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It wasn’t easy

The Lost Art
of Fair-Foul Hitting

Robert H. Schaefer

Baseball matured and came of age during the last
third of the nineteenth century. The game improved as
a result of suggestions made by a cadre of thoughtful
sportswriters and managers who subjected it to critical
analysis at the end of each season.

Captain Harry Wright, of the Boston Red Stockings,
along with sportswriter Henry Chadwick, were the two
most important personalities in this developmental ef-
fort. Chadwick’s column was published in the
influential New York Clipper, as well as other daily
newspapers. His writings help us understand the rea-
sons behind successful and unsuccessful proposed
rule changes

One of the burning issues of the early 1870s con-
cerned the rule for determining fair and foul hits. It
stated that if a batted ball first bounced in fair territory,
the ball was in play no matter where it rolled thereafter.
This permitted a method of batting that became known
as fair-foul hitting, a controversial art at the time, and
one that today is vastly misunderstood.

Using the rule, a select group of clever hitters per-
fected a technique for deliberately striking the ball in
a manner so that a spin—“English”—was imparted to
it. After first touching the ground in fair territory the
“English” caused the ball to twist sharply off into foul

After thirty-five years in the aerospace industry, where he was
responsible for the human engineering aspects of the Apollo program
and several versions of the Space Station, Bob Schaefer has devoted
his time to a project he calls {In Quest of .400.” The focus of his
research is to understand the circumstances surrounding each .400
season in terms of the extant rules, equipment, and ballparks. This
article is an outgrowth of his rvesearch on the twenty-four individual
major league .400 hitters and the thirty-five seasons in which that
fabled batting average was attained.

ground, far from the normal defensive positions of the
infielders stationed within the foul lines. The ball was
in play and the fielders were obliged to give chase as it
skipped to the recesses of the foul grounds. The striker
almost always earned first base, and frequently two
bases, on this type of hit. Strikers who were skilled in
the art of fair-foul hitting had a huge advantage, be-
cause it was impossible to post the infielders to defend
against it and at the same time adequately cover the
fair ground between the bases.

In the 1870s, the second baseman was usually sta-
tioned in the immediate vicinity of his base, a
considerable distance from the first baseman. Scientific
hitters attempted to exploit this large opening by pok-
ing ground balls between first and second.

The typical response to the threat of a fair-foul hit
was to position the first and third basemen directly on
their bases, with one foot in foul ground. This defen-
sive posture only exacerbated the middle of the
diamond even more. Thus, the mere existence of the
fair-foul hit inflated the batting averages of all hitters,
who could tap bouncers through what today we would
consider enormous holes.

How it was done—Just how did a scientific hitter ac-
complish the art of fair-foul hitting ? First of all, the
hitter had a colossal advantage in that, according to the
rules of the 1860s and ’70s, pitches he fouled off were
not charged as strikes. He could make as many unsuc-
cessful attempts at a fair-foul hit as he cared to without
accumulating strikes. In addition, the striker had the
privilege of calling for a high or low pitch—thcre was
no single fixed strike zone.
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When a hitter planned to make a fair-foul hit, he al-
ways called for a low pitch. Chadwick tells us that a
fair-foul hit could never be made except from a low ball,
and then the striker needed to step up so as to hit the
ball down to the ground within the foul lines. The
hitter’s key for success was to hit down on, or chop at,
the ball and deliver a glancing blow so that a spin was
imparted to it. Spin was vital for the ball to veer sharply
off into foul territory, beyond the reach of the fielders.
The idea that a fair-foul hit was easy to make was, in
Chadwick’s succinct phrase, “absurd.” Chadwick re-
lated that the slightest miscalculation on the part of the
striker transformed:the ventured fair-foul hit into an
easily caught foul bound, or a chance to field the
striker out at first base. The foul-bound rule provided
that a striker was out should a player field the ball af-
ter its first bounce.

Making an accurate call of fair or foul on the first
bounce was a daunting task for the umpire, who in the
1870s stood several feet off to the side of home plate,
in foul ground. This offset location denied him an op-
timum view of the area in front of home plate, the spot
where the fair-foul hit was likely to take its first bounce.
In addition, his view of the ball was often blocked by
the batter running toward first base, or by the catcher
as he attempted to field it.

According to nineteenth century newspaper ac-
counts, the creator of the fair-foul hit was Dickey
Pearce, the innovative short fielder of the old Brooklyn
Atlantics. Indeed, Pearce himself claimed this honor.
Henry Chadwick provides strong evidence supporting
Pearce’s claim in his New York Clipper review entitled,
“The Short Fielders of 1872”:

Dick is the originator of that strategic style of
batting known as ‘“fair-foul hits’, the most diffi-
cult balls to field, as well as to hit properly, that
there are. Any muflfin batsman can hit a fair
ball to the out-field, but it takes considerable
judgment, a quick eye, plenty of nerve and
skillful batting to make first-base by a well hit
fair-foul ball, When it 1s well done, il is a cer-
tain hit for first base, and any hit that ensures
one base against sharp ficlding shows skillful
batting.

Chadwick shed additional light on the heritage of
fair-foul hitting in an 1894 article by declaring that he
himself had originated the concept. He said that the
bunt grew out of fair-foul hitting and that he had sug-
gested the idea of fair-foul hitting in 18641:

I pointed out to Pearce the advantage of hitting
the ball so that it should become a fair-foul hit,
especially when a runner was on base; as, in
such a case, even if the fielder got the ball to

first in time—which was usually impossible—
the runner on first would easily get to second
safely.

Pearce acted on Chadwick’s suggestion and prac-
ticed the art of the fair-foul hit until he had it down
flawlessly. He used the fair-foul with such regularity
that the infielders would anticipate it and creep in
close. Chadwick reported that Pearce would trick them
by pretending to prepare for a fair-foul and then just tap
the ball over their heads for a safe hit.

Other famous players, such as George Wright and
Davey Force, duplicated Pearce’s skill. The art of fair-
foul hitting spread and by the early 1870s many
strikers employed this style. Of course, some used it
more often and effectively than others. Cap Anson de-
scribed his 1874 Philadelphia A’s teammate, James
“Lefty” McMullen as a “rattling good batsman who ex-
celled in fair-foul hitting.” Levi Meyerle, twice the
batting champion of the National Association, fre-
quently used the fair-foul hit. Davey Eggler, also of
Philadelphia, was another famous fair-foul hitter.

The excitement of a fair-foul hit is captured in this
account of a game played on July 18, 1870, when the
Harvard nine faced the vaunted Cincinnati Red Stock-
ings in Cincinnati. Surprisingly, in the bottom of the
ninth, the Harvards were leading the professional nine
by six runs. Then with two hands out, and

every base full, George Wright stepped to the
bat amid ‘a stillness as of death,” when the
‘boldest held his breath for a time.” Every man,
woman, and child on the ground knew that he
was the right man in the right place. Not a
nerve trembled as balls passed him, and he
waited, though ‘one strike’, ‘two strikes’ came
from the umpire. At length he was suited, and
striking a ‘fair foul’ past third base took second
for himself, and gave home to three men.
There rose such a shout such as never before
been heard on these grounds before.

The most renowned practitioner of fair-foul hitting
was Ross “the Great and Only” Barnes, who won three
batting titles in six years, and hit over .400 in four of
them. Although history remembers him primarily for
his masterful exploitation the fair-foul rule, in truth he
was a complete hitter who did not rely exclusively on
that technique for his success. However, the high re-
gard for him as a fair-foul hitter is made clear in the
following excerpts. On July 3, 1872, the Boston Fvening
Journal reported the match between the Red Stockings
and the Forest City ninc of Cleveland. We pick up the
action in the ninth inning:

There were now two hands out and no runs

THE NATIONAL PASTIME




made and the Bostons one run behind and it
certainly looked as if it were all day with the
invincible Reds but their friends were not to be
disappointed in their favorites in winning a
game when defeat seemed certain. Barnes was
the next striker, and upon him depended the
result of the game, as a base hit would at least
bring in the tieing run. After waiting for a ball
that suited him, he hit one of his favorite fair
fouls, for which he is getting an enviable repu-
tation, and as the ball traveled out toward the
left field, Rogers and Harry Wright came dash-
ing home and winning the game. Applause
long and loud was awarded Barnes as he
rested on second base, where his hit carried
him.

On October 6, 1873, the Boston Evening Journal re-
ported a match between the Bostons and the
Philadelphia A’s. We join them in the seventh inning,
with two hands out, a man on second, and Boston los-
ing to the A’s, 2-1:

The excitement was now intense, the crowd
being almost breathless with interest to see
what Barnes would do. That sterling player
showed his worth by hitting a fair foul to the
left field earning two bases, bringing George
[Wright] home and making the spectators wild
with delight.

On July 22, 1872, Barnes made a clean home run on
the Boston grounds on a fair-foul hit that rolled under
the seats along the left side just behind third base. The
ball remained in play while the fielders crawled under
the seats to retrieve it, and Barnes scampered all the
way around the bases. His homer bounced only a few
feet in front of home, and including the roll, probably
did not travel more than 100 feet. While many fair-foul
hits earned two bases for the striker, Barnes’ fair-foul
home run was apparently unique.

Rule changes—OQver time, the fair-foul hit caused sev-
eral significant rule changes, and altered the diamond
itself. For example, at the start of fair-foul era, there
was no batter’s box, nor any restrictions on where the
striker was to stand to hit. To reduce the striker’s abil-
ity to intentionally foul off a pitch, in 1867 a line was
drawn through the center of the square home plate,
from left to right, extending three feet to either side of
the plate. This was called the line of home plate, and
the hitter had to stand with one or both feet planted on
this line when striking the ball.

In 1868, the rule was amended so the batter was re-
quired to stand astride the line of home plate. The
penalty for hitting the ball illegally was a “foul” strike,

three of which would retire the striker.

The batter’s line mutated into the batter’s box in
1874. The box allowed the batter complete freedom of
movement within a rectangle six feet long and three
feet wide, centered on the line of home plate. The near-
est line of the batter’s box was one foot from the plate.

Until 1874, the cast-iron home plate was located in
fair ground between the foul lines. A favorite trick of
the fair-foul hitter was to bounce a ball straight down
off the plate.

To prevent this, in 1875 the home plate was relocated
in foul ground, with its forward point just touching the
meeting of the foul lines. This denied it as a target for
fair-foul hitters. To further handicap the fair-foul hitter,
the batter’s box was repositioned so it was no longer
centered on the line of home plate, but was shifted a
foot to the rear. A batter who was intent on making a
fair-foul hit was thus located deeper in foul ground,
making it more difficult for him to achieve a first
bounce in fair territory. In addition, the hitter was lim-
ited to two “foul” strikes.

A final attempt to restrict fair-foul hitting was made
in 1876, when the number of “foul” strikes required to
retire a hitter was reduced to one. These constraints
did not materially impact Barnes. He hit the horsehide
for a .404 average (.429 by today’s standards) and won
the first National League batting crown. These changes
to the diamond proved unsuccessful in preventing ar-
guments resulting from fair-foul hitting as they were
aimed at handicapping the hitter rather than assisting
the umpire in distinguishing between fair and foul
balls.

The main objection to fair-foul hitting lay in the
umpire’s limited ability to make the correct call of fair
or foul. None of the opponents of fair-foul hitting
thought it provided a hitter with a second-rate means of
attaining first base, or that it was a cheap hit. Quite the
opposite was true. It was universally regarded as re-
quiring exceptional finesse. Only the most highly
skilled strikers were able to execute it with consis-
tency. The principal objection to it was that the
umpire’s decision usually precipitated disputes that
degraded the quality of the game. Fair-foul hitting sim-
ply caused nasty arguments.

