the pitching staff: the Browns, 
Giants,  Naps, Pirates, Reds, Tigers, and White 
Sox. An eighth team, the Cardinals, had two 
catchers essentially  alternate lead duties, but 
without any clear set batteries being formed.
Three teams had a single set battery  standing 
out,  to varying extents. Roger  Bresnahan and 
Jimmy  Archer divided duties for  the Cubs, with a 
slight alignment (14 of 21  starts) between 
Bresnahan and pitcher Bert  Humphries. Hank 
Gowdy  was the Braves’ first-string catcher, but 
Bert  Whaling  caught 20 of Lefty  Tyler’s 34 starts. 
In Washington, John Henry  was the primary 
backstop, except in Walter Johnson’s 40 starts, The Toledo News-Bee, May 14, 1912
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a star pitcher based on certain quirky 
preferences.13 With the Philadelphia Athletics 
from 1901-1914, the concept of set batteries may 
well have been a very  successful outlier on this 
continuum.
Phil Williams has been a SABR member since 
2007 and resides in Oreland, Pennsylvania.
NOTES

1.  Henry Chadwick, ed., Spalding’s Base Ball Guide 
and Official League Record for 1893 (New York: 
American Sports Publishing Company, 1894), 38.
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Years of Baseball (Lincoln: University of 
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4. Timothy Sharp, “Exciting Finish,” The Sporting 
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James and Rob Neyer, The Neyer/James Guide 
to Pitchers (New York: Fireside, 2004), 344.

7.  For a review of these modern-day studies, see Ben 
Lindbergh, “The Art of Pitch Framing,” Grantland, 
http://grantland.com/features/studying-art-
pitch-framing-catchers-such-francisco-cervelli-
chris-stewart-jose-molina-others, accessed 
February 27, 2015.

8.  What commentary on Bender’s battery 
relationships existed seemed to focus upon the 
peculiarities of the “Indian race.” To this end, see 
Billy Evans, “Superstition Rules Many Star 
Pitchers,” Brooklyn Daily Eagle, November 13, 
1910, 57.

9. Francis C. Richter, “Quakers Quips,” Sporting 
Life, December 31, 1904, 5.

10. Cincinnati Enquirer, August 31, 1911, 8.
11. “Jack Coombs Led All in Endurance Powers,” The 

Sporting News, October 17, 1918, 5.
12.  In the 1911 World Series, Ty Cobb saw a particular  

dexterity in Mack’s starting assignments based on  
lefty-righty offerings the Giants presented. See 
Macht, Mack and the Early Years, 246-248

13.  The term “personal catcher” seems to have first 
entered the sport’s lexicon in the late-1930s, 
describing Rollie Hemsley as Bob Feller’s catcher-
of-choice. (See, e.g., Charles P. McMahon, “Say 
Pytlak-Hemsley Feud May Provide Spark for 
Cleveland’s Pennant Drive,” Piqua (Ohio) Daily 
Call, April 4, 1939, 6.) By the late 1950s, the term 
began to appear in The Sporting News.

SKIPPER TO CHAIR RITTER 
AWARD SUBCOMMITTEE

The Inside Game is pleased to welcome Doug 
Skipper as the new Chair of the Deadball Era 
C o m m i t t e e ’ s L a r r y  R i t t e r A w a r d 
Subcommittee. Doug has been a SABR 
member since 1982, and has served on the 
Ritter Award panel since 2007. He is also a 
regular contributor  to the BioProject, and 
brings a wealth  of experience, knowledge and 
dedication to his new  post. Doug replaces 
Gail Rowe whose tenure as committee chair 
did much to enhance recognition and 
appreciation of the Ritter  Award. Gail’s 
r e t i r e m e n t f r o m t h e c o m m i t t e e i s 
acknowledged with gratitude for his 
dedicated service, but regret at his departure.

PREACHER DECLARES DIAMOND FANS
SUFFER FROM “BASEBALLOPHOBIA”

  

ST.  LOUIS—Rev. Louis Scott Deburgh, pastor 
of the Windsor  Methodist  Episcopal church, 
attended the doubleheader Sunday  between 
the St.  Louis Browns and New York to get 
material for a  sermon on baseball. Today  he 
said all fans were suffering from a form of 
insanity  and pointed to the wild cheering 
which followed good play  as evidence of 
people afflicted with “baseballophobia.”
“The game is an American version of the 
Mexican bull ring,” said Rev.  Deburgh. “It is 
very  superficial. The intense excitement it 
creates causes nervousness and irritation of 
temper and renders a young man or  woman 
less useful to his employers for the rest of the 
week. It is just as much of a crime to be a 
baseball fanatic as it is to be a drunkard.
“No ‘fan’ ever said amen as loud in church as 
they  cheer at a  ball game and no baseball 
fanatic ever  became a big man in the affairs of 
the country  because his brains became addled 
and useless from the nervous strain.”

The Pittsburg Press, July 30, 1912 
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http://grantland.com/features/studying-art-pitch-framing-catchers-such-francisco-cervelli-chris-stewart-jose-molina-others
http://grantland.com/features/studying-art-pitch-framing-catchers-such-francisco-cervelli-chris-stewart-jose-molina-others
http://grantland.com/features/studying-art-pitch-framing-catchers-such-francisco-cervelli-chris-stewart-jose-molina-others
http://grantland.com/features/studying-art-pitch-framing-catchers-such-francisco-cervelli-chris-stewart-jose-molina-others
http://grantland.com/features/studying-art-pitch-framing-catchers-such-francisco-cervelli-chris-stewart-jose-molina-others


Page 11 - The Inside Game - Vol. XV, No. 3

Pastime that will be recalled in the paragraphs 
below.
Nelson Ashley  Lloyd was born on November 17, 
1851  in Lima, New  York, a small town located 
about 25 miles south of Rochester.4 He was the 
second of three sons born to merchant/civil 
engineer Nelson Marvin Lloyd (1820-1882), and 
his wife Sophia (nee Webster, 1820-1903), a 
descendent of lexicographer Noah Webster. 
When Ashley  [as he preferred to be called] was 
just  a  toddler, the family  moved to Boone 
County, Kentucky, a place later memorialized in 
his brother John Uri’s novels. Growing up near 
the Ohio River, Ashley  aspired to the life of a 
river pilot, but was persuaded by  his parents to 
follow  in John Uri’s footsteps and apprentice to a 
Cincinnati pharmacist.5 By  1876, John Uri and 
Ashley  were on their own and operating a 
laboratory  “for  the study  of plant  material 
medica.”6 A short time later, they  merged that 
venture with H.M. Merrell & Company, a 
wholesale drug company  in Cincinnati. John Uri, 
a self-taught pharmaceutical genius remained in 
the lab, while Ashley  took to the road to drum  up 
business.  In time, youngest brother  Curtis, a 
botanist who would go on to do pioneering work 
with mushrooms (mycology), joined the firm.
In 1886, the three brothers bought out  the 
Merrell interests and launched their  own 
pharmaceutical business,  Lloyd Brothers, 
Pharmacists, Inc. Although partners,  the Lloyds 
were an odd mix. Oldest brother  John Uri was 
one of the country’s leading medical researchers, 
doing much to transform  pharmacognosy7 from 
quackery  into a  science.  He was not, however, 
without his eccentricities. A  pharmacy  school 
professor  in  his spare time, John Uri would not 
permit note-taking  during his lectures. He 
expected students to commit his instruction to 
memory.8 Later, he segued from  medicine into 
the authorship of allegorical novels set  in  the 
northern Kentucky  of his boyhood. Youngest 
sibling Curtis, meanwhile, was a  flashy, 
impetuous character, given to world travel and 
lavish spending. Although supported by  income 
from the family  business, Curtis spent much of 
his time on personal interests, his energies 

ASHLEY LLOYD: A MODEST 
BUT CONSTRUCTIVE 

PRESENCE IN BASEBALL’S 
EXECUTIVE CHAMBERS

by Bill Lamb

Like the hotel wallpaper, Ashley  Lloyd was little-
noticed at  the National League meetings which 
he regularly  attended as a front office executive 
and minority-interest  baseball club owner.  Now 
a century  later, Lloyd is virtually  forgotten, with 
his name mentioned only  in  passing, if at all, in 
most histories of the Cincinnati Reds and New 
York Giants,  the teams that he was associated 
with  for more than 30 years. This is in keeping 
with  the low  public profile that Lloyd maintained 
throughout his life. About  the only  significant 
newsprint attention ever  paid to him  came in 
late-1912, when Lloyd assumed the post of co-
executor of the estate of recently-deceased 
Giants boss John T.  Brush, his longtime friend 
and senior  baseball partner. Yet despite relative 
anonymity, Lloyd was not unappreciated by 
baseball insiders.  When Lloyd himself died a 
dozen years later, the National League officially 
expressed its regrets on the passing of the quiet 
man who “was the balance more than once that 
stood between extreme radicalism  and extreme 
conservatism” in NL councils,1 while one 
syndicated sports pundit described Lloyd as “one 
of the league’s staunchest and sanest advisors.”2