Observers of the game soon realized that a rule
change governing fouls would ease the umpire’s bur-
den. But defining the most appropriate foul rule proved
to be elusive. The first effort had been made at the
1873 National Association convention. A rule was pro-
posed that would make all balls foul which struck the
ground between home plate and a line reaching from
the pitcher’s position to first and third bases. Chadwick
mocked the proposal and said it would only increase
the number of chances to retire the striker by a foul
bound catch. He estimated this proposed rule would
cause the number of chances for foul bound catches to
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Illness, Not Rules Changes,
Ended Barnes’ Career

Knowing full well that a new and livelier ball
was to be used in 1877, the Cincinnati Enquirer
boldly predicted that Ross Barnes would de-
stroy League pitching. It assumed that Barnes
would remain the League’s supreme batsman,
despite his loss of the fair-foul hit. On May 9,
1877, it wrote, “The mighty Barnes will be one
of the glimmering lights in this year’s ball
field. Oh fair-foul, where is thy victory ?”

The citizens of Porkopolis clearly weren’t
concerned that the loss of fair-foul hitting
would be the end of the mighty Barnes, but his
decline to .272 in 1877 has led many contempo-
rary writers to conclude that the revocation of
the fair-foul rule derailed his career. This no-
tion overlooks the fact that Barnes played in
only twenty-two games in 1877 due to “the
ague,” a malaria-like affliction characterized by
alternating high fever and chills, along with a
marked loss of strength, stamina, and vitality.
Barnes tried to take his place with the team,
but could not. A special dispatch to the
Enquirer, dated Chicago, May 18, headlined:

BarNEs Takes A Rest

The Chicago Club management today be-
came fully convinced that Barnes was utterly
disabled by long sickness, and was too weak to
play the game. They therefore furloughed him,
and he left at once for Rockford [his home-
town] to recuperate. Smith will play second
base in the St. Louis game tomorrow, and
probably throughout the tour which begins
Tuesday next.”

The next day, the Chicago Tribune reported:

Barnes has been physically incapable of ex-
ertion; he is as weak, debilitated and worn as
would be any strong man after a six months
sickness. He has been willing, anxious and ear-
nest to win, but his ability has been unable to
keep pace with his desire. A remark of his, as
follows, explains how he feels:

“I tell you, this is terrible, to be anxious to
do a thing which you know you can do, and yet
find that you are bodily unable to do it. I know
what I can do, and what I have done, and yet I
haven’t the strength to do the same again.”

The Boston Daily Globe picked up the story:

Barnes is not gaining. It is a matter now, not
as to his playing ball this season, but whether
he will be well enough to ever again attempt it.
His last telegraph to the Chicago management
says, “I seldom leave the house now. I don’t
feel badly, but I grow weaker every day.”

Barnes never fully recovered from his bout
with the ague. He was not re-engaged by Chi-
cago, and unsuccessfully sued for unpaid
wages. It was one of the first legal cases of this
type brought by a ball player against his team.
The suit was unsuccessful.

For 1878, he accepted the position of captain
of the Tecumseh Club of London, Ontario, in
the International League. His contract re-
quired him to play second base as well, Some
historians consider this league to have been
the equal of the National League during the
late 1870s. Barnes batted only .235.

In 1879, Cincinnati captain Cal McVey took
his old friend on as shortstop. Barnes re-
sponded by hitting .266. He led all shortstops
in total chances per game with 5.8, and his
fielding average was .864, a respectable num-
ber for those bare-handed days. Barnes wasn’t
in the National League in 1880. He popped up
with Boston in 1881, once more playing for
Harry Wright. He finished the year at .271, and
committed more errors than any other short-
stop in the league. Chadwick reported,
“Barnes showed up well in the position, mak-
ing some wonderful plays at times, but his
errors...badly hurt his fine play.”

It was his farewell appearance. At the age of
31, Ross Barnes was finished as a player. His
final appearance on a ball field was as an um-
pire in the Players’ League in 1890. He applied
a rule incorrectly and was hooted off the field.

Because of the enduring and pervasive ef-
fects of his illness, we cannot accurately judge
the effect that eliminating the art of the fair-
foul hit had on Barnes’ career. To place him in
the proper perspective, Ross Barnes was dis-
tinctly more proficient at a very difficult style
of hitting than any of his contemporaries.

—R.H.S.
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triple. The rule was not adopted.

The tenth man—The next year Chadwick chastised
the convention delegates because they wasted a full
day trying to modify the code of rules in an attempt to
end the undesirable effects of fair-foul hitting. He
thought their effort was a waste of time because a
mechanism was immediately available to provide a bal-
anced defense against the fair-foul hit without
amending the playing rules. To Chadwick, the solution
was clear—add a tenth player.

Chadwick’s scheme stationed the tenth player be-
tween first and second bases, a right shortstop, if you
will. With a “right short” added to the infield the sec-
ond basemen could cover his position up the middle, as
well as part of the shortstop’s. The shortstop could
play nearer third, allowing the third basemen to cover
the foul ground that was the target of fair-foul hitting.
Here, Chadwick said, is a legitimate remedy for the ob-
jections of the opponents of fair-foul batting.

Using his column in The New York Clipper as a bully
pulpit, he extolled the virtues of the art of fair foul hit-
ting, and lobbied vigorously the ten-man, ten-inning
game as a method to negate the associated problems.
Chadwick persuaded his longtime friend, Harry
Wright, to employ the ten-man, ten-inning concept in
several exhibition matches during the spring of 1874.
The record isn't clear precisely why Chadwick’s ten-
man, ten-inning game failed, but in retrospect, it is
difficult to see how a tenth player would clarify the
umpire’s judgment of fair or foul.

In December of 1874, Chadwick had proposed a rule
that required the batted ball to land in front of the
batter’s box in order to be fair. The purpose of this rule
was to make it even more difficult to achieve a fair-foul.
In this instance, Chadwick specifically stated that his
proposal overcame the problem associated with the
umpires’ judgment, and would thus reduce arguments
and delays of the game. His rule was not adopted.

Despite the fact that Barnes, the acclaimed virtuoso
of the art, was his own star player, Harry Wright led
the crusade against the fair-foul hit. During the winter
of 1875, he had proposed a rule change to restrict it. It
failed. Finally, in late October, 1876, the Bostons played
an exhibition match using a new foul rule designed by
Harry Wright. It made all batted balls that pass outside
the foul lines before reaching first base or third base
foul, and all batted balls that strike the ground and re-
main within the foul lines until they reach either first or
third base fair. His proposed foul rule is instantly rec-
ognizable as the one in force today.

The Clipper reported that the result of play under

the new rule was satisfactory to the spectators. Specta-
tor satisfaction and acceptance were the ultimate
criteria by which proposed changes were judged. The
Clipper concluded, “of all the plans presented to obvi-
ate the difficulties that followed in the wake of
fair-fouls, Harry Wright’s proposed rule appeared to be
the best.” It is, the Clipper went on, “desirable that the
vexatious doubts of the accuracy of the umpire in judg-
ing fair-fouls be removed in some way or other, and we
know of no more feasible rule than this new one.”

At the same time, Wright also proposed doing away
with the foul-bound catch. A casual examination of
games played during 1871-1876 indicates that about as
many fair-foul hits were recorded as were foul-bound
outs. It appears that these two events more or less can-
celled each other out. Therefore, eliminating one but
not the other would tip the scales in favor of either the
offense or defense. Nonetheless, the foul-bound rule
was retained by the National League until 1883.

Wright’s foul rule, however, was adopted for the 1877
season. It had broad consequences. It instantly ended
the era of fair-foul hitting, and it also allowed home
plate to be moved back into fair territory, also in 1877.

On January 13, 1877, The Clipper observed that:

Under the new rule the first and third basemen
will not be required to stand as near to the foul
ball lines as hitherto. Now the infielders will be
able to consolidate their forces so as to secure
more ground balls than they did before.

Keep your eye on the ball—This implied that batting
averages would decline in 1877, as fewer ground balls
would be able to penetrate the now concentrated in-
fielders. Despite the impression left by Ross Barnes’
decreased effectiveness (left), the reverse proved to be
the case. With the fair-foul rule in full force in 1876, the
National League posted a .265 batting average, and a
slugging average of .321. Despite not having the advan-
tage of the fair-foul hit in 1877, the League’s batting
average climbed to .271 and the slugging average in-
creased to .338. These increases in batting were due to
a change completely unrelated to the fair-foul rule: the
selection of a newly designed ball. The ball used in
1876 did not have a rubber center. However, in 1876
use of this official dead ball was optional at the sole dis-
cretion of the home team. The 1877 National League
convention selected a livelier official ball containing a
one-ounce rubber center, and made its use compulsory
in all league games. Then, as now, the goal was to
make all games uniformly lively and attract more pay-
ing customers.
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Bunts and Fair-Foul Hits

Who Was First?
Dickey Pearce
or Tommy Barlow?

To a great extent, the fog of history shrouds
the precise identity of the player who made the
first fair-foul hit, along with the precise date of
the event. This information was, if not com-
pletely lost by the 1890s, was confused. At that
time most base ball writers believed that origin
of the fair-foul hit and bunt were related, i.e.,
one led to the other, but could not agree on
which type of hit was invented first. Several
sportswriters made a determined attempt to
systematically answer this question during the
winter of 1894. The lead investigator was Will-
iam M. Rankin, of the New York Clipper. Based
on his research Rankin concluded that the
credit for originating both the bunt and fair-
foul hit should be accorded to Dickey Pearce,
the clever and innovative short fielder of the
old Brooklyn Atlantics.

Rankin unearthed an account in the Clipper
of a game played hetween the Atlantics and the
Mutual nines that reported, “Pearce rolled a
little one toward first base, which Galvin got
and put out Pearce, although McDonald
reached second safely on the hit.”

This game was played on August 17, 1868,
and in 1894 Rankin thought it was the first re-
corded instance of a sacrifice bunt. Rankin
subsequently discovered a later game, played
on September 10, 1868 between the Atlantics
and the Unions of Morrisania, in which,
“Pearce sent Ferguson home on a little hit
which rolled towards third base, on which
Dickey reached tirst base sately.”

To conclusively substantiate Pearce’s claim
as the inventor of both the bunt and fair-foul
hit, Rankin interviewed players who were par-

ticipants in and eyewitnesses to the early his-
tory of baseball during the years just before
and just after the Civil War. Here are their re-
sponses, as reported by Rankin.

Brooklyn born Bob “Death to Flying Things”
Ferguson was well acquainted with Pearce. He
told Rankin that he was under the impression
that Tommy Barlow had invented the bunt.
Barlow, Pearce, and Ferguson were all team-
mates on the Atlantics, 1872-73. Ferguson was
certain that the bunt was based on the fair-foul
hit. However, when informed of Pearce’s claim
to be the inventor of the bunt, Ferguson said
that he would not dispute the point.

Herbert Worth played the outfield on the
Star Club of Brooklyn in the late 1860s, and
was briefly with the Atlantics in 1872 when he
was twenty-five. Worth replied to Rankin:

Tommy Barlow was the inventor of the bunt
hit, and was famous throughout the country
for his skill. He had a short bat, not over two
feet long, which when he hit the ball (if it
could be called a hit) he imparted a wrist mo-
tion which gave the hall, when it came in
contact with the bat, a sort of reversed twist
and the ball after striking the ground would
almost seem to remain where it struck and
then dart off at an angle out of reach of the
third baseman or the pitcher should they en-
deavor to field him out at first.

Worth went on to say that Pearce might have
been the first to use the fair-foul hit. Ile
thought that was probably the basis for
Pearce’s claim for inventing the bunt, as well
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as John Chapman’s endorsement of Dickey’s
claim. But Worth was adamant that Pearce did
not originate the bunt.

Both Henry Dollard, shortstop of the Star
nine for several seasons, and Billy Barnie, an-
other New York area player of the 1870s,
agreed with Worth that Barlow was the inven-
tor of the bunt. Dollard remembered that the
bunt was once known as “Barlow’s Dodo.”

Now consider the testimony of John
Chapman. Except for two seasons, 1867 and
1871, Chapman was the star outfielder of
Brooklyn Atlantics from 1862 until 1873, over-
lapping Pearce’s service with the club.
Chapman stated unequivocally that Dickey
Pearce invented both the bunt hit and the fair-
foul style of hitting:

It was early in the sixties that he introduced
the fair-foul and a few years later he adopted
the bunt. I remember the late Tommy Barlow
and how clever he used to make a bunt hit.
Barlow always carried a little bat, about two
feet long, and made a great reputation for
himself in bunting the ball, but that was in
1871, when he was a member of the Star
nine. Pearce, however, had made the bunt hit
several years prior to that season. It was from
Pearce that Barlow got the idea, although Lhe
latter had it down to such a science that he
could not be beaten in making a bunt hit.

Who was Tommy Barlow ? His name and
fame have dimmed over time. Certainly, he
does not today enjoy the glory accorded to
Dickey Pearce. Barlow’s first season of profes-
sional base ball in the National Association was
with the Atlantics in 1872, when he hit .310.
Chadwick provides us with a description
Barlow’s batting style in 1873:

One of the best of the new style of stralegic
batsmen, and he last season earned many a
first base through outwitting the pitcher by
his peculiar style of making a basc-hit. When-
ever he made one of his patent hits—he
simply allowed the ball to hit the bat—the

(hometown) crowd would laugh and applaud
him; while, if any other club player of the out-
of-town nines attempted such a thing, they
would hiss him.

Not all the sportswriters were as enthusias-
tic about Barlow’s strategic batting as was
Father Chadwick. When the Atlantics played at
the Boston grounds on September 8, 1873, The
Boston Globe thoroughly denigrated Barlow’s
batting skill and ridiculed his attempts at
bunting:

On the part of the Atlantics, Barlow acknowl-
edged his weakness at the bat by attempting
the black game, but Spalding got him out
twice, and the attempt, which is rather a
weak one for a professional club, was a fail-
ure.

Tommy Barlow’s professional career came to
a sudden end. After two successful seasons as
the Atlantics catcher, in 1874 Barlow “re-
volved” to Hartford and shifted from behind
the plate to shortstop. The transition was suc-
cessful, and Barlow appeared in thirty-two
games at his new position before being se-
verely injured in a game against Chicago. He
was given morphine for the pain, and became
addicted. His career was ruined. After only one
game al shortstop with New Haven in 1875,
Barlow disappeared from the world of profes-
sional baseball. When Rankin conducted his
interviews in 1894, several former teammates
knew that Tommy had come to a tragic end,
but the date location of his death are unknown.

The testimony of players who were his team-
mates supports Pearce’s claim of inventing the
bunt, as well as the fair-foul. Chadwick fully
credits Pearce, who was born in 1836, and had
been associated with base ball clubs since the
mid-1850s, as being the first hiller to demon-
strate the technique. Tommy Barlow, who
didn’t begin top-level play until 1872, certainly
cmployed the bunt, but probably not until sev-
eral years after Pearce dropped down the first
“little one.”

—R..H.S.
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Crossing baseball’s gender line, from Little League to the Northern League

Ila Borders, Pitcher

Jean Hastings Ardell

On the night in June, 1999, that I arrived in
Duluth, Ila Borders was sent in to pitch the ninth in-
ning of a game that was far out of reach for the
Duluth-Superior Dukes of the Northern League. Sud-
denly, the lights behind first base went dark for twenty
minutes, a foreshadowing of her disastrous outing: six
hits, six runs (three earned), a walk, and a wild pitch.
The Dukes put Borders on revocable waivers the
next morning. Two days later, the Madison Black Wolf
told her to catch the next Greyhound bus. She was to
pitch for them the following night. Instead, I offered to
drive her the 300-plus miles from Duluth to Madison.
Bob Gustafson, the Dukes’ general manager and a

kind-hearted man, grabbed a fifty-doliar bill from his
cash box, and sent us on our way. A mild-mannered
Thelma and Louise, we drove through the Wisconsin
countryside, munching popcorn and swigging mineral
water as we talked of the vagaries of baseball. I left Bor-
ders at her motcl with good wishes and the remainder
of Gustafson’s fifly dollars. Later, as I reflected on what
it has been like for her to pioneer bascbull's gender
line, T came across these lincs by poet Linda
Mizejewski:

In spring, my father

Took me out at dusk

To lots the boys had left,

Seeing each year if I could spin

The winning curve ball back to him

And learn the catch, the grip and swing

Of a missing son.,..

Jean Hastings Ardcll received the 1999 Baseball Weekly Award for
Research. Her book about women and baseball is forthcoming from
Southern Illinois University Press.

Mizejewski’s poetry reminds me that baseball has
always attracted women who find ways to cross the
gender line to play. It has always been so, from pio-
neers such as Lizzie Arlington, who in 1898 became
“the first woman signed to a contract in the minor
leagues,” appeared in one game, and was let go when
she failed to draw the anticipated number of paying
spectators; to the women of Philip Wrigley’s All-Ameri-
can Girls Professional Baseball League, who played
onc another during the 1940s and early 1950s on modi-
fied diamonds wearing, God bless them, short-skirted
uniforms; to the Colorado Silver Bullets, a team of
women who grew up playing primarily softball before
slipping away from their careers to play baseball
against minor league, semipro, and college men'’s
teams.

These experiences, while exotic, pale against those
of Ila Borders who has played hardball day after day,
year alter year, with the boys and later the men of sum-
mer. She began at age ten in Liltle League baseball, at
the age of twenty-four, shie coinpleled her third season
in the minor leagues in September, 1999. You will find
information on her pitching record in the table near the
end of this article, but my purpose is to consider the so-
cial implications of her career. How does it affect the
culture of baseball? Her teammates? Her coaches? Her
fans? Herself?

Little Lcaguc—When coaches saw Ila’s strong arm
and powerful hitting, they decided that a girl was wel-
come to play, especially if she was on their team. The
parents in the stands were another story. “T'he Little
League mothers were the toughest on me,” Ila says.
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“There was only one other girl playing...and they
didn’t think it was right for a girl to play a boy’s sport.”
Some of the milder comments included,“Go back to

[your] Barbie
dolls. Stick with
your tea party.
Who the...do you
think you are?”
Ila’s father, Phil,
still remembers

this encounter:

“One gentleman
said to me, ‘What
do we do? Put our
sons in dresses and
send them off to
school?” But I al-
ways wanted Ila to
be a girl, not like a
boy. When she be-
gan pitching, her
long hair bothered
her and she wanted
to cut it. I said, ‘No.
Keep it long.”

The climate in
the stands became
so hostile that Phil
Borders took to
watching the game
alone, down the
right or left field
foul line, a habit he
continues today.
But the hatred in
the stands—that is
what lla calls it—
brought father and
daughter closer. A passionate student of the game, Phil
Borders would become coach, mentor, friend, and
agent to his daughter as she excelled on the diamond.

Junior High—Borders attended Whittier Christian
Junior High School, where her seventh- and eighth-
grade teams went undefeated. She earned MVP honors
bolh years. Her coach, Roland Eslinger, says she still
holds a number of records in the school’s Top Ten
Record Book, including first place in innings pitched
(40) and strikeouts (70); and fourth in ERA (0.44).
With stats like that and acceptance from her tcam
mates, this was her golden time,

“In junior high, things went OK,” Ila recalls, “be-
cause il was slill cool Lo be an athlelic female.” She
calls Eslinger the first person outside her family who
believed in her dream of making it to the major
lecagues. At the crucial time of puberty, when girls are

lla Borders

prone to abandon their tomboy dreams, his encourage-
ment had a salutary effect upon her confidence.

Ila was fourteen when she graduated from junior
high school and
her father felt that
it was time for Ila
truly to under-
stand what the
baseball life was
like. He knew that
potentially devas-
tating challenges
would face his
daughter in the
dugout and the
locker room.
Could she adapt to
the life? Would she
want to? That sum-
mer, he altered
her birth certifi-
cate and signed
her up on a semi-
pro team. Today,
she shrugs off the
experience, saying
that playing ball at
age fourteen in the
company of adult
men helped
toughen her re-
solve to continue
with the game.
Yet it also sensi-
tized her to the
adult cares with
which her team-
mates contended.
One man was married with a child. Ila saw his anguish
as his wife endured a difficult pregnancy. When she
entered high school that autumn, her classmates’ ado-
lescent worries over grades, dates, and appearance
would seem shallow to her by comparison.
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High School—When Ila arrived at Whittier Christian
High School, the baseball coach already knew of her.
Steve Randall had umpired a championship game in
which she pitched. “She was a good pitcher but my
concern was how she’d be accepted by the boys,” he
recalls. Borders came of age at a time when the Reli-
gious Right was debating women's proper role in
American sociely. She had been raised in a Christian
home and attended Christian schools. So | wondered
whether any parents, students, leachers, or adiinistra-
tors had questioned on biblical grounds her entering
so masculine an arena as baseball. Randall says that as
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far as he knows, that was not an issue. Borders says
that she has been told the diamond is not the place for
a woman, but not on religious grounds.

Randall believes that Ila’s freshman year was made
smoother because her teammates had grown up play-
ing with or against her in Little League or junior high.
Seeing her on the mound was no shock. The boys re-
spected her mental toughness (Randall calls her a
“warrior”) and her self-discipline (on her own, she rou-
tinely arose at five a.m. to run and lift weights). In her
senior year, Borders again won MVP honors. Randall
says, “I often think that if more of the guys in the mi-
nors had her determination and commitment, they’d
make it.”

But away from the diamond, Borders encountered
hard times. “In ninth grade, a lot changed,” she says.
“Everybody was worried about looking good.” Caught
between the girls’ preoccupation with popularity and
the boys’ camaraderie on the field, she struggled to
find her place. “I'm more of an introvert and didn’t
mind being on my own. Still, it bothered me, not fitting
in socially,” she says.

Randall thinks it was the girls’ mixed reactions to her
that gave her the most trouble. “Some really encour-
aged her, while some thought, ‘What're you doing in a
man’s game? Or is it the publicity?” They questioned
her motives, just as a lot of other coaches questioned
my integrity: was I playing her for the publicity?”

And the Los Angeles Times reported:

Girlfriends and mothers of opposing players
are the worst.... They're the ones who’ve
threatened her life, told her she’d better watch
her back. Forced her to seek a kind and willing
soul after the game to help her get to her car
safely.

Despite—or, perhaps, because of—these difficulties,
Borders immersed herself in baseball during these
years, also playing senior division Little League and
later Pony League ball. By graduation day, in June
1993, she had learned a few fundamentals about life on
and off the diamond. She still loved the game enough
to pursue what she knew would be a difficult quest.
She was learning to recognize the value of mentors like
Eslinger and Randall, both of whom she still keeps in
touch with. She was also learning to expect a chilly
reception from other girls. Today there are few women
she trusts.

College—Phil Borders says he has always tried to be
careful about whom Ila played for. Was she welcome?
Would the coach want to play her? Well aware of the
pressure on her, he has consistently sought quiet ven-
ues. During Ila’s senior year in high school, she
received several letters of interest from colleges. Ulti-

mately, she accepted a partial baseball scholarship at
Southern California College (SCC), a small Christian
school about thirty miles from home.