The inclination to recede into the background 
was an ingrained character trait, and one that 
also attended Lloyd in  the pharmaceutical 
business where he made his fortune. Here, his 
efforts to build the family  pharmacy  chain into a 
national leader in drug wholesaling were 
overshadowed by  the celebrity  of his brothers, 
the once-famous scientist-novelist John Uri 
Lloyd (1849-1936) and the noted mycologist 
Curtis Gates Lloyd (1859-1926). But the 
unassuming other  Lloyd brother “had his 
passions,  his interests [and] places where he left 
his mark,” as well.3 Among those passions was 
baseball, where Ashley  Lloyd made the modest 
but  constructive contributions to the National 
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Personality-wise,  the dour, guarded Brush was 
the polar opposite of the genial Lloyd. But  the 
two capitalists had much in common, including 
devotion to Scottish Rite Masonry.  More 
important, Brush and Lloyd shared a passion for 
baseball. In short order, they  became partners in 
the game and, in  time, close friends. Brush  had 
his eye on assuming control of the Cincinnati 
franchise, but the situation  there was messy. 
Strapped Reds owner  Aaron Stern  wanted out, 
and relinquished his holdings to the National 
League. But when the PL folded at  the close of 
the 1890 season, street car  magnate Al Johnson, 
a financial angel of the Players League and 
anathema to NL moguls, made plans to place an 
American Association team  in Cincinnati.  For a 
nominal fee, the National League then conferred 
a franchise charter upon Brush. In the ensuing 
battle for  the venue, Johnson proved no match 

devoted to examining and collecting mushroom 
specimens, and producing monograms on 
mycology. Several years before his death in 1926, 
he erected a  graveyard monument to himself, 
complete with a self-mocking inscription.9 
Middle brother Ashley  was the normal one, 
attending to the business affairs of the company. 
A recent  on-line portrait of the Lloyd brothers 
describes him as “kind, congenial, and generous 
to a fault,” and an employer  held in great 
affection by  company  rank and file because of his 
unpretentious manner  and for the promotion 
and raises system  that  he devised to reward 
hard-working employees.10

Notwithstanding the mismatch in  the 
temperaments and interests of its founders, 
Lloyd Brothers was a rousing financial success, 
yielding the three brothers the means to lead 
well-heeled lives. In Ashley’s case, that life 
included marriage. In March 1877, he had taken 
24-year  old Olive Augusta Gardner  (1852-1930) 
as his bride. The birth of daughter  Marcia in 
1882 completed the family. For  most of their 
married life,  the Lloyds lived in either  Norwood 
or Walnut Hills,  upscale Cincinnati enclaves. 
Somewhere along the way, Ashley  developed a 
passion for  baseball,  an interest first publicly 
recognized around 1890. That year was turbulent 
one for  major league baseball, with the upstart 
Players League wreaking havoc with  the 
established National League and the struggling-
to-survive American Association. During the 
early  season going, Cincinnati sportswriter  Ren 
Mulford, Jr. captured the sentiments of “Ashley 
Lloyd of the wholesale drug firm  Lloyd Brothers” 
on the unhealthy  situation. “The dear  public will 
stand a good deal,”  cautioned Lloyd, “but 
sometimes it  gets a  stomach full and lies 
down.”11 At a Reds-Giants game two months 
later, Lloyd, “one of Cincinnati’s biggest 
enthusiasts,”  was the guest of Giants club 
founder/owner John B.  Day  and John T.  Brush, 
president of the just-liquidated Indianapolis 
Hoosiers franchise.12 Brush, an Indianapolis 
department store owner, was determined to 
remain in the game and on the lookout for allies. 
He found a valuable one in Ashley Lloyd.

Ashley Lloyd
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Throughout his tenure as Reds boss, John T. 
Brush also held stock in  the New York Giants, 
the franchise that he really  coveted. In 1902, 
Brush sold the Reds to a consortium  headed by 
Cincinnati city  officials and fellow  Masons: 
former  mayor Julius Fleishmann, his brother 
Max, and Water Commissioner Garry  Hermann, 
plus local Republican Party  boss George Cox. In 
return for $150,000, Brush  “handed over all the 
club stock except  1/20 he could not procure.”16 

Brush promptly  reinvested his king-sized portion 
of the sale proceeds into purchase of the Giants 
from the one club owner whose press was worse 
than his own, the wealthy  Tammany  politico and 
baseball dilettante Andrew  Freedman. As in 
Cincinnati, Brush’s junior partner in  New York 
would be Ashley  Lloyd, by-now a trusted friend 
as well as a business associate.
Lloyd remained a  Cincinnati-area resident,  and 
at first held only  a  seat on the board of directors 
of the National Exhibition Company,  the Giants’ 
corporate alter  ego. Having achieved his baseball 
ambition, Brush left roster and game-related 
decisions entirely  to Giants manager  John 
McGraw, and reaped the benefits in both  the 
standings (NL pennants in 1904 and 1905, and a 
World Series crown the latter year) and at  the 
turnstiles (as the Giants set NL attendance 
records,  drawing a  then-remarkable 910,000 
fans to home games in 1909). But as Brush’s 
health continued its downward slide — he was 
mostly  confined to a wheel chair by  1905 — he 
began to groom son-in-law  Harry  Hempstead as 
his successor.17 Still, Brush’s trust  in Ashley 
Lloyd remained steadfast, and he designated 
Lloyd co-executor of his estate.18 The end for 
John T. Brush came in late-November  1912 at 
age 67. Under the terms of the will, Brush’s 
controlling interest in  Giants stock was split 
three ways,  with equal shares going to his widow, 
second wife Elsie Lombard Brush, his teenage 
daughter Natalie, and his older daughter Eleanor 
Hempstead. As the Brush family  women had no 
interest in running the franchise, club operations 
were left to Eleanor’s husband, Harry 
Hempstead.

for the iron-willed John T. In less than a month, 
Johnson sold his franchise interest  to the 
National League and departed Organized 
Baseball, leaving Cincinnati entirely to Brush.13

As Brush  had no immediate intention of 
uprooting himself from  Indianapolis, he deemed 
it  prudent to have local representatives with him 
in  the venture. Among the Cincinnatians enlisted 
as junior partners in the new  Reds organization 
was Ashley  Lloyd. In addition to being a minority 
stock owner,  Lloyd assumed the post of club 
treasurer.  He was also one of the four  locals on 
the five-member Cincinnati Reds Board of 
Directors, club president  Brush being the 
outsider.14 During the ensuing 12  years of the 
Brush regime in Cincinnati, the Reds were a 
consistent also-ran in NL standings, much  to the 
displeasure of local sportswriters. But  Lloyd bore 
little responsibility  for  the Reds’ mediocrity, as 
his club duties were limited. He parleyed with 
Brush regarding franchise payroll, retained 
custody  of player contracts and other financial 
instruments,  and attended league meetings as 
part of the Reds delegation. As time wore on and 
Brush’s physical condition deteriorated — he 
began exhibiting symptoms of locomotor  ataxia, 
a painful and irreversible wasting disorder, by 
the early  1890s and was often unable to travel — 
Lloyd became the Reds’ point man at NL 
gatherings. But he possessed little of the 
influence that  the wily  Brush exerted over 
attendees. Lloyd,  however, was more useful 
when it came to dealing with the often-hostile 
press. He rarely  said anything  particularly 
revelatory, but was a  reliable source for the 
anecdotes and filler material needed for  copy 
during slow-moving news days — an attribute 
that made Lloyd almost universally  well-liked by 
the local Fourth Estate. Even Ban Johnson of the 
Cincinnati Commercial Gazette, a  relentless 
Brush critic, had kind words. “When it comes to 
treating the boys cordially  and giving them  all 
the news there is,  no one is better than treasurer 
Ashley  Lloyd,”  remarked Johnson.15 All the 
while,  Ashley  continued his duties with  Lloyd 
Brothers, superintending  the business side of the 
operation and building the brand name through 
work with various trade associations.
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attendance skyrocketing and club investors 
reaping the benefit. But  Harry  Hempstead did 
not  see this. Rather, he fixated on the financial 
slump occasioned by  World War I — the Giants 
1918 home gate of 256,618 was less than  one-
third of that  registered nine seasons earlier — 
and he concluded that baseball was no longer  a 
safe place for the Brush family  money. But 
Hempstead’s intention to put the franchise on 
the market  produced a split in ownership ranks. 
Eleanor  Hempstead, fiercely  protective of her 
father’s memory  and with shrewd business 
instincts of her own, adamantly  refused to part 
with  her piece of the Giants. Nor  would Ashley 
Lloyd put  his interest in club stock up for  sale. 
Still, Elsie Brush would defer to Hempstead’s 
judgment, and young Natalie Brush would do 
what her  mother told her. Combining their 
holdings with his own small stake in the 
franchise and other odd stock lots, Hempstead 
was able to muster  a controlling interest  in the 
New York Giants franchise. This was then sold to 
syndicate headed by  Manhattan stockbroker 
Charles A. Stoneham in January 1919.24

Although Lloyd remained a Giants stockholder, 
the club’s front office was overhauled by  the 
Stoneham regime.  Installed as club treasurer was 
city  magistrate Frank X.  McQuade,  a  new 
minority  stockholder in the Giants. Lloyd’s active 
involvement in the game had come to its end. 
But he remained engaged in the business and 
civic life of his adopted hometown, Cincinnati. 

Hempstead was formally  installed as club 
president at a franchise reorganization meeting 
held in January  1913. Among the other changes 
to the Giants front office was the installation of 
Ashley  Lloyd as club treasurer.19 Although  born 
a generation apart, Hempstead and Lloyd were 
kindred spirits: quiet,  honorable men of sound, if 
cautious,  judgment, and they  got along well.  Like 
his late father-in-law, Hempstead entrusted 
personnel and game-related decisions entirely  to 
manager  McGraw. But  unlike John T. Brush, 
Hempstead did not seek McGraw’s advice on 
business matters, much to Little Napoleon’s 
chagrin. Here, Hempstead relied on the counsel 
of Lloyd and club secretary  John B. Foster.20 
Guided by  their advice and his own conciliatory 
inclinations, President Hempstead urged 
accommodation of player  proposals and 
moderation in the battle with the Federal League 
during National League owner  councils. Usually 
in attendance and faithfully  seconding the 
Hempstead stances was Ashley Lloyd.
Although he had been a  prep school and college 
ballplayer,  Hempstead was not  infatuated with 
the game like John T. Brush had been. 
Hempstead was a  businessman and,  beneath  an 
agreeable,  placid exterior, a clear-eyed realist 
who treated the New York Giants largely  as 
another commercial enterprise. He was, 
therefore, receptive to overtures about selling the 
club.  In the winter  of 1915-1916, newspaper 
sports pages were abuzz with rumor that the 
Giants were to be sold to swashbuckling oilman 
Harry  Sinclair, a  club owner in the recently-
deceased Federal League. Such reports agitated 
and alarmed club treasurer Lloyd, who denied 
knowledge of any  club purchase approach by 
Sinclair.21 Lloyd was resolutely  opposed to any 
prospective transfer  of club ownership and 
informed the press that “I am not going to sell 
my  stock, whatever happens.”22 Ultimately,  the 
transaction foundered when Sinclair declined to 
meet Hempstead’s reported $2 million asking 
price.23

As the decade closed, baseball was on the cusp of 
a golden era. The game would enjoy  immense 
popularity  during the 1920s, with  ballpark 

The Lloyd Brothers, c. 1886
Curtis (left), Ashley, and John Uri
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4. Sources for the biographical info contained herein 
include the The Lloyd Brothers, above; John S. 
Haller, Jr., Medical Protestants: The Eclectics in 
American Medicine, 1825-1939 (Carbondale, 
Illinois: Southern Illinois University Press, 1994); 
family tree info posted on Ancestry.com, and 
certain of the newspaper articles cited below. 
Although some sources place Lloyd’s birthplace as 
Bloomfield, New York, Lima was listed as his 
birthplace by Lloyd himself in the notarized 
passport applications that he submitted in 1908 
and 1912, and Lima was noted as his birthplace on  
Ashley Lloyd’s death records.