Parents send their children to such a campus in
some measure because they seek a shelter from the
secular world. Certainly the Borders hoped that SCC
would prove a haven in which their daughter could
continue to develop as a Christian woman and as a
ballplayer. The Golden State conference of the NAIA
espouses high standards of sportsmanship, and
Charlie Phillips, the coach and a former lefthanded
pitcher, was a fan of hers, having told his wife, “I'm
going to sign that kid someday. She’s something spe-
cial.”

The signing brought another flurry of attention.To
questioners, Phillips said, “I don’t sign anybody who
cannot pitch. I'm not in the game for publicity. If she
can get outs, who cares if she’s male or female?” Said
Borders, “I just let [the criticism] go in one ear and out
the other because I've worked pretty hard for this. If I
can't handle the critics, I won’t be set for college, or the
majors, which is my goal.”

On the day of her college pitching debut, more than
500 spectators and media overflowed the bleachers.
Fox, ABC, NBC, CBS, The Sporting News, Sports Illus-
trated, and representatives from the Japanese media
were there. The tiny campus had never seen anything
like it. When the first batter flied out, he angrily spiked
his bat, which hit his teammate in the on-deck area.
Ila’s presence on the mound would trigger this sort of
response throughout her time with the SCC Van-
guards. As a local sportswriter reported:

Before games, opposing coaches would corner
Phillips and whisper, “You’re not throwing Ila
today, are you?” Privately, not a single coach or
player could stomach losing to a woman
pitcher.

Familiarity did not increase her acceptance by op-
posing teams that season. After she threw 109 pitches
in a 4-3 loss in March, SCC athletic director Pat Guillen
complained of the opposing team, “Their players were
very abusive. They were calling Ila names and using
profanities throughout the game.”

Creative epithets, of course, are a part of the poetry
of baseball. Yet where do we draw the line? In the same
way that we now wince at the racist remarks directed
at Jackie Robinson and Hank Aaron during their
ground-breaking years, some are troubled by the ver-
biage hurled Ila’s way: When is it sexual harassment?
(And would she sue)? It's ungentlemanly or plain
coarse or un-Christian to speak so to a woman. What if
my daughter was out there?

Whatever haven SCC offered did not include the dia-
mond. Borders claims that during workouts she was
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frequently plugged in the back by hard-thrown balls
from teammates who resented the media attention she
received. But on the day of her debut, the Vanguards
came alive after three mundane innings with inspired
hitting and fielding behind her five-hit complete game,
and posted a 12-1 win.

More than ever, Borders wanted to be seen simply as
a pitcher, not as a female pitcher. Not a chance. The
campus became a circus, with reporters calling at all
times of the day and night. Her grades slipped and she
began ducking interviews. I think it was then that she
turned reticent toward the media.

Sophomore year was rocky in other ways. “My
friends, who seemed to have been there for the wrong
reasons, left me,” she told a reporter. “I would call
them to go out, but they always had other things to do.
I felt completely alone.”

Scouts wondered if she could take care of herself on
the road. To prove that she could (and to continue
working on her pitching skills), she played that sum-
mer in the Saskatchewan Major Baseball League.
Traveling the open stretches of prairie and living in a
basement room of her host family’s home in the town
of Swift Current (population 14,815), Borders says she
came to terms with how lonely the baseball life can be.

Reading saw her through that solitary summer as it
does now, for she is an avid book lover. She particularly
identifies with Jackie Robinson’s story. Sometimes
other ball players ask why she reads so much. I think
she is playing catch-up; during her childhood, baseball
and her baseball-oriented parents permitted her little
time for books.

When she returned from Canada, Charlie Phillips
had been fired. With the new coach unreceptive to the
idea of a woman on the team, she transferred to
Whittier College, eventually earning a B.S. in kinesiol-
ogy. She hoped to sign with an affiliate of a major
league club. There were lookers but no bites. Then, in
May 1997, Mike Veeck offered her a tryout with his St.
Paul Saints of the independent Northern League. Bor-
ders left for Minnesota, anxious in every sense of the
word to play professional baseball.

The Northern League—Summer warmth comes late
to the upper Midwest and it does not linger. For the
clubs of the Northern League, spring training begins in
mid-May and the regular season ends in early Septem-
ber. In this unaffiliated league, the players know that
their talents must flourish quickly and notably if they
are to gain or regain the attention of a major league
club and continue their careers.

Veeck already boasted a sold-out season and Phil
Borders hoped that this would kill talk that Ila’s sign-
ing was a gimmick. Still, Veeck found it necessary to
defend his decision. “The fact it’s going to be fun and
a first is just an added bonus.” Though true to his pa-

ternal heritage, he added, “It’s not lost on me that fifty-
four percent of the population is going to be pulling
hard for Ila.” One of Borders’ greatest frustrations has
been the enduring assumption that her career is some
sort of gimmick. Her motivation has been questioned
repeatedly. As one St. Paul commentator observed:

Borders’ only interest is playing baseball, just
like the 26 men who will emerge from the
home clubhouse next Thursday morning. But
they will be presumed competent until their
skills prove otherwise. Borders will be a side-
show in the Saints’ circus until her skills prove
otherwise.

Just before she left for Minnesota, Ila says she re-
ceived a letter from the president of a prominent
women’s organization who chided her. The message
was that if Borders succeeded she’d be selling out
women’s sports, and if she failed she’d set back the
cause of women'’s sports ten years. Borders shakes her
head at such damned-if-you-do, damned-if-you-don’t
reasoning. As with the Little League mothers of her
youth, women in the media tend to be her severest crit-
ics, she says. “My personal opinion about it is that
we're taught to be victims. ¥ou can see it in women’s
magazines. When women see another woman out there
being successful, they’re threatened. Whereas I think
many men, like my boyfriend, like to see a strong
woman.”

The doubts followed Borders when she was traded
to the Duluth-Superior Dukes in June, 1997. The fol-
lowing season, Fargo-Moorhead Red Hawks manager
Doug Cimunic expressed concern that Borders might
“taint the quality of the league because Duluth retained
her...after she finished 1997 with an ERA above 7.00.”
Borders responded by pitching six scoreless innings
against the Red Hawks.

Playing ball in the Northern League has meant two
notable changes from her earlier experiences. First,
after the local media made much of her arrival, they
settled into straightforward reports of her pitching per-
formance. Today there are far fewer headlines about
the hiring of a woman or the crossing of borders. Sec-
ond, the fans have embraced her. When Mike Veeck
traded Borders to Duluth, he faced considerable wrath
from his young daughter. The fans tend to cheer her
every appearance, good, bad, or indifferent, with
chants of “Ila, Ila, Ila.” Young girls from all over the
country e-mail and write. One persuaded her father to
drive from Tennessee to see her pitch. Adult fans fall
for her, too. As Howie Hanson, a Duluth photographer
and journalist, effuses:

Ila is the Columbus of bascball who is proving
the game square, square with old expectations
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judged merely by statistics and performance
on the field. I submit that the game is more
than wins and losses, more than individual and
team statistics, but about investing in the fans
and communities who support the game. Ila in-
vested her talent and heart in our community,
and the fans appreci-

Steve Shirley’s daughter played baseball before
switching to softball. She attended college on a softball
scholarship. Shirley asks pragmatically, “How many
young women are going to win a scholarship to play
baseball?” It was my impression that out of compas-
sion for what Ila goes through he wished that she had

taken up softball, too.

ated it.

With the memory of
Little League catcalls in-
grained, Borders still
registers surprise—even
shock—at such benevolent
outpourings.

On the fields of the
Northern League, however,
little has changed. The
pressure to survive here is
severe, and for many play-
ers, Ila’s presence only
makes it worse. Having her
pitch in relief is like having
your sister bail you out of a
fight. Steve Shirley, who be-
came the Dukes’ pitching
coach in 1999, says this:

straight.)

Much of my work with
this team has been psy-
chological. Many of

woman.

Facing Ila

Ila’s pitching philosophy, as you would expect of
a 5-foot-10, 165-pound pitcher, is to pitch with her
head. “I change speeds and keep the ball low. I'm
a close observer of every batter. During batting
practice, I'll watch to see how he pumps the bat.
Does he pump it high or low?—that’s a natural
preference. What are his strengths and weak-
nesses? Is he double-play material, tending to hit
ground balls? When I throw the curve, does he
flinch? I watch for the little things.”

She says her best pitch is the screwball, which
she uses against righthanded batters, along with
the curve ball and the fastball (both cut and sink-
ing). Lefthanded hitters can expect to see her he
slider, changeup, and the fastball (both cut and

Judging from the comments of players who have
faced her in the Northern League, what they des-
perately want to do is to not strike out against a

Larry See was the
Dukes’ 1999 manager. In
1998, as player-coach with
the Thunder Bay Whiskey
Jacks, See faced Borders:
“Coming up against her is a
no-win situation. I mean, if
you get a base hit, you’re
expected to off a woman.
And if you don’t...well, you
look like a fool.”

Asked how he fared
against her, See immedi-
ately answered that he hit
two home runs. As to other
appearances against her,
mentioned a few
grounders to the infield.
Any other at-bats? There
was a strikeout, “a called
third strike on a pitch that
was a foot outside,” See
said. “I thought the um-

—JHA pires in the league gave

these players have re-
cently been cut from
affiliated clubs or are fighting back from an in-
jury. They're not sure of themselves, and in
haschall that hurts.

For opposing hatters, the thought of striking out
against a wornan is dreadful. Mike Wallace happened to
be in town to research a Sixty Minutes television inter-
view (aired October 4, 1998) with Borders when she
held the Red Hawks scoreless. Afterward, Chris Coste,
the Red Hawks’ all-star catcher, said to Wallace:

The only thing that was going through my
mind was how I’'m gonna see myself on SIXTY
MINUTES striking out. I can’t even tell you
how many pointers guys were giving every-
body. I mean, stay back, be patient, take it to
right field, stride late, take a pitch.... And you
know, you're on your way up to the plate, and
you’re actually thinking of this stuff.... It’s al-
most unexplainable, the feeling you get when
you look up at her and she’s coming for her
wind-up, her hair’s flying around.

her a wide strike zone and
others agreed with me.”

Borders replies, “Actually, I struck him out twice.
But when he came [to Duluth] to manage, he liked to
remind me and others on the team of those two home
runs. And you can’t exactly say back to your manager,
‘Hey, how about thosc strikeouts?”” Nor was her causc
with her new manager helped during a recent poor
outing when a chivalrous Dukes fan started riding See
for leaving her in the game.

See says he often invited her into the locker room
when the guys were watching TV to try to make her
feel welcome. Borders preferred to sit outside, “It’s
hard to bring a team together, to bond, when you have
that,” See explains.

Fitting in is problematic. She does not shower or
change in the locker room. $he does that at home or in
her motel room. When she comes to the locker room
for a team meeting, she knocks on the door and calls
out, “Housekeeping,” to forewarn her teammates. Un-
certain of their true feelings toward her and by nature
a loner, she tends to keep to herself.

As a relief pitcher, she spends hours in the bullpen,
where the conversation often turns to sexual encoun-
ters. “Don’t you guys ever worry about getting a
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disease?” she has wondered. Rick Wagner, one of the
Dukes’ starters and a born-again Christian, says that
he has chided other players for their language in her
presence. “It just gets out of control sometimes—
about women in general, and about her,” he says.
Meanwhile, Ila has seen enough of locker-room antics
(though some she finds funny) and casual moral values
to vow that she would never date a ballplayer. (She has
since rescinded that vow but prefers to keep the details
private). It is her blessing and her curse that she is
treated, as she wishes to be, just like any ballplayer.
“Sometimes I wish she’d look more like a girl,” says
Rick Wagner. “Wear a dress sometimes.”