5.  As later recalled by Ashley in remarks before the 
Roastology Club of Cincinnati. See the Cincinnati 
Post, January 2, 1900.

6. Haller, 184.
7.  Pharmacognosy is the study of medicine derived 

from herbs and other natural sources.
8.  The Lloyd Brothers, 2.
9. The Lloyd Brothers, 4-5. The inscription read: 

“Here lies Cutis G. Lloyd: Monument erected in 
1922 by himself, for himself, during his lifetime to 
gratify his own vanity. What fools these mortals 
be.”

10. The Lloyd Brothers, 3.
11. Sporting Life, May 8, 1890.
12.  As noted in Sporting Life, July 5, 1890. Brush’s 

club had been eliminated as a preemptive war-
time measure by the league, but he was promised 
the next available NL franchise. In the meantime, 
Brush remained a member of the NL owners 
council, and held a minority stake in the 
financially-troubled New York Giants, having 
converted a $25,000 note from Day for 
Indianapolis players sent to the Giants into a 
piece of NY club ownership.

13.  A sad-sack club headed by a faded Mike “King” 
Kelly was hastily installed in Cincinnati by the 
AA, but lasted only until August before relocating 
to Milwaukee. The American Association itself 
expired at the close of the 1891 season. For more 
on the death of AA ball in Cincinnati, see David 
Nemec, The Beer and Whisky League: The 
Illustrated History of the American Association 
— Baseball’s Renegade Major League (New York: 
Lyons & Burford, 1994), 222-224.

14.  As reported in the Cincinnati Post, Cleveland 
Plain Dealer, and Kansas City Times, March 31, 
1891, and elsewhere. At the close of their 
inaugural season together, it was reported that 
“John T. Brush is still in command, but it has 
been proved that Cincinnati needs a local head of 
offices. Ashley Lloyd, the wholesale druggist, has 
more money in the business than any other 

With his brothers often busy  with other pursuits, 
it  was Ashley  who managed operations at  Lloyd 
Brothers.  He was also instrumental in the 
founding of the Lloyd Library  and Museum, 
today  the largest repository  of pharmaceutical 
texts in the world.25 He served on various local 
improvement commissions, but  declined an 
invitation to stand for  Cincinnati mayor. Lloyd 
was also an orphanage trustee, a bank officer, a 
philanthropist, and an art collector.  And from 
afar, he followed the fortunes of the New York 
Giants.
Early  in 1925, Lloyd was taken ill, and 
pneumonia quickly  set in. He died at his home in 
Walnut Hills on January  17.  Nelson Ashley  Lloyd 
was 73. Following funeral services, he was 
interred at  Spring Grove Cemetery  in Cincinnati. 
Survivors included his wife Olive Gardner Lloyd, 
daughter Marcia Lloyd Mills,  and brothers John 
Uri and Curtis Lloyd. Shortly  after Ashley’s 
passing, the board of directors of the Cincinnati 
Children’s Home published a lengthy  tribute 
which ended: “To know him was indeed to love 
him, for he was one who loved his fellow man.”26 
Lloyd was also remembered kindly  by  baseball as 
“one of the most modest participants in the 
national game and one who studiously  withdrew 
from the gaze of the public, Mr. Lloyd was one of 
the biggest men who ever  had a vote in National 
League affairs. … His word was unquestioned 
and his opinion frequently  turned the scales in 
the politics of the organization.”27 However 
overstated the memorial, Ashley  Lloyd had been 
a positive contributor to the National Pastime, 
and his time in baseball was only  one part of a 
long and useful life.
Bill Lamb is the editor of The Inside Game.
NOTES

1.  See “In Memoriam: Nelson Ashley Lloyd,” 
Spalding Official Baseball Guide, 1926, 343.

2. See George Chadwick, Consolidated Press 
Syndicate column published in the Oakland 
Tribune, December 6, 1925, San Diego Union, 
December 8, 1925, and elsewhere.

3. Quoting The Lloyd Brothers, 3, on-line at
 http://www.lloydlibrary.org/history/lloyd_brothers.html.

http://www.lloydlibrary.org/history/lloyd_brothers.html
http://www.lloydlibrary.org/history/lloyd_brothers.html
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22. As quoted in the Grand Forks (North Dakota) 
Daily Herald, December 18, 1915.

23. As reported in the New York Times, January 13, 
1916, The Sporting News, January 16, 1916, and 
elsewhere.

24. At the time, the Giants purchase price was 
generally put at $1 million. See e.g., the Chicago 
Tribune and New York Times, January 16, 1919. 
Later, Giants historians raised the franchise price 
tag to $1.3 million. See Tom Schott and Nick 
Peters, The Giants Encyclopedia (Champaign, 
Illinois: Sports Publishing, Inc., 1999), 90. 
Dominant syndicate member Stoneham acquired 
1,300 shares in the club. Junior partners 
McQuade and John McGraw bought 70 shares 
each. Eleanor Brush Hempstead retained her 
piece of Giants ownership until June 1924, when 
she sold out to a former St. Louis Cardinals 
stockholder named Anderson, as reported in the 
New York Times, June 13, 1924.

25.  As per Christopher Hobbs, “The Lloyd Library: 
The Unknown Alexandria of Herbal Medicine,” 
on-line at http://healthy.net.

26. Lloyd Brothers, 3.
27.  “In Memoriam: Nelson Ashley Lloyd,” Spalding 

Official Base Ball Guide, 1926, 343.

Cincinnatian,” as per the Daily (Rockford) Illinois  
State Journal and Bay City (Michigan) Times, 
October 11, 1891.

15.  Sporting Life, December 29, 1892.
16.  According to the New York Times, August 10, 

1902.
17. In 1894, Hempstead married Eleanor Gordon 

Brush, John T.’s elder daughter by his first 
marriage. Hempstead later assumed 
responsibility for Brush’s business interests in 
Indianapolis, freeing Brush to concentrate his 
attention on the Giants. Although a stranger to 
most Giants fans, Hempstead sat on the franchise 
board of directors from early 1903 on.

18. Brush’s unswerving confidence in Lloyd was 
noted by sportswriter Ren Mulford, Jr. See 
Sporting Life, December 21, 1912. The other co-
executor was Harry Hempstead.

19.  As reported in the Chicago Tribune, Trenton 
Times, and newspapers nationwide, January 7, 
1913.

20.  In his memoir, McGraw remembered Brush 
fondly. Hempstead, Lloyd, and Foster went 
unmentioned. See John J. McGraw, My Thirty 
Years in Baseball (New York: Boni & Liveright, 
1923).

21.  As noted in the Washington (DC) Evening Star, 
November 13, 1915, Denver Post, November 22, 
1915, and elsewhere.

The (Pittsburg) Gazette Times, May 29, 1914

http://healthy.net
http://healthy.net
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CHRISTY MATHEWSON, 
THE CHRISTIAN 

GENTLEMAN:
HOW ONE MAN’S 

FAITH AND FASTBALL 
FOREVER CHANGED 

BASEBALL

By Bob Gaines

2015. Lanham, MD: Rowman 
& Littlefield.

[ISBN: 978-1-4422-3314-0. 
241 pages. $38.00 USD, 

Hardback.]

Reviewed by 
Paul Browne

browne@echoes.net

B o b G a i n e s ’ s C h r i s t y 
Mathewson, the Christian 
Gentleman starts with the 
simplicity  and hero worship 
common in boys books of 
earlier  times. The book is not a 
c h i l d r e n ’ s b o o k b u t i t 
maintains a kind of innocence 
and makes the case that Matty, 
while a  great professional 