Borders smiles at the idea. “Wear a dress on a bus
with twenty-five ballplayers? I don’t think so. During
the season, I want to blend in as much as I can. I live in
my uniform, my warm-ups.”

Off-season, it is different. Last year, Ila splurged on
a pants suit from Ann Taylor. “I wore it and felt great in
it,” she says. “I wish to could do that more often, but
playing ball keeps me broke...But someday....”

The consideration of what to wear faces any woman
who competes in a male bastion. To fit in, many tend to
dress, as much as is possible, as the men do. The
businesswomen'’s “uniform” of the 1970s and early 80s
was a straight-cut navy pinstripe suit jacket and skirt of
modest length that camouflaged the figure. Once sure
of their place, however, women relaxed their dress
code. Today, many businesswomen wear more tradi-
tionally feminine attire. Hanging on in the Northern
League, Borders wants camouflage.

Ila has another good reason for wanting to blend in:
safety. With roughings up from her California days in
mind, she recently said of her time with the Dukes, “I
like living in Minnesota bccause there’s no crime

there. It's a huge relief to know I'm completely safe.”

Though not entirely. As Borders sat in a visitors’
bullpen, a scissors-wielding woman reached through
the chain-link fence and tried to cut her hair. On the
road, she once walked into a hotel room to be greeted
by two strangers—male groupies exist, too. At her
Madison, Wisconsin motel, when a receptionist handed
her a room key in the crowded lobby and sang out,
“Room [555] is right across the parking lot,” Ila’s re-
sponse was immediate and sharp: “Rule number one on
the road: never let anyone know what room I’'m in.”
Wary of strange encounters, Borders wants to blend in.

This, then, is what it means to cross baseball’s gen-
der line: You shrug off the taunts of opposing players
and teammates, some of which cut through the hide
you have developed. You ignore the thought that life
would be simpler for the other players, your coach and
manager if you were gone. You try to keep up your
confidence amid the comments that you're just a draw
at the gate. (If the fans don’t show, will you be gone,
like Lizzie Arlington?). You put up with the press you
don’t trust. You know rather too much about how men
behave away from the mediating influence of women.
You see close-up the dark side of your own gender and
choose female friends with caution. You often find ac-
ceptance among other minorities, individuals who have
proven their loyalty: David Glick, a Jewish pitcher now
with the Houston Astros; Bob Owens, an African-
American football coach; a closeted gay man. To
survive, you dress like the guys and try to blend in,
keep aloof, and always watch your back. And when the
chants of “Ila, Ila, I1a” stop and it is over, you hope that
you will be remembered not as the game’s “missing
son” but as its fully-acknowledged daughter.

Firsts and Stats on lla Borders’ Career

September 1993:The first woman to be awarded a
college baseball scholarship.

February 15, 1994: Firsl woman to pitch a complete
game victory in a college game. Southern California
College v. Claremont-Mudd.

July 24, 1998: First woman to win a men’s regular
season professional baseball game, Diluth-Superior
Dukes v. Sioux Falls Canaries.

1997-99: First woman to play three full seasons of
professional men’s baseball (the Northern League.

For the Record

Ila Jane Borders, Pitcher, Bats L; Throws L; Height:
510" Weight: 150. Birthdate: 18 Feh. 1975; Birthplace;
Downey, CA; Resides: La Mirada, CA. College: Whittier
(CA).

1997 St. Paul Saints (Northern):

W:0; L:0; ERA:7.50; Games:7; Innings Pitched:6.0;
Hits:11; Runs:8; Earned Runs:5; Walks:4; Strikeouts:5.

1997 Duluth-Superior Dukes (Northern):

W:0; L:0; ERA:7.56; Games:8; Innings Pitched:8.1;
Hits:13; Runs:9; Earned Runs:7; Walks:5; Strikeouts:6.

1998 Duluth-Superior Dukes (Northern):

W:1; L:4; ERA:8.66; Games:14; Innings Pitched:13.2;
Hits:65; Runs:4h; FEarned Runs:42; Walks:14;
Strikeouts:14.

1999 Duluth Superior Dukes (Northern):

W:0; L:0; ERA:30.56; Games:3; Innings Pitched:2.1;
Hits:10; Runs:11; Earned Runs:8; Walks:4; Strikeouts:1.

1999 Madison Black Wolf (Northern):*

W:1; L:0; ERA 1.67; Games:15; Innings Pitched:32.1;
Hits:33; Runs:7; Earned Runs:6; Walks:10.
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A 1946 baseball strike?

Strike Out

Bill Swank

They had the votes. They were ready to walk, but
the strike struck out. The year was 1946. All indica-
tions pointed to a particularly contentious season
between the ballplayers and team owners.

Early in the year, the Brothers Pasquel aggressively
solicited American ballplayers with the promise of
large paychecks if they would jump to the independent
Mexican League. One of the stars who defected was
pitcher Max Lanier of the St. Louis Cardinals. Lanier
was 6-0 when he left the Redbirds, who would eventu-
ally claim their third World Series championship in five
years in 1946.

Organized baseball threatened to expel the offend-
ing players from professional play in the United States
for five years. When things did not work out in Mexico,
the disillusioned players came home and found them-
selves at the mercy of baseball commissioner A.B.
“Happy” Chandler. Most were allowed to return to ros-
ters in 1949, after Danny Gardella threatened legal
action, but the truce was uneasy and there were other
issues yet to be resolved.

Player Al Niemiec sued the Seattle Rainers of the
Pacific Coastl League for releasing him two weeks into
the season. A federal judge ruled that postwar reem-
ployment rights of players who served in the military
entitled them to a full year of pay at their former sala-
ries. Niemiec got his money, but $667 was deducted
from his check since he had earned this amount as a
beer salesman for brewer Emil Sick, the Rainers

Bill Swank is the author of Echoes From Lane Field, A History of
the San Diego Padres, 1936-1957. A crusader for old ballplayers, he
has campaigned for years to get San Diego’s first major leaguer, Dead
Ball home run king Gavvy Cravath, elected to the Hall of Fame.

owner, following his release.

All the while, Robert Murphy, a Harvard-educated
labor lawyer, was attempting to convince players to join
his American Baseball Guild. The Pittsburgh Pirates
showed the most interest with ninety-five percent
membership, but team owner William E. Benswanger
refused to bargain with Murphy over player griev-
ances, Talks broke down and players were prepared to
strike before their June 7 game with the New York Gi-
ants.

Pittsburgh manager Frank Frisch had already pen-
ciled in Honus Wagner, his seventy-two-year-old coach,
to play shortstop. Although all of the players supported
Murphy’s goals, the team’s three highest-paid players,
Rip Sewell, Jimmy Brown, and Bob Elliott, led opposi-
tion to the strike. The final vote count was 20-16 in
favor, which fell short of the required two-thirds major-
ity necessary for a walkoff.

The most significant development from the labor
unrest of 1946 was a pension plan proposed by St.
Louis shortstop Marty Marion and the Cardinals’ team
trainer Doc Weaver. Players and teams would match
contribulions lo a retirement [und that would pay a
yearly annuity of $1,200 to ten-year veterans at age
forty-five. Additional revenue would come from the All
Star Game, World Series broadcasting rights and spe-
cial exhibition games. Although some players were
dubious, a pension plan was instituted that granted
credit for previous years’ service. To be eligible, a
player had to be on a major league roster on the last
day of the 1946 season or the first day of the 1947 sea-
son. This last requirement would prove to be a subtle
distinction for thosc who jumped to Mexico.
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Former Brooklyn Dodgers all-star second baseman
Pete Coscarart was one of the more active Pittsburgh
players to support the Guild in 1946. A nine-year major
league veteran, Coscarart was immediately sold follow-
ing the strike vote to San Diego in the Pacific Coast
League. He would never play in the major leagues
again.

More than fifty years later, Coscarart and his old
Brooklyn teammate, Dolph Camilli, sued baseball for
lost benefits and royalty rights they believed were de-
nied them by Major League Baseball’s multimillion
dollar merchandising business. Apparently in response
to similar pending litigation, MBL’s executive council
decided in 1997 to create a pension for Negro Leaguers
who were unable to play in the majors long enough to
qualify for the pension.

Later that year, this same offer was made to the pre-
1947 players with four years in the major leagues. All of
the players would receive $10,000 a year. Beginning in
October 1997, sixty-seven former Negro Leaguers and
fifty-one ex-major leaguers began receiving quarterly
payments of $2,500. Several players were dissatisfied
with this offer and rejected it on the basis that it did not
provide for surviving spouses or medical expenses.
They wanted benefits similar to those granted by
baseball’s existing pension program.

In February, 1998, a California jury awarded $85,000
to Coscarart and 383 other players for royalties they
had been denied. After this judgment was announced,
both sides claimed victory and both sides filed appeals.
The plaintiffs would each receive $221.35 under this
decision, but in the summer of 1999, the appellate
court reduced the jury award. On October 18, 1999, the
trial judge granted summary judgment to MLB, Major
League Baseball Properties, and Phoenix Communica-
tions Group against the old-timers.

Bad guys?—The pension issues raised by the pre-1947
players are complex, emotional, and long standing.
Major League Baseball and the current leadership of
the Players Association, believe they have been un-
fairly portrayed as the villains in this scenario.

Don Fehr, head of the Players Association makes a
critical point. “If pre-’47 players get a pension, it raises
the question, what do you do with everybody else? Up
til 1980, it took four years to be vested. Do members
from ’47 to ’79 (with less than four years in the major
leagues) have priority? They played during a period
covered by the pension and the pre-'47 players did not.
They were members of the Players Association and the
pre-’47 players were not. The Baseball Guild did not
become the Players Association. Under the law, unions
cannot bargain for former employees. The legal signifi-
cance is important. It would be nice for the old-timers
to get a pension, but we cannot represent them.”

The Major League Baseball Players Association was

formed in 1953 primarily because the players were
unable to receive an accounting of the pension fund.
One of those post-1947 players who is not eligible for a
pension is Bill Glynn, who played three years with the
Cleveland Indians from 1952 through 1954. “I remem-
ber it so clear, because Al [Rosen] said they should
drop the pension to three years instead of five for the
guys who only stayed up for three years. I played over
six years in Triple A and it was hard to get to the big
leagues back then, because they only had sixteen
teams. I remember Chuck Connors, the Rifleman, tried
to get the pension for the guys who played in the mi-
nors. Al said the players who were up for eight or
twelve years were getting bigger salaries and should
be able to save some money for the future. He felt the
three-year guys would need a pension more than the
guys who played for a long time.

“I heard somebody say that if they took every old-
timer who played just two years and gave them a small
pension, they wouldn’t even miss it. They must have a
lot of money in that pension fund. I'd be glad to get
$100 a month.”

“You can’t just amend a pension plan arbitrarily,” ar-
gues former Players Association leader Marvin Miller.
“There are federal statutes preventing discrimination.
The pension plan began on April 1, 1947. You cannot
arbitrarily adjust a pension plan, even if the employer
agrees to bring into pension coverage the pre-'47
people, unless you bring in the post-"47 people.”

Miller questions the lack of responsibility demon-
strated by the post-1947 players who complain that
their pensions have not been increased to their satis-
faction. “They were the ones who knocked out the
pre-'47 people. Consider what that means...you could
have had a twenty-year man who was released just be-
fore the ’46 season ended and he received nothing.
They were responsible for excluding the pre-47 play-
ers, yet both groups later blamed the present players.

“We moved the vesting from five years years to four
years in 1969 and made it retroactive to 1947. We got it
down to one day in the majors in the 1980 negotiations,
but only prospectively.”

The public is unaware of the in-fighting that occurs
within the Players Association between today’s
ballplaycrs, the post-1980 players, and the retired pre-
1980 players. Don Fehr humorously describes Hall of
Fame pitcher and pre-1980s activist Early Wynn as “a
man who could not take yes for an answer.”

Marvin Miller adds, “The employer is the supplier of
pensions. The notion that somehow the responsibility
should shift to the players is absurd. Sportswriters
bought this, too. I recall talking to reporters and asking
if they felt responsible for the former writers of their
publications, writers of thirty, forty years ago, whom
they never met. The unanimous response was that they
felt no obligation to pay for pensions for their predeces-
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sors since they were not the employer.”

MLB spokesman Richard Levin states, “Baseball is
very proud of its support of Major League Baseball
players and other members of the baseball family. In
1997, the major league baseball clubs established two
separate supplemental benefit plans to assist former
players. To date, over $2,000,000 has been paid to
former players under these two benefit plans. One-hun-
dred and ninety-seven former players are currently
receiving benefits under these plans and another
twenty-seven have received benefits in the past.”

Dreams and lawsuits—A tireless champion for the
old-timers is Bob Locker, who pitched for ten major
league seasons during the ’60s and '70s. A dreamer,
Locker suggests, “Baseball should have retirement
homes for the old-timers in Arizona and Florida. They
could be in the warm sun. They could talk baseball
with their old friends. The old-timers would love to be
around baseball and could talk with the fans. Think
how much it would mean for the fans to talk with their
heroes during spring training. It would be wonderful
public relations for baseball.”

Locker has crusaded on behalf of the pre-1947 play-
ers since his days as a player representative. “The
Players Association was gathering some steam and we
had a vote on the pension. We could max it out for our-
selves or go all the way back. It turned out that I was
the only one who voted for the old-timers. I had gone
to an old-timers reunion in Florida and they made me
aware they didn’t have the pension. That just wasn’t
right. When I think about the pension that I get and
what today’s players will get and the old-timers get
nothing...it makes me feel terrible. It just isn’t right.”

Max Lanier sued baseball and reportedly settled for
$30,000 in 1998.

Marty Glick, a San Francisco attorney and baseball
fan who represents Major League Baseball, does not
consider Lanier to be a good example of the typical pre-
1947 player. Lanier returned to the majors and played
more than four years after 1949, which would have
qualified him for a pension. “One of the salient facts is
that when Lanier came back after the pension went into
effect, he refused to contribute to the fund and it was
avery minimal amount...two dollars per day during the
playing season. If you didn’t pay, you weren’t in it. ”

After his return to the Brooklyn Dodgers in 1949,
outfielder Luis Olmo reportedly sent his contributions
to the pension fund only to have the owners return his
money. Max Lanier contends, “If we weren’t on the
roster the last day of ‘46 or the first (day) of ‘47, we
couldn’t get the pension. Luis Olmo and I played on the
same team in Mexico. When I saw they wouldn’t take
his money for the pension, I thought what’s the use of
me sending it in?”

Glick confirms that Olmo initiaily contributed to the

pension fund for approximately two years and his
money was accepted. “Olmo himself decided to with-
draw his contributions on August 8, 1951, and the
money he asked for was sent back to him. Sal Maglie,
Mickey Owen, and Fred Martin, for example, three
players who also jumped to the Mexican League and
reurned, contributed and all three received pensions.
Mr. Lanier simply chose not to pay.”

When Major League Baseball offered $10,000 a year
to the old-timers, ninety-two-year-old Wally “Preacher”
Hebert discussed the plan with his family and his
former teammate, Pete Coscarart. “I knew at my age I
wouldn’t get much and didn’t want to go to court. Pete
was my roommate at Pittsburgh. I didn’t want to hurt
his case and he told me to take the money.” Hebert
died in December, 1999 and there are no survivor ben-
efits for his wife from this program.

Eighty-seven-year-old Xavier “Mr. X” Rescigno, an-
other Pirate teammate who played three years in the
major leagues, recalls salary negotiations during the
war years. “I sent my contract back to Benswanger. He
was only going to give me $450 a month and I was mak-
ing that in Albany! When the team came to New York,
he wanted me to meet him at the Hotel New Yorker. 1
told him I could make that much working at my
father’s butcher shop. He said Albany was only paying
me $250 a month, but I told him the owner was giving
me another $200 under the table. He finally gave me
$500. What could I do but sign? They were sure cheap.
When your cap got dirty, they wouldn’t give you a new
one until you turned in your old one.”

A reflective Coscarart notes, “The only ones left
from the ‘41 Dodgers are Herman Franks, Mickey
Owen, Newt Kimball, Ed Albosta, and myself and I'm
the oldest of all of them [eighty-six]. Newt is eighty-
three. Mickey is eighty-two. Herm is eighty-four, and
Ed is only eighty. He’s the young pup. I'm the old
grandfather.

“I hadn’t even thought of a pension when I was play-
ing ball because there was none. Then Mr. Murphy
came to the Pirates and started talking about organiz-
ing the guild for higher pay and the pension. We
agreed it would take a two-thirds vote to strike. We
didn’t know how the vote would come out going into
the meeting. I thought we’d have more votes. Rip
Sewell and Al Lopez agreed with us, but they said we
couldn’t strike.

“The idea of going on a strike was scary, but we had
to do something to shake them up. I always liked Mr.
Benswanger. 1 thought he was a square shooter.
Sewell, Lopez, [Bob] Elliott...all those guys felt that
way. Benswanger was better than the other owners. All
I could see was that we had to do something. The play-
ers weren’t mad at each other. They all agreed, but
they just wouldn’t go on strike.”

1941 National League Most Valuable Player Dolph

THE NATIONAL PASTIME



Camilli died in October, 1997. His widow, Molly, is very
bitter. “Other ballplayers who were less famous than
Dolph get a pension and he got nothing. They used
Dolph’s name and pictures and he wasn’t compen-
sated.”

Mrs. Camilli is emphatic that “Dolph, Coscarart, and
Gionfriddo were never offered the $2,500 every three
months. A woman in Minnesota got one check. Her
husband got sick and died. She had to give the second
check back. [Then-acting baseball commissioner Bud]
Selig is a liar.” ‘

Coscarart is more circumspect. “If we hadn’t gone
with Bob Murphy’s plan, they might have never had a
pension. It got the owners thinking when they thought
we’d go on strike. We can look back now and realize
that backing up Murphy’s strike brought about the
beginning of the pension that today’s players have, but
they have forgotten about the guys who made this all
happen.”

Sources:

“Basketball, football, and hockey take care of their
old-timers. Baseball, which is the number one game of
the nation, has forgotten us,” says the forlorn
Coscarart. “They are just waiting for us to die.”

It is doubly ironic that Pete Coscarart, one of the few
remaining players who voted for the Baseball Guild in
1946, also filed the lawsuit against baseball that seem-
ingly motivated Major League Baseball to provide a
supplemental benefit program for the pre-1947 players.
Once again, other ballplayers have benefited from
Coscarart’s courage and foresight.

In fairness, baseball has not forgotten the old-timers.
Settlements have been reached with most of the pre-
1947 players and perhaps in the near future Pete the
Pirate will be awarded a share of baseball’s treasure
chest. Although Coscarart offered to drop his suit in
September, 1999, the commissioner’s office refused
him the right to enroll in the $10,000 per year supple-
mental income program.
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An umpire at the bar of history

Dick Higham

Larry R. Gerlach and Harold V. Higham

Richam’ “Dick” Higham is simultaneously one of the
best and least well-known figures in baseball history. He
is widely known as the only umpire to be expelled from
major league baseball because of alleged dishonesty. Yet
his actual umpiring career is little known and the cir-
cumstances surrvounding his expulsion have not received
close scrutiny. Moreover, Higham’s banishment has
greatly obscured his accomplishments as one of the finest
players of his day. Because he suffers from a unique his-
torical opprobrium, it is especially important that his
story be told thoroughly and accurately.

Conversations with Harold V. Higham beginning in
1997 convinced me that his great-grandfather has not
been treated well by historians, myself included. As a re-
sult, we have collaborated to present as complete a study
of Uaffaire Higham as we could. Along with my histori-
cal account of Dick Higham's wmpiring career (“The
Historical Record”) and a historiographical perspective
(“Postscript”), Harry Higham has provided a lawyer’s
perspective on the case for his dismissal from baseball (“A
Brief to the Bar of History”). Because Dick Higham had
no legal representation during the hearing that led to his
banishment, Harry Higham now asks questions likely to
have been raised by defense counsel, questions that cause
us to ponder the fairness of the proceedings and the valid-
ity of the case.

It is our hope that this unique conjoining of the per-
spectives and approaches of the historical and legal
professions will sharpen sensibilities about what consti-
tutes good historical rvesearch. Good history stems not

Larry R. Gerlach is a professor of history at the University of Utah.
Harold V. Higham is an attorney-at-law.

only from gathering information from as many sources as
possible, but also from asking challenging questions about
the accuracy and meaning of the material. In the end, it
is less important that historical questions be answered de-
Sfinitively than that they be asked critically. In times past,
as in times present, things were not always as clear and
simple as they might seem at first blush. The story of Ri-
chard Higham is a case in point.

—Larry Gerlach

THE HISTORICAL RECORD
Larry Gerlach

Like many other umpires, Dick Higham began his
baseball career as a player. In 1870, at age nineteen, he
joined the New York Mutuals, and during the life of the
National Association played three years with the Mutes
and single seasons with the Lord Baltimores (1872)
and the Chicago White Stockings (1875). Following the
demise of the Assocation, Higham played for the Hart-
ford Dark Blues (1876) and Providence Grays (1878) of
the National League, as well as the independent Syra-
cuse Stars (1877) before concluding his playing career
in 1879 with brief stints with two National Association
teams, the Capital Citys of Albany and the Rochester
Hop Bilters. (He also appeared in one game with the
Troy Trojans in 1880.)

Dick Higham was one of the leading performers dur-
ing professional baseball’s formative decade. He was
known as an outstanding batter, frequently leading his
team in key offensive categories. An unusually versa-
tile fielder, he mostly played catcher, second hase, and
right field, but eventually appeared at every position
except pitcher. Several appointments as team manager
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and captain spoke to his leadership ability and knowl-
edge of the game. He also was reputed to have
associated with “undesirable characters” which,
coupled with occasionally erratic fielding, led periodi-
cally to the suspicions of crooked play that clouded his
reputation.

The Inaugural Season—When Dick Higham’s play-
ing career ended, he was not yet finished with
professional baseball. On March 8, 1881, National
League officials designated him as one of twenty-three
men “of good repute and considered competent to act
as Umpires” for the upcoming season.! At first his se-
lection as an umpire seems inexplicable, given the
persistent suspicions of “fixing” during his playing
days in the National Association.? But in truth none of
the rumors of “crooked play” was ever proved and no
such allegations were voiced publicly while he was in
the National League. Moreover, he was a recognized
authority on playing the game, and had had some um-
piring experience in the National Association®. Besides,
competent umpires were in short supply. Only four of
the twenty-four arbiters approved for 1880 were reap-
pointed for 1881.¢

Higham made his National League debut on May 2,
1881, as the umpire designee of the Providence Grays.?
His initial outing passed without incident, but criti-
cisms of the new arbiter arose during the rest of the
five-game, home-and-home series with Boston. In one
game he was charged with making “two or three deci-
sions” that met with “determined and rowydish
opposition” from Providence fans, in another with
“grossly one-sided umpiring,” and in yet another with
“two rank decisions” that incurred the “disapproba-
tion” of Boston fans. However, the Boston Globe was
impressed with the new arbiter: “Dick Higham is a per-
fectly fair umpire and knows every point, lets
cverybody hear his decisious promptly, and his occa-
sional carelessness will be easily overcome,”®

After calling the Grays and Wolverines series in De-
troit on May 20-23, Higham, for reasons unknown,
became the umpire designee of the new Detroit fran
chise. He umpired the Boston series in Detroit, May
25-27, substituted for Herm Doscher in Troy on June 8,
and then did not umpire again until Boston returned Lo
Detroit on July 9. On July 13, he experienced the dan-
ger of umpiring when Boston leadoff hitter Ross
Barnes fouled off a pitch that hit Dick on the “left
temple and cut it to the bone.” After a surgeon arrived
and stitched up “the gash,” Higham and the game re-
sumed.” On July 16, he swilched to his homctown Troy
Trojans, then rejoined Detroit on September 13 for the
club’s season-ending eastern trip. All told, he had um-
pired fifty-eight National Lcague games, eight [or
Providence, eighteen for Detroit, and thirty-two for
Troy.