The tragedies of Matty’s later 
life are covered and highlight 
t h e s t r e n g t h o f M a t t y ’ s 
character  off the field. The loss 
of one brother to a suicide his 
parents did not see coming and 
another  brother to tuberculosis 
foreshadow Christy’s own 
coming struggles. Having 
volunteered for  duty  in World 
War I in 1918, Matty  was 
gassed in a training exercise. 
After he returned to the States 
he exhibited health problems 
and early  in the 1920 baseball 
season, he was diagnosed with 
tuberculosis. Putting up a 
strong fight, with periods of 
recovery  that included a brief 
time as president of the Boston 
Braves, Mathewson finally  died 
on October 8, 1925. Gaines 
does a good job covering this 
period of Mathewson’s life, 
keeping to his theme of Matty 
as an unquestioned hero on 
and off the field.
There are a  few controversies 
attached to Mathewson.  A 
number of books and other 
writings are attributed to 
Mathewson. While it  was 
common for athletes to have 
ghost writers, Mathewson is 
frequently  credited for most if 
not  all of his writings. Despite 
partnering with professional 
writers on these projects, the 
main credit was generally  given 
to Matty .  Jack Wheeler , 
Christy’s partner on his two 
best sellers,  Won in the Ninth 
and Pitching in a Pinch, 
indicated that he was only  the 
editor. Gaines leaves it at that.
In his review of Pitching in a 
Pinch, John Thorn indicated 

athlete was, first  and foremost, 
a Christian gentleman in the 
era of “muscular Christianity.” 
While, at times,  Gaines gets a 
little heavy  making this point, 
it does not damage the book.
Gaines went from  being a 
sportswriter in the San Diego 
area to director  of development 
communications at Matty’s 
a l m a m a t e r , B u c k n e l l 
University.  This personal 
history  seems to have prepared 
him  to write this book and 
influenced his perspective on 
M a t h e w s o n ’ s c a r e e r a n d 
personality.  Gaines tells the 
story  of Mathewson’s growth as 
a p l a y e r f r o m  a b r i e f l y 
struggling rookie to one of the 
greatest players in the history 
of the game. The author  fleshes 
out the relationships between 
Mathewson and his teammates 
and the high regard that  most 
had for him  as both a player 
and a man.
Both this book and Frank 
Deford’s The Old Ball Game 
(2005) examine the seemingly 
odd friendship of the hard-
nosed, brawling John McGraw 
a n d t h e p o l i t e , q u i e t 
Mathewson. Gaines makes it 
clearer how close McGraw and 
Mathewson were in age, more 
like an older and younger 
brother than father and son.  In 
discussing this relationship, 
Gaines gets off one of the best 
lines in  his book; “Certainly  the 
early  development of the 
friendship between Matty  and 
his manager must have been 
interest ing — l ike s low-
dancing in the moonlight  with 
a werewolf” (p. 56).

mailto:browne@echoes.net?subject=
mailto:browne@echoes.net?subject=
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that wife Jane Mathewson 
emphasized that Matty  was “no 
goody  goody.”  Thorn then goes 
on to say  that “He would play 
ball on Sundays where it was 
allowed, was known to cuss a 
bit and liked to gamble (though 
mostly  on his own checkers-
playing)”  (http://sabr.org/
latest/thorn-re-reviewing-
p i t c h i n g - p i n c h - c h r i s t y -
mathewson,  p. 3). Gaines 
indicates that Mathewson 
“ n e v e r  p l a y e d o n t h e 
Sabbath” (p. 178).
Probably  the most  impactful 
issue involves Mathewson’s 
contraction of tuberculosis. 
Mathewson’s brother Henry 
died of the disease in 1914. 
Mathewson was gassed in  a 
military  exercise in 1918. That 
Matty  contracted the disease as 
a result of his military  service, 
even if in  a  training exercise, 
added to his heroic image. At 
thirty-seven, Christy  was well 
above draft  age and his 
volunteering was certainly 
heroic in itself. Eddie Frierson, 
in  his SABR BioProject piece 
on Mathewson, raises the 
question of Matty  having 
contracted TB from Henry. 
Other researchers have raised 

this question as well.  Frierson 
points out that Mathewson 
began to complain of “a 
constant pain in his left side 
towards the end of the (1914) 
season” (http://sabr.org/
bioproj/person/f13c56ed p.3). 
Henry  had died of the disease 
on July  first of that year. 
Christy  never regained his 
prior  pitching  ability  after that 
season. Gaines does not 
address this issue at all.
Gaines’ book is an enjoyable 
and easy  read. He achieves his 
goal of telling the story  of 
Christy  Mathewson as a  heroic 
athlete and person,  a true 
C h r i s t i a n g e n t l e m a n . I n 
avoiding any  discussion of 
possible challenges to this 
image, Gaines may  have passed 
u p a n  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o 
strengthen his case.
Paul Browne is  the author of 
The Coal Barons Played Cuban 
Giants: A  History  of Early 
Profe ss ional Base ba l l in 
Pennsylvania, 1886 — 1896 
(2013). His article “A Glorious 
Victory,” an account of the 
Cuban Giants’ first victory 
over a Major League team, 
appears in Inventing Baseball: 
The 100 Greatest Games of the 

BEFORE THE IVY:
THE CUBS’ GOLDEN 

AGE IN PRE-WRIGLEY 
CHICAGO

By Laurent Pernot

2015. Urbana, Ill.: University 
of Illinois Press.

[ISBN: 978-0252-08028-9; 
ebook: 978-0-252-09665-5. 

208 pages,
$16.95 USD, Softcover (5.5” X 

8.3”).]

Reviewed by 
Barbara Sande

barbsande@comcast.net

Author  Laurent Pernot came to 
the Chicago area as a foreign 
exchange student from  France 
and caught “Cubs Fever” 
during the 1989 playoffs. His 
well-researched book, with 
ample references, documents 

PUBLISHER ACKNOWLEDGMENT
As with newsletters past, the books reviewed in  this issue were 
generously  supplied to us by  their publishers. Christy 
Mathewson, The Christian Gentlemen is published by  Rowman 
& Littlefield Publishing and can be ordered by  telephone 
(800-462-6420) or  email (customercare@nbnbooks.com). 
Before the Ivy: The Cubs’ Golden Age in Pre-Wrigley Chicago 
is published by  the University  of Illinois Press and can 
be ordered by  telephone (800-621-2736) or email 
(orders@press.uchicago.edu). Your  patronage of these 
publishers is encouraged.

Nineteenth Century  (2013). 
His “Mundell’s Solar Tips” 
appears in the 2013 National 
Pastime.
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ballpark was the home of 
psychiatric facilities starting in 
1891).
Another  interesting sojourn in 
the book is in Chapter 18 ("The 
F e l l o w s W h o M a d e t h e 
G a m e " ) ,  d e s c r i b i n g t h e 
evolution of sports reporting 
from boring short descriptions 
and box scores to lavish 
anecdotal stories that captured 
new  fans and satisfied the 
growing need for rich language 
from good writers on the 
drama that played out [just 
now] at  the ballpark.  Two of 
these Ring Lardner-influences 
described in  this chapter 
included Finley  Peter Dunne 
and Charles Seymour.
A large portion of the book is 
d e d i c a t e d t o t h e t e a m ’ s 
performance in  the 1870s and 
1880s under the leadership of 
W i l l i a m  H u l b e r t , A l b e r t 
Spalding, and Cap Anson. 
Anson still holds the Cubs 
(White Stockings) records for 
runs (1,719), hits (3,055), 
doubles (528), and RBIs 
(1,879). After  winning  the 
inaugural NL title in 1976, the 
White Stockings would win five 
National League pennants 
between 1880 and 1889. 
Unfortunately, this early 
fascinating drama of a  rising 
baseball dynasty  was marred 
by  gambling, overt racism, 
financial difficulties, ownership 
issues, fires (the great Chicago 
fire of 1871  destroyed an early 
ballpark by  the lake), and the 
need to yield to competing 
i d e a s t h a t o t h e r t e a m s 
embraced, including Sunday 
play  and serving alcohol at the 
park. The refusal to accept 

the early  origins of the game 
while concentrating on the 
Chicago teams that were 
p r e c u r s o r s t o t h e C u b s , 
including the White Stockings 
and the Colts, as well as the 
pre-Northside Cubs teams that 
thrilled fans in the early  20th-
century  with World Series 
appearances against the Tigers 
and White Sox teams from the 
fledging American League. 
Colorful characters populate 
the s tor ies in  the short 
chapters, including  Albert 
Spalding, Adrian “Cap" Anson, 
Mike “King” Kelly  and, of 
course, early  Cubs legends Joe 
Tinker, Johnny  Evers,  and 
Frank Chance.
Some myths are put to rest in 
the book, including the alleged 
double-play  powerhouse of 
Tinker to Evers to Chance. 
Actual game statistics from 
1906 to 1910 show that the 
probable total double plays 
from this trio numbered 54 
( i n c l u d i n g t h e v a r i o u s 
combinations) and that the 
team never  ranked better than 
third in double plays in the 
National League. However, the 
m e m o r a b l e a n d p o e t i c 
combination of “Tinker  to 
Evers to Chance” won out over 
b e t t e r d o u b l e - p l a y 
combinations during that same 
era. A chapter  discussing the 
possible origins of the phrase 
“out in left field” is humorous 
and, for  this amateur baseball 
fan, contained information that 
I did not know about the West 
Side Cubs and their location 
near the current  University  of 
Chicago Medical Center (left 
field outside the Westside 

black players in Chicago in the 
19th century  set the tone for the 
rest of major  league baseball 
for  many  years. The slow 
adoption of innovations like 
Sunday  play  and alcohol in the 
ball park is reminiscent of how 
long it took before an actual 
night game was played at 
Wrigley Field.
Although this reviewer very 
much enjoyed reading Before 
the Ivy, I did find the book to 
be a little disjointed and not 
linear in its presentation of the 
facts, plus information beyond 
the baseball field was not 
apparent for  most the key 
participants in early  Chicago 
baseball (did they  have families 
a n d w i v e s w h o s u f f e r e d 
t h r o u g h t h e s e u p s a n d 
downs?). However,  I can 
wholeheartedly  recommend 
the book as an excellent 
reference of the glory  days for 
those poor  fans caught up in 
the endless cycles of "Wait 
Unti l Next Year" on the 
Northside of Chicago.
Barbara Sande is a long-time 
member of SABR and a long-
suffering Rockies fan and 
aerospace systems engineer.

Official scorers who claim 
to be sticklers for the 
o b s e r v a n c e o f l e a g u e 
playing rules ignored the 
fact that “earned runs” are 
not  down in the rules.  The 
scorers continued to add 
“earned runs”  to their 
scores during the past 
season.