Newspapers commented infrequently on umpiring,
and then mostly to offer criticism. In Higham’s case,
there were no negative comments after the season-
opening series between Boston and Providence.
Following his initial series with the White Stockings in
Detroit, the Detroit Free Press remarked on May 21
that “Higham is as good an umpire as he used to be [a]
ball player.” Two months later, the Free Press had not
changed its assessment, declaring on July 15 that “Mr.
Higham is one of the best umpires in the League.” Af-
ter his initial appearance with Troy, the Troy Daily
Times on July 18 reported that Higham umpired the
game “to everybody’s satisfaction,” and on August 8
commented that he had given “great satisfaction as an
umpire.” After the Grays defeated the Trojans, 2-1, in
eleven innings on August 2, the Providence Evening
Bulletin noted that “Higham umpired the game with
excellent judgment.”

Although known for “growling” as a player, Higham
brooked no challenge to his umpiring authority. On
July 26, he threatened Providence’s Jack Farrell with a
fine for arguing an “out” call, and on September 9 fined
Harry Stovey, Worcester captain, $20 “for using un-
gentlemanly language and questioning the decision of
the umpire.”®

By all measures, he enjoyed great success in his first
season as an umpire, capped off in early October when
the “veteran ball player and gentlemanly umpire” re-
ceived a “complimentary testimonial” in the form of an
exhibition game between the home-town Trojans and a
“picked nine.” Later that month, he solidified his asso-
ciation with Detroit by joining the Wolverines as a
player for an exhibition tour to Richmond, Virginia.!°

The Veteran Arbiter—National League officials again
approved Higham for 1882, one of only six arbiters re-
tained from the previous year.!t (The American College
Base Ball Association also approved him to work the
June-July college scason.}'* His reputation was out-
standing. Harry Wright, who switched managerial
duties from Boston to Providence, thought Higham
“first class,” being “reliable and very even in his umpir
ing and always gentlemanly."® Delighted that Higham
was rejoining the Wolverines, the Detroit Free Press on
April 9 boasted: “Detroit’s professional umpire is as
good as anybody’s.”!

However, controversy arose after Detroit swept three
games, May 1-3, from the Cleveland Rlues to open the
season. The Cleveland Plain Denler contended that the
Blues were “lairly" outplayed and at the conclusion of
the series judged Higham “an excellent umpire,” but
the Cleveland Herald charged there was “nothing
straight” about the “rather crooked” games.!®

While the targetl inay have been playcrs, as no allega-
tions were levied against Higham, George “Foghorn”
Bradley umpired the three-game series when Cleve-
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land visited Detroit May 16-18. Newspapers gave no ex-
planation for the substitution, the Free Press simply
noting on May 16 that “Umpire Higham will witness
the game today from the grand stand.”

Higham made news. He was frequently
complimented on his umpiring. For example, the Buf-
falo Courier on May 6 declared that “Higham umpired
in a very satisfactory manner,” and the Chicago Herald
on May 21 noted that “although often accused of
crooked playing when a league player,” he “gave good
satisfaction as an umpire.” He was also criticized for
misapplying a rule that affected the outcome of a
game, misjudging a home run,'” and ignoring the of-
ficial interpretation of a rule.'®* He also achieved
recognition for being the first umpire to don a catcher’s
mask behind the plate. The first mention of him wear-
ing a mask was during the May 20-23 series in Chicago,
where the innovation drew negative comments from
spectators who thought the “muzzle” might interfere
with the arbiter’s vision.'” On June 10, the Worcester
Evening Gazette commented: “Umpire Higham wears a
mask when he and the catcher are under the bat—an
exhibition of caution never seen here before.”
Higham’s practice quickly caught on. By season’s end
“a majority of professional umpires” was wearing a
catcher’s mask.?

At approximately 3 o’clock on the afternoon of May
27, the Wolverines left on a road trip that ultimately
would determine Dick Higham’s place in baseball his-
tory. Interest in the eastern swing was high, as it began
with a series between second-place Detroit and first-
place Providence. William G. Thompson, mayor of
Detroit and president of the ball club, accompanied the
team as he had previously to Chicago May 20-23. En
route to Rhode Island, the Detroits played an exhibi-
tion game, umpired by Iligham, against the minor
lengue Philadelphias, an Alliance club,?

On May 30, before 7,185 spectators, the largest
crowd in Providence history, the Wolverines commit-
ted seven errors in losing, 4-0, to the Grays. The
Providence Daily Journal attributed the miscues to
“nervousness,” while the Delroil Free Press cyuically
commented: “Next thing somebody will be saying the
Detroits do not work in unison.” Although Higham
mistakenly denied the Grays a home run, the Journal
thought his umpiring “intelligent and impartial.” The
next day Detroit won, 6-4, and then dropped the series
finale, 87, on June 2. The Wolverines then moved on to
Boston, Worcester, and Troy.

On June 18, the Detroit Free Press announced that
“the venerable Richard Higham, Esq.” would umpire
the Wolverines’ next home game, but he did not return
with the team after the June 17 game in Troy. Neither
Troy nor Detroit newspapers gave any explanation for
his sudden departure after umpiring twenty-six games
for the Wolverines; the Detroit Evening News simply

noted on June 20 that Dick Pearce would umpire the
Providence series.?® In fact, Mayor Thompson, had re-
leased Higham, suspecting him of dishonesty. Upon
returning from the road trip, Thompson was given a
letter purportedly written by Higham containing a code
whereby he advised James Todd, a “well-known gam-
bler,” how to bet on the recent series in Providence and
specifically how to wager on the first game.? The in-
structions matched the outcome of the contest and
Thompson, who had just offered the Wolverines a $100
bonus for winning the championship, reacted with “the
utmost indignation” and “immediately revoked”
Higham’s authorization to umpire for the team.?

As word of the Detroit club’s investigation spread to
league officials and some team owners, such as
Chicago’s Albert Spalding, Higham umpired for his
home-town Trojans.? The switch to Troy was ironic
given the circumstances, and the Troy Daily Times’ as-
sertion that Detroit’s victory over the Trojans on June
17 was aided “by the umpire’s favor on two close deci-
sions.” The paper also reprinted without comment a
Buffalo Express article noting that Higham was “the last
umpire to be chased into the swamps” and that the
Troy newspapers claimed Higham’s decisions in the
last game with Detroit were “manifestly unfair, and that
he cannot longer claim the distinction of being hon-
est.”?” Be that as it may, he umpired three Trojans
games in Buffalo, June 20-22, and was scheduled to
umpire Troy games in Cleveland when he was sum-
moned to Detroit and a rendezvous with history.?

The Hearing—Dick Higham return to Detroit to ap-
pear before a special session of the league’s
five-member Board of Directors, held at the Russell
House on the afternoon of May 24, to answer charges
of crooked umpiring brought by President Thompson.
Neither Arthur H. Soden, president of the Boston club
and interim league president following the death of
William Hulbert in April, nor Sccretary Nicholas
Young of Washington, D. C., was present. Two of the
four elected league directors, Thompson of Detroit and
Frecman Brown of Worcester, were present. Josiah
Jewett of Buffalo and A. L. Hotchkin of Troy did not
attend, and were represented by club dircctors James
Mugridge and Gardner Earl respectively.?

The circumstances of the hearing and the nature of
the deliberations are shrouded in uncertainties, but the
basic facts of the matter can be quickly summarized.*®
Higham “protested his innocence vigorously” and de-
nied any collusion with gamblers to influence games.
Thompson, an attorney by profession, then presented
to the panel the incriminating letter and the opinion of
three bank cxaminers cxpert in handwriting analysis
that the handwriting was “identical” to that of another
letter acknowledged to have been written by Higham.
That was the only known evidence presented.®! The
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meeting concluded with the Board of Direc-
tors voting unanimously that the charges
against Higham were “fully sustained” and
that he be “forever disqualified” from umpir-
ing National League games.®> Whether
Higham was judged guilty of actually “sell-
ing,” or merely “offering to sell,” a game is
unknown, but the league’s rule prohibiting
gambling covered either case.®

Newspaper reaction to the first expulsion
of a major league umpire for dishonesty was
curious. Despite the persistent concerns
about gambling and umpiring voiced by the
press, especially the New York Clipper,
Higham’s expulsion elicited surprisingly little
comment. Some newspapers merely printed,
verbatim or paraphrased, a brief Associated
Press dispatch from Detroit.?* Others offered
cursory comments in support of the expul-
sion.® There was no outrage at the umpire’s
alleged dishonesty, no sense that the expul-
sion of an umpire protected the integrity of
the game. However, as advocated by the New
York Clipper, the National League, following
the lead of the rival American Association,
created in 1883 a staff of four salaried um-
pires as a means of enhancing the quality,
independence, and financial status of the arbi-
ters.3®

For Dick Higham, a decade of fine
ballplaying was obliterated in historical
memory by a half-season of umpiring. A read-
ing of newspaper accounts of virtually every
game Higham umpired indicates that, occa-
sional gaffs notwithstanding, he was a
popular umpire and a good—even a very
good—one. But sometinies good umpires,
like good players, do bad things, even very
bad things. Recurring suspicivns uf crooked
play as player and persistent association with
unsavory characters point to a pattern of
probable behavior that correlates with the
charges against him.

"The full story of Higham’s expulsion remains untold
and, pending the discovery of additional documenta-
tion, will never be known. There are discrepancies in,
and omissions from, the record, and newspaper report-
age at the time was not as complete or professional as
it would become by the end of the century. Nor is il
certain that Higham, if guilty, acted alone, since it is
possible for an umpire or player to guarantee defeat,
but impossible to guarantee victory.?” Yet if the known
case against Higham is not as complete as one would
like, there is no indication that he was framed, was the
victim of a personal vendetta, or was targeted as a
scapegoat for the gambling ills then plaguing the

Dick Higham

game. Thus, from the perspective of traditional histori-
cal scholarship, Richard Higham stands guilty as
charged and warrants the dishonorable distinction of
being the only umpirc cxpclled from major leaguc
baseball for dishonesty in the conduct of the game.*
However, given the opprobrium attached to being
the only major league umpire dismissed for dishonesty,
Higham dcscrves the day in court he did not have in
1882. Historians have both rushed to judgment and
presented fundamentally flawed accounts of the
explusion based primarily on the cursory research of
Lee Allen.* The cautionary words of the Detroit Post
and Tribune are as valid today as they were on June 25,
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1882: “It is to be hoped that the action taken was not
hasty. Higham has occupied an enviable position as an
umpire, and has many admirers who refuse to believe
him guilty. If the facts are incontrovertible the league
directors are to be congratulated on their peremptory
and speedy action. If not, it will injure the league.”
Thus, it is instructive to step beyond the bounds of tra-
ditional historical inquiry and to subject the record to
legalistically discerning questions about the facts of
the matter, as well as the procedures whereby Higham
was found guilty.