The Pittsburg Press, December 5, 1901 



Page 20 - The Inside Game - Vol. XV, No. 3

that either. Sternman appears to simply  have 
interpreted Ross’s citation of Evers’ opinion  in a 
way  that cast Ross’s statement in an unduly 
negative light.
Unfortunately, such uncharitable statements are 
typical of the entire review. To offer  another 
example: Sternman attempts to rebut Ross’s 
claim that Evers embodied a  “quest for 
efficiency”  by  remarking that “[a]n efficient 
captain would not have set  a record for  player 
ejections as Evers did in 1914.”  National League 
umpires tossed Evers out of lots of games, but 
there’s no evident reason to connect that fact 
with Ross’ intended use of the word “efficiency.”
Elsewhere, Sternman claims that Ross’s 
assertion that  “John McGraw fought off the 
hoodoo by  not pitching … Christy  Mathewson on 
Opening Day” is contradicted by  a statement 
later in the book that Mathewson started the 
opener in  1913. But,  taken in context, it’s clear 
that the quoted statement  wasn't intended to 
imply  that  McGraw never pitched Mathewson on 
Opening Day; it's simply  one of several deadball-
era  “hoodoos”  in  a list that includes the 
following: “Ty  Cobb always swung three bats 
while waiting  on deck.”  I wouldn’t view the 
discovery  that  Cobb didn't swing three bats 

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

The February issue of The Inside Game included 
a book review  by Mark S. Sternman critical of 
Baseball’s Greatest Comeback: The Miracle 
Braves of 1914,  by J. Brian Ross (Rowman & 
Littlefield, 2014). The letter immediately below 
expresses David Shiner’s concerns about the 
tenor of the Sternman review, to which Mark 
Sternman has replied, also below. In publishing 
the Shiner-Sternman exchange,  the newsletter 
has no desire to stimulate animosity between 
DEC members. Nor do we wish to embarrass a 
book’s author by reprise of an unfavorable 
review. But publication of informed and spirited 
discussion of Deadball-related literature strikes 
us as a worthy newsletter objective. In that 
spirit, we commend the views of our two 
correspondents to you, in the hope that 
consideration of same will prompt readers to 
read the Ross book and form their own 
opinions.
David Shiner writes:
I’m writing in response to Mark Sternman’s 
recent review of J.  Brian Ross’s book, Baseball’s 
Greatest Comeback: The Miracle Braves of 1914. 
I found the review, which appeared in the 
February  issue of The Inside Game,  to be 
problematic in several respects.  I’d like to briefly 
share my concerns with newsletter readers.
Early  on, Sternman takes Ross to task for citing 
Johnny  Evers’ opinion that no big-league 
manager  “attacked the game”  with more 
determination than Braves’ skipper George 
Stallings. Sternman goes on to state that  “Ross 
could have given Stallings his due without 
characterizing Selee and Chance [Evers’ previous 
managers] as relatively  soft.”  The latter 
statement is a strange construction on the 
reviewer’s part, since Ross’s assertion that Evers 
viewed Stallings as unsurpassed in his 
“attacking” approach  hardly  justifies Sternman’s 
charge that Ross is therefore “characterizing 
Selee and Chance as relatively  soft.”  If anyone 
c o u l d h a v e b e e n s a i d t o m a k e t h a t 
characterization on the basis of Ross’s text  it 
would be Evers, although there’s no evidence of 
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extensively  than I did in my  review,  which 
included just a phrase from this paragraph:

Evers brought to his new position a cast of 
mind shaped by  the Progressive Era.  In an 
era of such Progressive presidents as 
Theodore Roosevelt, Evers’s baseball mind-
set reflected one of the basic tenets of the 
movement: the quest for efficiency. Roosevelt 
displayed his way  of thinking in his 
conservation policies, rooted not only  in his 
belief in conserving the environment, but also 
in  his faith in ‘national efficiency.’ Saving our 
resources would, he believed, prove to be cost 
effective.

A baseball team’s in-game resources consist of its 
players. A  player  who constantly  gets ejected 
from games, therefore, hardly  prioritizes 
efficiency. Rather,  he either cannot control his 
emotions or  thinks that passion can spark his 
teammates to greatness. Ironically,  Shiner 
himself implicitly  acknowledges this point in his 
fine profile of Evers.  Discussing Evers on  the 
verge of the 1914  season, Shiner writes, “Due to 
his age (32), slender  frame (he spent off-days 
wolfing down candy  bars to keep on as much 
weight as possible), hypersensitivity, and 
proclivity for getting ejected, Evers couldn't be 
counted on for everyday play” (my  emphasis). 
These traits are not marks of efficiency,  but  signs 
of overwhelming feelings.
In the cases of Mathewson and Bues, Shiner  sees 
the repeated stories as having different meanings 
in  different parts of the book. In a 153-page text, 
the failures to acknowledge the initial instances 
of these and the other  repetitions noted in the 
review seem, at a minimum, sloppy  and, at  a 
maximum, like attempts to reach a  certain page 
count.
Shiner concludes with a dig  at my  “lack of 
generosity  toward Ross’s book,” which reveals 
our different perspectives on book reviewing. 
The generous book reviewer reads closely  (I read 
the book twice, once to understand its arguments 
and a second time to highlight its salient points) 
and offers an unbiased accounting of a text’s 
relative merits.

during his rookie year (if true) as evidence that 
Ross was a  liar. Similarly, whenever Sternman 
cites the retelling of a story  by  Ross as evidence 
of redundancy,  the retelling actually  serves a 
different purpose than the original one. For 
example,  Sternman notes that “Ross ... twice tells 
the tale of Maranville beating out Art Bues for 
the starting shortstop slot.”  But that’s 
misleading, since the first  instance is the actual 
telling of the story  while the second is a reference 
to and augmentation of that story.
I could cite other  examples of what could 
charitably  be described as Sternman's lack of 
generosity  toward Ross’s book, but  I’ll stop here. 
I hope it’s clear that I haven’t  been commenting 
on the merit  or otherwise of Baseball’s Greatest 
Comeback,  but rather pointing out unfortunate 
aspects of Sternman’s review that  might have led 
The Inside Game readers to regard the book 
more negatively  than they  would have done 
otherwise.
Mark S. Sternman replies:
I appreciate David Shiner’s taking the time to 
write about my  book review and to raise four 
specific concerns, which I will address in turn. 
Shiner takes me to task for  criticizing Ross for 
Evers’s implicit praise for Stallings over Selee 
and Chance. Shiner  writes, “If anyone could have 
been said to make that characterization on the 
basis of Ross’s text it would be Evers, although 
there’s no evidence of that either” (my 
emphasis).  Shiner makes my  point better  than I 
did. Ross puts words in Evers’s mouth without 
offering evidence for them  as the sentence that 
both Shiner and I quote is a Ross paraphrase 
with  no footnote. Even if Evers had actually 
made such  a comparison,  an astute analyst 
should have questioned the veracity  of it. 
Furthermore,  given the well-known history  of the 
Evers-Tinker feud, one can hardly  deem  Evers an 
objective observer of his contemporaries.
Shiner raises “Ross’ intended use of the word 
‘efficiency,’” so let  me quote Ross more 
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grounder (batter safe on a fielding error), a one-
RBI bases-loaded walk, a zero-RBI balk, and so 
forth; and (3) the identity  of the player who 
completed his plate appearance during the run-
scoring event — i.e., the player who could be 
credited with batting in the run.
To obtain the complete details for  each run I 
relied on the descriptions provided in the game 
accounts presented in several independent 
newspapers,  for  instance the New York Times, 
Evening Telegram,  Herald, Sun, and Tribune. In 
order to properly  assign credit to a player for 
batting in a run, I adhered strictly  to the 
appropriate official scoring rules. Because runs 
batted in were not  officially  recorded until  1920, 
there were no official scoring rules for RBIs in 
1917. Therefore, utilizing the 1920 official scoring 
rules to assign credit  for RBIs in 1917  seems like 
the logical approach. However, the official 
scoring rules for RBIs in 1920 (indeed, through 
1930) provide no guidance whatsoever for 
properly  assigning credit for RBIs in prior 
seasons — the entirety of the 1920 rules reads:

“The summary shall contain: The number of 
runs  batted in by each batsman.”  [Rule 86, 
Section B]

Therefore, to assign credit for  RBIs in the 1917 
season, I utilized the 1931  official scoring rules — 
which do provide appropriate instruction:

“Runs Batted In are runs scored on safe hits 
(including home runs),  sacrifice hits, outfield 
put-outs, infield put-outs, and when the run 
is  forced over by reason of the batsman 
becoming a base runner. With less  than two 
outs,  if an error is made on a play on which 
a runner from third would ordinarily score, 
credit the batsman with a Run Batted 
In.” [Rule 70, Section 13]

The 1931  rule is essentially  the same rule that is 
in  effect today. The only  significant difference is 
the provision introduced in 1939 which does not 
credit  a batter  with an RBI when the runner 
scores when the batter  hits into a force 
groundout double play.

ACCURATE RBI RECORDS
FOR THE PLAYERS OF THE 

DEADBALL ERA:
PART 7 — THE PLAYERS ON 

THE 1917 NEW YORK GIANTS

by Herm Krabbenhoft

In Part 4 of the title series I determined that 
Heinie Zimmerman of the Chicago Cubs was the 
actual leader in runs batted in for the National 
League in 1912.1-3 In the present installment  I 
present my  findings for the RBIs achieved by  the 
players on the 1917  New York Giants, for whom 
Zimmerman played that season, again topping 
the senior circuit in RBIs. However, the actual 
number of RBIs that Zimmerman accumulated 
in  1917  is in dispute. According to numerous 
hard-copy  baseball encyclopedias and Internet 
websites, Zimmerman’s league-leading total was 
102.4-9 The original source of the “102 RBIs” 
number was David S. Neft,  who directed a 
research effort in the mid-1960s to ascertain the 
RBIs for  all players from  the 1890-1919  period.4 
But  according to several other prominent 
baseball publications, Zimmerman was the RBI 
champion with 100.10-13 The original source of 
the “100 RBIs” number was Ernie Lanigan, who 
compiled the RBI stats during the 1917  season.10 
It  is pointed out  that neither Neft’s RBI number 
nor  Lanigan’s RBI number is official — because 
runs batted in were not recorded officially  until 
1920.
So, how  many  runs batted in did Zimmerman 
actually achieve in 1917?
RESEARCH PROCEDURE

The same procedure employed for my  previous 
RBI research endeavors was utilized in the 
present study.14 Thus, I obtained the complete 
details for each of the 635 runs scored by  the 
New York Giants in 1917. Complete details 
means that I determined the following three 
items for  each run: (1) the identity  of the player 
who scored the run; (2) the run-scoring event — 
e.g., a  two-RBI single, a one-RBI grounder 
(batter safe on a fielding error), a zero-RBI 
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not  crediting Zimmerman with RBIs in  those 
instances is summarized in Table 2.
Of the seven runs indicated in Table 2, only  the 
run scored by  Burns in the May  18 game might 
have resulted in  an RBI for Zimmerman, 
depending on the judgment of whether or  not 
Burns would have ordinarily scored from third 
base with less than two outs. All of the other runs 
were either  not scored from  third base or  were 
scored with two outs. Here is the pertinent 
descriptive information from  the various 
newspaper accounts for the first inning of the 
May 18 game:
New York Times  — “Burns greeted [pitcher] 
Grimes with a single and Kauff followed the good 
example.  Robertson rolled a  grounder to Grimes, 
who had a  raging argument in his mind,  and 

RESULTS

Table 1  presents the RBI numbers for  each of the 
players on the 1917  New York Giants according 
to my  research. Also shown for comparison are 
the RBI numbers according to Neft. The 
Appendix (available on the SABR.org website) 
provides the complete details for  each of the 635 
runs scored by  the 1917  New York Giants on a 
game-by-game basis.
DISCUSSION

Inspection of Table 1  reveals that my  RBI 
numbers and Neft’s RBI numbers are different 
for 18 of the 33 players, i.e., for  just over half of 
the players.  (Excluding the five players with zero 
RBIs and ten or fewer at bats, my  RBI numbers 
are different than Neft’s RBI numbers for  64% of 
the players.) Most of the differences between my 
RBI numbers and Neft’s RBI numbers are small, 
i.e.,  one or two RBIs.  The only  instance of an RBI 
number difference greater than two is the six 
RBI delta  found for Art Fletcher. It  is also seen 
that most (12) of the 18 RBI number differences 
are positive — i.e.,  Neft’s research team missed 
counting RBIs.
While the differences between my  full-season 
RBI numbers and Neft’s full-season RBI 
numbers are small, they  are real.  Significantly, 
all of my  full-season RBI numbers are supported 
by  rock-solid game-by-game RBI numbers — 
obtained from  the runs-scored descriptions given 
in  the game accounts presented in multiple 
independent newspapers. Neft’s (and Lanigan’s) 
full-season RBI numbers have no game-by-game 
RBI numbers for  support — whatever game-by-
game RBI records that were assembled by  Neft’s 
research team are no longer extant.15 It is also 
pointed out that my  runs-scored numbers agree 
100% with the runs-scored numbers in MLB’s 
official day-by-day records.
My  RBI number for  Zimmerman is 100, which is 
2  RBIs less than Neft’s 102. As shown in the 
Appendix, there are five games in which seven 
runs scored as a consequence of Zimmerman’s 
at-bats, but for which  I did not credit him with 
RBIs because a fielding  error was involved. The 
relevant evidence in support of my  decisions for 

Heinie Zimmerman



Page 24 - The Inside Game - Vol. XV, No. 3

Burns and Kauff scoring. Robertson later  was 
pinched off at the plate,  but  Zimmerman scored 
the third run on Kilduff’s out.”
New York Tribune — “Burns and Kauff singled. 
Robertson’s bunt toward the box could have 
been fielded in time to any  base. Grimes 
hesitated,  then played third too late. This filled 
the bases, with  none out.  Zimmerman hit  sharply 
to Baird. With a  world of time to force out  Burns 
at the plate, Baird pegged over the catcher’s 
head. Burns and Kauff both scored on the error. 
Robertson was caught at the plate when Fletcher 
rolled to Grimes, but Zimmerman, who took 
third on this play, raced home on Kilduff’s infield 
out.”
Based on these descriptions,  it is my  judgment 
that Burns would not have ordinarily scored if 
the error  had not been committed — Burns 
would have been retired at the plate on a  force-

while the mental struggle was going on about 
what he should do with the ball all hands were 
safe, with every  corner occupied. Zimmerman 
smashed a  grounder  to [first baseman] Brief, 
who made a throw home for a play  at the plate. 
The ball screamed over everybody’s head and 
rolled to the Pittsburgh bench, Burns and Kauff 
romping home, Robertson going to third. 
Fletcher  hit  to Grimes, who threw Robertson out 
at the plate, Zimmerman scooting to third. As 
Kilduff was being thrown out  at first  by 
[shortstop] McCarthy Zimmerman counted.”
New York Evening Telegram — “Burns singled. 
Kauff singled. Robertson bunted to Grimes, 
whose throw to [third baseman] Baird was too 
late to get  Burns. Zimmerman hit to Brief, Burns 
scoring, and when Brief threw wild Kauff also 
scored and both runners advanced a  base. 
Fletcher  hit  to Grimes, who threw Robertson out 
at the plate. Kilduff out, McCarthy  to Brief, 
Zimmerman scoring. Baird threw out Holke.”
New York Herald — “Burns,  Kauff, and 
Robertson spilled hits in the first inning. Burns 
and Kauff laced to the outfield and Robertson 
tapped to Grimes.  Grimes could have thrown to 
third for  a force or  to first for a sacrifice, but 
changed his mind about throwing to third, didn’t 
throw  anywhere, and so it was not a  fielder’s 
choice or a sacrifice for Robertson, but a base hit. 
Brief had a force at the plate in front of him 
when Zimmerman trundled to his salient, but 
threw over [catcher] Schmidt’s head and heaved 
in  a couple of runs. Fletcher prodded to Grimes 
for an out at the plate on Robertson, and 
Zimmerman scored while McCarthy  was 
throwing out  Kilduff.  Kilduff was the only  man of 
the inning to actually bat a run over.”
New York Sun — “Burns started off by  lashing a 
single to left. Kauff followed suit,  it  being Kauff’s 
fifth straight safety. Robertson bunted to Grimes, 
who could not  make up his mind just where to 
throw  the ball.  He looked at  third, decided to 
throw  there and then changed his mind. Later he 
thought  of throwing to first, but by  that  time 
Robertson was already  there. Zimmerman then 
hit  to Baird, who in  trying for a force play  at the 
plate heaved plumb into the Buccaneer cave, 

David Neft
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The Inside Game, Volume XV, Number 1 
(February 2015), 5.

2. Herm Krabbenhoft, “Seeking Resolution of the 
Discrepancy for the 1912 NL Triple Crown,” The 
Baseball Research Journal, Volume 44, Issue 1 
(Spring 2015), 54.

3. Herm Krabbenhoft, “The Definitive Resolution of 
the 1912 NL Triple Crown Discrepancy,” Research  
Presentation given during SABR 44, Houston, TX, 
August 2, 2014.

4. David S. Neft (Director of Research, Information 
Concepts Incorporated), Lee Allen (Historian, 
National Baseball Hall of Fame and Museum), 
and Robert Markel (Executive Editor, Macmillan 
Company), The Baseball Encyclopedia, (New 
York: Macmillan, 1969). See also each of the 
subsequent editions published through the final 
edition (1996).

5.  David S. Neft and Richard M. Cohen, The Sports 
Encyclopedia: Baseball, (New York:St. Martin’s 
Press, 1974). See also each of the subsequent 
annual editions published through the last edition  
(2007).

6. John Thorn, Phil Birnbaum, and Bill Deane, Total 
Baseball, (New York: Sport Publishing Media, 
2004). See also the previous seven editions 
beginning with the first edition (1989).

7.  Gary Gillette and Pete Palmer, The ESPN 
Baseball Encyclopedia, (New York: Sterling 
Publishing, 2008). See also the previous four 
editions beginning with the first edition (2004).

out.  Therefore, in my  judgment, Zimmerman 
does not  merit credit for  batting in Burns. 
Significantly,  the Retrosheet Box Score file 
presents the identical non-RBI stats.  Indeed, 
there is 100% correspondence between my  RBI 
numbers and Retrosheet’s RBI numbers for each 
player on the 1917  New  York Giants — on a 
game-by-game basis and for the full season.16 So, 
Zimmerman, in leading the National League in 
runs batted in during the 1917  season, actually 
accumulated 100 RBIs,  i.e., the same number 
claimed by  Lanigan, and not the 102  RBIs 
claimed by Neft.
CONCLUDING REMARKS

As it has developed, all of Neft’s 1891-1919  RBI 
numbers were adopted by  Pete Palmer  for  his 
database of baseball statistics, which in turn are 
utilized on the various baseball websites, such as 
Basebal l -Reference.com and MLB.com. 
Accordingly, I provided the final draft  of this 
manuscript  (including the Appendix) to Palmer 
and Gary  Gillette for their review. Hopefully, 
they  will concur with RBI numbers I have 
presented and make the appropriate changes in 
Palmer’s database, so that the correct RBI 
statistics will be disseminated on the various 
baseball websites.17
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THE ORAL HISTORY 
COMMITTEE

The purpose of the Oral History  Committee is 
to preserve baseball history  through the 
memorialization of interviews of figures from 
the game’s past, both renowned and obscure. 
Included in the committee’s archives are 
tapes of interviews with a number of now-
deceased players from the Deadball Era. 
Regrettably, for the past several years the 
committee has been largely  a dormant one. 
But recently, efforts to revitalize it have been 
undertaken, with our  own committee chair 
John McMurray  taking a leadership role. We 
are therefore pleased to pass along the news 
that the Oral History  Committee is now  back 
in operation, with the digitalization of 
archived interviews currently  in progress. In 
addition,  The Oral History Record,  a  new 
committee newsletter edited by  former  TIG 
editor  Mark Ruckhaus, has just made its 
debut and is chock-full of interesting articles 
and info. Those DEC members wishing to 
subscribe to The Oral History Record and/or 
to become involved in the important work 
of the OHC are invited to contact  John 
(who wil l also remain the chairman 
o f t h e Deadball Era Committee) at 
sabroralhistorycommittee@gmail.com,  or 
Mark via markruck@aol.com. The Inside 
Game wishes the Oral History  Committee 
great success in its renewed endeavors.
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Table 1. Runs-Batted-In Numbers
for Players on the 1917 New York Giants

 Krabbenhoft Neft   Krabbenhoft Neft
Player RBIs RBIs |∆|§ Player RBIs RBIs |∆|                       
Fred Anderson 2 1 1 Red Murray 3 3 —
Al Baird 4 4 — (Jack Onslow) 0 0 —
Rube Benton 4 2 2 Pol Perritt 3 3 —
George Burns 43 45 (2) Bill Rariden 26 25 1
Al Demaree 2 2 — Dave Robertson 55 54 1

Art Fletcher 62 56 6 Jose Rodriguez 3 2 1
George Gibson 5 5 — Slim Sallee 11 11 —
Ed Hemingway 2 1 1 Ferdie Schupp 4 4 —
Buck Herzog 31 31 — George Smith 1 0 1
Walter Holke 54 55 (1) Jimmy Smith 8 9 (1)

Benny Kauff 69 68 1 (Ad Swigler) 0 0 —
(George Kelly) 0 0 — Jeff Tesreau 4 5 (1)
Pete Kilduff 13 12 1 Jim Thorpe  4 4 —
(Ernie Krueger) 0 0 — Joe Wilhoit 9 8 1
Hans Lobert 4 5 (1) Ross Youngs 1 1 —

Lew McCarty 20 19 1 Heinie Zimmerman 100 102 (2)
(Jim Middleton) 0 0 —                       

Players whose names are enclosed in parentheses indicates that the player had zero RBIs 
and ten or fewer at bats.

§ The |∆| column gives the absolute-value difference between my RBI number and Neft’s RBI 
number; an entry enclosed in parentheses indicates that my RBI number is less than Neft’s 
RBI number.

Table 2. No-RBI Runs Scored as a
Consequence of Zimmerman’s At Bats

Game OPP Inning Outs Run-Scorer  Base Batter Event & Error                            
5-18 PIT 1 0 Burns 3rd SOFC/E-5 (wild throw home)
5-18 PIT 1 0 Kauff 2nd SOFC/E-5 (wild throw home)
5-18 PIT 7 0 Kauff 2nd SOFC/E-3 (wild throw to second)
       + E-4 (wild throw to first)
5-30 (1) PHI 8 2 Burns 3rd SOE-6 (fumbled grounder)

6-04 STL* 5 0 Robertson 2nd Bunt Single + E-1 (wild throw to first)
6-11 CHI* 7 2 Zimmerman — SOE-9 (muffed fly ball)
       + E-8 (wild throw to third)
9-12 (2) BRK 11 0 Kauff 1st Single + E-7 (muffed pickup)                            

* Game played at opponent’s park.
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John: “Of course.  While the story  of baseball's 
‘birth’ and rise may  be one of evolution, the 
Garden of Eden exists in the minds of fans and is 
memorialized in Cooperstown. Baseball is a 
game in which  no matter how  admirable the 
players of today  and how compelling their 
accomplishments, we believe in our  hearts, ‘Well, 
it wasn't as good as the Babe woulda done.’"
Mark: Speculative question,  if you don't mind... 
And that is, have we pretty  much unearthed all 
the major baseball history  there is? Or,  might 
there be another  Lucy  (the ape-like hominid 
found in Ethiopia about 40 years ago) hiding 
under the floorboards of someone's attic 
somewhere, something that could turn what we 
know about baseball on its head? It  could include 
anything from  a  19th century  or Deadball Era 
Allan Roth up to people we haven't  heard about 
before. What would surprise you?

the origins of the game while debunking myths 
that have been passed off as fact for many  years, 
and not just the obvious Abner Doubleday  one. 
As baseball is a form of religion to many, at this 
point, I’d like to apologize to John for wanting to 
get into a  faith-based discussion, especially  when 
it  was reported by  at least one source (and I 
know one is not enough — two, at  least) that 
former Commissioner Bud Selig may  have 
written an  article or letter  indicating that he 
believed the creationism version of the sport, 
which I found surprising  coming from  a man of 
his position.
Starting at the beginning, Thorn was born at a 
displaced persons camp in Stuttgart, Germany, 
not  long after  the end of World War II. In an 
interview with The Jewish Week four years ago, 
he indicated that, like most immigrant children, 
and my  own father  was one, his goal was to 
assimilate quickly  into his new  environment, 
including learning English from  anywhere 
possible, including “from  the backs of cereal 
boxes and the backs of those magical cards that 
came with bubble gum.”  As it’s probably  been 
with  nearly  everyone, there are numerous forks 
in  the road where, with the benefit  of 20/20 
hindsight, we can look back and ask,  “How  did I 
get here?” I asked Thorn about what might have 
been.
John: “Oh, like everyone on the periphery  of the 
game,  I would have preferred to have been a 
player — a  shortstop,  a  center fielder, maybe. Or 
a writer  of serial installments like Dickens, who 
held a nation  in his grip while he decided what to 
do with Little Nell. Or a teacher. Or an 
archaeologist.  But maybe I have been a little of 
each.”
Mark: As far as Baseball in the Garden of Eden 
is concerned, seeing  that the Garden of Eden is, 
essentially,  chapter one in the story  of 
Creationism and your story  is most  definitely  one 
of evolution, at least  as it applies to baseball, was 
the choice of title deliberate?

INTERVIEW OF JOHN THORN 
continued from page 1

John Thorn
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cards in which  the addition  or removal of a card 
might prove fatal to the whole.”
Mark: There was a  confluence of two events that 
may  well have upset that house of cards and sent 
baseball in a different direction.  And that was the 
Federal League case that Judge Landis delayed 
his opinion on long enough for  the league to go 
out of business combined with the Black Sox 
s c a n d a l .  I n  t h e e n d , L a n d i s b e c o m e s 
Commissioner, probably  as repayment for what 
looked like the favor he did for MLB and the 
Terrapins take their case to the Supreme Court 
where, in not one of their finest hours, they 
upheld MLB's anti-trust exemption. What's your 
take on that period in baseball history?
John: “When baseball had its first  boom  in the 
1880s, as the effects of the Depression of 1873 
finally  began to dissipate,  the newfound 
optimism inspired the launch of two new  leagues 
(American Association in  1882, Union 
Association in 1884). The reasons for  the launch 
of the Players' League (1890) were different,  of 
course. Baseball's next boom  came after the 
Peace Agreement  between the NL and AL in 
1903, inspiring magnates to build new  stadiums 

John: “I think the historical spelunking of the 
past 15 years has been sensational, and the 
sabermetric revolution,  begun perhaps 35 years 
ago, is still gathering steam. I have been 
privileged to be in both camps, off and on, and it 
is perhaps unsurprising if I feel that little truly 
great work remains.  I may  feel that way  because I 
am old, and because I have been at this awhile. 
But my  feelings are irrelevant; my  brain tells me 
that we will come to understand the present 
moment  in the game better  with each passing 
year,  and that while fewer historical ‘finds’ may 
lie at  out our feet, greater  perspective on history 
is always available. David Laurila (Ruckhaus 
note: Laurila writes for  Baseball Prospectus  and 
Baseball America among others) once asked me, 
in  the lobby  of a SABR convention hotel,  ‘What 
was the greatest unanswered baseball question 
that remained?’ I replied, ‘Why  does it feel so 
good to play  catch?’ Get at the to and fro of play 
— and of life itself — and there will be a discovery 
that dwarfs the others.”
Mark: Regarding baseball ’s birth and 
development, it seemed that the Civil War spread 
the New  York version of the game around the 
country  at  the expense of other  local versions, 
likely  equally  as popular in their own areas.  More 
speculation… How might baseball have 
developed without the Civil War? For that 
matter,  how might it have developed had the 
Players League succeeded, which it almost did?
John: “I think the variant regional games of 
baseball, along with cricket, were all poised to 
fail of expansion by  1860. The hoary  explanation 
that  the Civil War,  with  its prisoners and 
veterans returning home having learned the ‘new 
game’ in the camps, has been pretty  well 
exploded. If the Players League had succeeded I 
think nothing substantial would have been 
gained on the field of play  or in  the game's 
organization, as capitalists were the vital force 
behind that  league as much  as they  were in the 
[National League] and [American Association]. I 
cannot point to a single development in the game 
that, had it not occurred, would have rendered 
the game indisputably  different. Baseball's 
history  and rules do not comprise a  house of 

Mark Ruckhaus (left), with Willie 
Randolph and fellow umpire Mike Saffer,   
prior to high school game in Oakland, NJ
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the late 1940s,  African Americans brought their 
game of speed mixed with power to the formerly 
all-white major leagues and produced the 
beautiful game of our youth.”
Mark: You mentioned your enjoyment of the 
Deadball Era.  Whether  in that era or anywhere, 
is/are there any  character  or  characters that 
seem  to grab your  attention and that you find 
fascinating above the others? If you  don't mind 
and, for  the sake of discussion, mine would likely 
be Rube Waddell.  The greats of the game back 
then could have survived in the current era as 
they  had the talent  and brains to "figure it out." 
There are others, like George McBride and Bill 
Bergen,  who would likely  never  have seen the 
light of day  on an A-ball roster let alone MLB as 
there's no market for good field/no-hit players at 
any  position anymore.  But Rube is an odd duck 
who might have been totally  lost and ridiculed in 
the current day. Something just popped into my 
head. And you  mentioned that those who 
participated in  baseball were called "players" for 
a reason. Was Waddell more of a  player/actor 
than a  ballplayer  — that  he knew  exactly  what he 
was doing? Another  one,  and for a far  different 
reason,  is Honus Wagner. Immensely  talented 
and his 1908 season is one of the most dominant 
ever, even in his 20s and 30s always looked like 
someone’s grandfather. Maybe it’s the black and 
white photos or maybe it’s the big schnozz. But 
he always looked much older than his years.
John: “I like Wagner, and I like Cobb, and I like 
Matty, too, especially  because his life has been 
outstripped by  the legend.  Baseball writers felt 
they  needed a  Christian Gentleman, so they  went 
to the Frank Merriwell stories for  their model. 
Rube Waddell was the anti-Matty,  the last of a 
line of heroes of the old sort.  But he was no play-
actor. He was a bit demented but, like all  those 
short-changed by  God in one area, gifted in 
another. He is a  great favorite of mine.  I have a 
longish essay  on this subject  (that was recently 
posted) at narrative.ly (yes, that's the URL), and 
I will quote a passage from it:

If Mathewson was not truly a prince among 
men — and he had his moments,  from 
punching out a lemonade vendor to “high-

and a bunch of minor-league owners (Federal 
League, 1913) to have big-league aspirations, just 
as Ban Johnson had dreamed in 1900-01. The 
uncontrolled wild-west  aspect  of baseball in the 
1910s gave rise to the Commissioner  system  and 
is highly  interesting to the historian for  all the 
swings in financial circumstances, the effect of 
our entry  into WW I, and with Babe Ruth, the 
dawn of a new style of play.  These are all truisms, 
but  I mention them to indicate that my  great 
interest in both  the 1880s and 1910s is for largely 
the same reasons.”
Mark: More toward the era  we write about here, 
in  an interview with  the Minneapolis Star 
Tribune,  you mentioned, "When I first began 
writing baseball, I was enamored of the Deadball 
Era." What was it about the era that  you were 
enamored with?
John: “How rough, unpolished ...  experimen-
tal ...  it was. I loved that many  things we today 
take for granted were novelties then. Gloria 
Swanson's character  Norma Desmond, in  Sunset 
Boulevard, defended her silent-film days by 
saying that they  did not  feel the lack of words: 
‘We had faces then.’ Well, Deadball players did 
not lack the home run.”
Mark: Though a lot has been written  about 
Deadball, little seems to have been written about 
the style of play  among the black teams of the 
era. After all, it was the blacks who brought the 
running game to MLB in the '50s. Were they 
playing the white style of game in the aughts and 
teens or  were they  doing things differently  and, if 
so, what were they?
John: “The minstrel tradition of showmanship 
was present in professional black baseball from 
the start  — parades beforehand, sleight  of hand 
and staged ‘bits’ during the game. The theatrical 
tradition — remember, baseball practitioners are 
called ‘players’ for a reason — continued into the 
Deadball Era,  with less vigor and overt 
showmanship. But a daring  style of play, shared 
with  white baseball in the early  years of the 20th 
century, persisted in the black game even after it, 
too, produced home run sluggers who might 
make a plodding base-to-base approach seem 
like superior  strategy.  When integration came in 

http://narrative.ly/
http://narrative.ly/
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Evans is a superior player to Tommy  McCarthy. 
Certainly  by  now  I am more attracted to story 
than to stats, but I have abandoned neither my 
interest in statistical analysis nor  my  belief that it 
ought to serve the story rather than be the story.”
Mark: I read in an  interview you did with 
Bleacher Report a few years ago that,  in or 
around 2010, former  Commissioner Bud Selig 
might have written a letter, noted on the web site 
Hauls of Shame that he still believed the 
Creationism  version of baseball — that 
Doubleday  created baseball out of whole cloth. 
As MLB Historian, did you straighten him out 
just a bit  and has he come over to the 
Evolutionary  side? In a  deeper  aspect, is the 
Creationism  vs. Evolution in baseball a 
microcosm of the real world Creationism  vs. 
Evolution argument? I mean, even showing them 
the history  and irrefutable proof we have, at least 
so far,  are there people who are still entrenched 
in their baseball creationist ways?
John: “It has not been part  of my  job 
description to challenge folklore but instead to 
embrace it as being more powerful and enduring 
than fact. And it's fun. If people wish  to credit 
Abner  Doubleday  with the invention of baseball, 
they  are free to do so; it is, on the whole, 
harmless and does not  impede the progress of 
historical investigation. Commissioner Selig  and 
I share the belief that Abner  Doubleday  is 
baseball's ‘Father’ to those who feel the need for 
such  a figure; some folks find a depersonalized 
evolutionary  tale excessively  dull. There are 
those who believe in Santa  Claus, or  Dracula, or 
Bigfoot. To them I say, mazel tov.  The world 
spins anyhow.”
Mark: But the Commissioner believing in 
baseball Creationism might  be akin to the Pope 
espousing evolution, wouldn't it?
John: “ Y o u r  p r o p o s i t i o n i s s i l l y .  A n 
understanding of history, on the one hand, and 
fa i th ,  on the other ,  have no rat ional 
intersection.”
Mark: It was Mark Twain who said, "A lie can 
travel halfway  around the world while the truth 

hatting” his teammates — the press was only 
too glad to fit him into that role, which had 
been vacant in the game to that time. 
Baseball had certainly been well represented 
in the lower archetypes — knave,  fool, sot, 
rogue, libertine — but a prince was 
something new.
Dime-novel heroes were red-blooded, not 
blue; a nobleman on the frontier was a dude, 
a figure of fun. Sportswriters  did not need to 
look to Elizabethan drama or Classical 
legend for inspiration. Why bother,  when the 
dime novelists  of the day were mining those 
age-old conventions already? Whether 
creating fictional heroes, after the manner of 
James Fenimore Cooper and Sir Walter 
Scott, or stretching the truth of real-life 
figures like John Paul Jones, Davy Crockett, 
or Buffalo Bill,  the writers of the early dime 
novel were giving the people a national 
history unfettered from mere fact.  With 
Deadwood Dick, Jesse James, Nick Carter, 
Jack Lightfoot, and of course Frank 
Merriwell, they were providing America 
with a usable past, just as Parson Weems 
had aimed to do with his  tale of George 
Washington and the cherry tree.”

Mark: More toward the present, you were co-
author  with  Pete Palmer in The Hidden Game of 
Baseball and the Total Baseball books, both of 
which gave people a different and more detailed 
look at statistics, as Bill James did. In your 
opinion, have the sabermetrics become too 
dominating in  the game with people paying too 
much attention to the numbers and might  it  be 
akin to people going to a dance and counting 
1-2-3-4 to make sure they  get the steps right 
rather than listening to the music?
John: “I don't  think that hyper-analysis or  rote 
recitation of stats constitute the problem, if there 
is one.  My  complaint in recent years has been 
how  lousy  the sabermetric writing is, with 
material that  would make for a snappy  table 
instead making for indigestible prose. There is 
also a mind-numbing tendency  among younger 
writers especially  to use stats as bludgeons in 
their battle to convince readers that,  say,  Dwight 
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10,000 followers on Twitter and as many  friends 
as I might wish on Facebook. I am active on both  
— no recipes, no cats, just history.”
A renowned sports historian, author, and 
cultural commentator, John Thorn has served 
as Official Historian for Major League Baseball 
since September 2011. Formerly the editor of 
this newsletter, Mark Ruckhaus has recently 
assumed the editorship of The Oral History 
Record, the newsletter of SABR’s newly 
revitalized Oral History Committee.

is putting on its shoes." Is that how folklore 
marches on and is so powerful?
John: “Lying and folklore are kissing cousins, to 
the extent a ‘needful lie’ will, over  time, become 
history  — and then successfully  resist attempts to 
revise it. I have great respect for the enduring 
strength of myth  (which is a highly  constructed 
sort  of lying). I wrote in Eden: ‘It  is said in 
folklore circles that when a  custom  is too old for 
its origins to be remembered, a story  is often 
devised to rationalize what would otherwise be 
baffling. Such has been the case with baseball.’"
Mark: Is the Hall of Fame relevant? After  all,  its 
foundation in Cooperstown is built on a lie as 
Doubleday  never invented baseball and may  not 
even have been in Cooperstown in 1839. And, 
considering it's become the Hall of the Very 
Good,  most of it likely  due to the Frankie Frisch-
led Veterans' Committee, does the HOF have the 
meaning it  should? If not, what would you  do to 
change it?
John: “The Hall may  have been founded on 
sand, but its foundation has stiffened with age, 
and it has a venerable past all its own. It's not 
going anywhere, let alone away, and I think the 
electors have done an amazingly  good job when 
one views the entire span of inductions since 
1936. One may  disagree with this inclusion or 
that one, but there are very  few figures of great 
magnitude on the outside looking in (Marvin 
Miller is a notable exception to this view,  I 
recognize). Me, I wouldn't change a thing. Let 
the Hall tinker with its own procedures, and 
trust to their good sense and instinct for self-
preservation.”
Mark: In your position as MLB Historian and 
remembering the famous Santayana quote and 
realizing that many  in this country  have either 
forgotten the past or don't particularly  care 
about it, how  do you go about "spreading the 
word," so to speak, and getting people, especially 
youngsters (as they're baseball's next customers) 
interested in that aspect of the game?
John: “The best  outreach  mechanisms have 
been via the web. ‘Our Game’ is astonishingly 
well attended for  so nerdy  a blog.  I have nearly 

NEW DEADBALL ERA 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS

The Inside Game is pleased to welcome the 
following SABR members who have expressed 
interest in the Deadball Era to the committee: 

Matthew D. Albertson
Robert Bruce

Steven Hernandez
Kevin Jennings
Benjamin Klein

Andrew Rothman
We look forward to their active participation in 
committee endeavors. These new committee 
members, as well as our  newsletter contributors, 
can be contacted via the SABR directory.

NEW FROM THE GAMES
PROJECT and BioPROJECT

Since the last newsletter went to press, the 
BioProject has continued to publish  bios of 
Deadball Era figures that should be of 
interest to committee members. The latest 
are profiles of Joe Delahanty, Willie 
Delahanty, Lee Meadows, Frank Delahanty, 
Willie Mitchell, Brickyard Kennedy, Charlie 
Roy, Bill Bernhard, Jack Nabors, Bill Rumler, 
Earl Yingling, Harley  McNeal,  Kaiser 
W i l h e l m , G e o r g e H a l a s ,  a n d G e n e 
DeMontreville. Meanwhile, an account of the 
Brooklyn Tip Tops 5-4 win over the ChiFeds 
on July  24, 1914 has been posted on the 
Games Project site. As always, we urge you to 
give these informative project  entries a look if 
you have not done so already.
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