A BRIEF TO THE BAR OF HISTORY
Harold V. Higham
It has been almost a century and a quarter since Ri-
chard “Dick” Higham was forever disqualified from
acting as umpire in any game of ball participated in by
a National League club. His “trial” took place at the
Russell House in Detroit—and in the newspapers.

Since that time, many historians, reporters, writers,
and editors have noted the event and its result. No one
has ever raised a voice in Higham’s defense.

What follows is a critical chronological exposition of
contemporary newspaper accounts and of the National
League’s official “Minute of the Special Meeting” of
June 24, 1882. I believe this is the first time this has
been done.

This is not an attempt to prove Higham’s innocence.
It will, however, detail exactly what Richard Higham
was accused of, and will raise the question of whether
he was truly proven to have done it.

On June 24, 1882, the following item appeared on the
front page of the Detroit Evening News:

A LEAGUE TRIAL

The board of directors of the national league of
professional base ball clubs met at the Russell
house this afternoon and went into secret ses-
sion to try Richard Higham, of Troy, N.Y., one
of the league umpires, on charges of crooked-
ness in his decisions of games of ball between
the Detroits and other clubs, preferred against
him by president Thompson, of the Detroit
club. Higham was present and the trial was
entirely formal. It was concluded and the result
sent to the league secretary, by whom the re-
sults will be promulgated, until which time the
members all pledged themselves to profound
sccrecy. It has leaked out, however, that the
charges were based upon letters written by
Higham to gamblers in which the Detroit club
played and he umpired; and that he was ex-
pelled from the league and list of umpires.

It was not until some eight to ten months later that
the Official Minute of the meeting was made public, on

page 103 of the Spalding Guide of 1883.

The Spalding Guide, particularly in the early days of
the National League, was the official outlet for the dis-
semination of the league constitution, playing rules,
minutes of board meetings, and other important
League business, not the least of which was declaring
the official pennant winner.

The Minute as published is exactly the same as the
handwritten entry at page nine in the “Records of the
National League of Professional Base Ball Clubs, 1881-
1890,” which can be found in the National Baseball
Hall of Fame Museum and Library, at Cooperstown,
New York. It states:

Special Meeting of the Board of Directors of
the National League of Professional Base Ball
Clubs held at the Russell House, Detroit,
Mich.,

June 24, a. d. 1882.

PRESENT:

Messrs. W. G. TaompsoN, FREEMAN Brown,
JamEes A. MucGriDGE and GARDNER EArL, DIREC-
ToRS. (The two latter representing the BurraLo
and Troy Crty cLUBS in the absence of MESSRS.
JEwETT and Hoprxins.)

In the absence of President Soden and Secre-
tary Young, MRr. JamMEs A. MUGRIDGE was elected
chairman pro tem. and MRr. FREEMAN BROWN,
Sec’y pro tem.

PreSIDENT THOMPSON of the DeTrROIT CLUB
preferred Charges against RicHARD HiGHAM,
League umpire (letter marked “A”) and in Sup-
port of same presented the following
communication, (marked “B.”) President
Thompson by reason of representing the Club
making the charges at issue, was excused from
acting with the “Board.”

Mr. Richard Higham, against whom the
charges were preferred, was admitted to the
meeting, and an opportunity given him to
present his defence.

He denied the authorship of the letter
marked “B” and made a general denial of all
complicity with any person or persons to cause
any game of ball 1o resull. otherwise than on its
merits under the playing rules. The letter
marked “B” having been submitted with a let-
ter, the authorship of which Mr. Higham
acknowledged to be his own, to thrce of the
best handwriting experts in Detroit, and being
pronounced identical with each other, it was
Resolved, That the charges preferred by the
Detroit Club against Richard Higham were
fully sustained.

Resolved, That the said Ricuarp HicHAM be
forever disqualified from acting as umpire in
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any game of ball participated in by a League
Club.

On motion, adjourned
(Signed.)
FrReeMaN BrowN,  JaMES A. MUGRIDGE,
Secretary pro tem. Chairman pro tem.

From reading the Minute we learn that the League
had trouble assembling its Board. Both the president
and the secretary were absent, and substitutes had to
be found for two members. Board member Thompson
could not sit because he was the one preferring
charges. Only one duly elected board member, Free-
man Brown, acted. Article XI, Section 3 of the National
League constitution required three directors to consti-
tute a quorum. Any action taken by this assembly
would have been on very shaky ground if challenged.

Based on the Minute, this is my analysis of what hap-
pened at the meeting:

1. President Thompson preferred the charges as em-
bodied in a letter marked “A” and supported them with
a “communication” marked “B.”

2. Thompson was then excused from acting with the
Board because he was representing the club making
the charges.

3. Dick Higham was admitted to the meeting to
present a defense. He (a) denied he was the author of
the letter marked “B,” and (b) denied any and all com-
plicity with any person or persons to cause any game of
ball to result otherwise than on its merits under the
playing rules. ,

4. A comparison letter Higham admitted was in his
own handwriting had been submitted along with letter
“B” to “three of the best handwriting experts in De-
troit.” The handwriting on each was pronounced
identical.

5. The charges preferred by the Detroit club were
found to be fully sustained.

6. Richard Higham was forever disqualified from act-
ing as umpire in any game of ball participated in by a
league club.

7. The finding of the handwriting experts was appar-
ently all contained in “A.” The handwriting experts did
not testify.

8. Only Higham testified in his hehalf and had only
his testimony to assist in his defense.

9. No one but Thompson and Higham testified.

10. Except for the comparison of letter “B” with a let-
ter Higham admitted he wrote, no other evidence was
offered to prove Thompson’s charges.

11. Based on the process laid out in the Minute,
Higham was disqualified for writing letter “B,” not for
complicity with others to cause a ball game to result
otherwise than on its merits.

Letter “A,” letter “B,” and the comparison letter are
not on file at the Hall of Fame with the Minute Book.

Newspaper talk—On Sunday, June 25, 1882, the day
after the special meeting, the Chicago Tribune and the
Detroit Free Press published what seemed to be cover-
age of the event. A close reading, though, shows they
were actually written before the meeting took place.
They were clear attempts to mold public opinion before
the issuance of any official statements.

Chicago was the home of the White Stockings, as
well as the headquarters of the National League, and
Detroit was the site of the Special Meeting, but instead
of being clear reports, they are both confusing and in-
triguing. The item in the Chicago Tribune states in
pertinent part:

CRrRoOKED UMPIRING

From a dispatch given below it will be seen
that Dick Higham, by action of the League di-
rectors, has been expelled from the league list
of umpires for collusion with gamblers in the
umpiring of games.

It has been known for some time past that
charges of the kind were Pending against
Higham, but no publication has been made of
it, lest an undeserved injury be inflicted. It
seems, however, that the Directors found the
charges fully sustained by the testimony, and
by a unanimous vote expelled Higham. The
charges were preferred by Mayor Thompson,
President of the Detroit Club, as it was in De-
troit that evidence was obtained through
copies of telegrams showing that Higham was
in communication with Eastern gamblers, that
he indicated prior to each game how the
money should be bet, and presumably gov-
erned his decisions accordingly, and that he is
known to have received his share of the money
thus won. Certainly grossly unfair decisions
affecting the score and the results that were
made by Higham at Detroit, coupled with the
fact that his past record is not of the best, and
his associates no better, led to a watch on his
movements, with the results as stated above.

The Minute mentions no “testimony” except that of
Thompson and Higham, no introduction of telegrams,
no discussion of money. Interestingly, the same re-
porter states on one hand that he personally found Mr.
Higham’'s umpiring to be competent and fair, and on
the other that he thouglit Higham favored Detroit in an
unidentified game by making “an unfair call.”

The Chicago Tribune account also purports to quote.

the late NL founder William A. Hulbert, addressing the
umpire’s character, and saying: “I suppose I ought to
have objected to the nomination then and there, for I
had good reason to think that Higham was not a proper
person for the league to endorse by electing him an
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umpire, but I forbore out of consideration for the
gentleman who named Higham, and the nomination
went through.” Hulbert had died a little over two
months before and was no longer available for com-
ment.

As a counterweight, in a letter to the manager of the
Union Base Ball Club, dated March 3, 1882, the pro-
foundly respected Harry Wright, then with Boston,
states in part: “...Of our League umpires I found Rich-
ard Higham to be first class. He is reliable and very
even in his umpiring and always gentlemanly....”* Al-
though Harry Wright was still alive and active
throughout 1882, it does not appear that any newspa-
per sought any comment from him.

The item in the Detroit Free Press states::

There was quite a storm too, down town
during the day, and it beat pitilessly upon the
head of Richard Higham, the well-known
league umpire, and it came from the board of
league directors. He was summoned before
them to explain a certain letter that was re-
cently picked up in the Russell House and
handed to President Thompson of the Detroit
club. It bears no mail mark or stamp, and is
supposed to have dropped from someone’s
pocket. It is addressed to James Todd, and pro-
poses to arrange for a cipher dispatch by
which Todd shall know when to bet on the
Detroits and when on their opponents. It is
signed “Dick.” [All] the league clubs were rep-
resented at the hearing, which was held in the
closest secrecy, and Mr. Higham was invited in
to explain the true [business] of the letter. He
denied that he wrote it. [The] members of the
board, after a brief consultation, procured
some letters, receipts, etc., from Higham and
submitted them and the “Dick” letter to [four]
bank experts, who all pronounced the writing
to be identical, and a report of the case was
sent to Secretary Young, of the league. The
members of the board decline to give the full
details of their deliberations, replying to all in-
quires [by citing] section 25, of the League
Constitution, as follows: Any director who shall
disclose, or publish any of the proceedings of
the board, except officially [ ] in the report of
the board, or when called upon by a vote of the
league, shall forfeit his [placel.

[ brackets denote difficulty in reading the
word from the copy of the microfilm.]

The leaks to the Free Press unlike those to the Tri-
bune, do not mention suspicions, telegrams, testimony,
eastern gamblers, or money received. We do learn that
what is obviously letter “B,” recently found at the very

place where the special meeting was held, had fallen
out of some unidentified person’s pocket and was
handed to Mayor Thompson. It was addressed to
“Todd,” contained a proposed cipher dispatch allegedly
to be used for betting on Detroit’s games, and was
signed “Dick.” On the record, at least, this was the sole
basis on which Dick Higham was disqualified.

According to the Free Press reporter, it was after
Higham testified that he did not write the letter that the
Board gave comparision documents to four bank ex-
perts (not “three of the best handwriting experts in
Detroit”) to analyze.

Only insofar as the Free Press item speaks about a
“Dick” letter, experts, and the “identical” appearance of
letter “B” does it agree with the Minute. However, this
insistance on the word “identical” casts the item and
the proceedings in doubt. That the handwriting in let-
ter “B” and the comparison letter were “identical” was
more likely a layman’s deliberate embellishment that
could not be resisted by the Detroit Free Press, Mayor
Thompson, the Board, or all three, In fact, no credible
expert couches an opinion in absolute terms, and no
true handwriting expert speaks in terms of “identical”
letters or words.

Here is what a true expert writes about handwriting
studies: “The identification of handwriting...is mainly
based on the Principle that no person writes exactly
alike and no two signatures of the same individual will
be the perfect replica of each other.”*!

In any event, both the Chicago Tribune and Detroit
Free Press, were quick to run innaccurate stories
clearly based on advance information, not true reports
of the meeting.

Perhaps they should have shown the same discre-
tion as the Detroit Post and Tribune of the same day. It
noted the accused had vigorously protested his inno-
cence, and stated:

It is to be hoped that the action taken was
not hasty. Higham has occupied an enviable
position as an umpire, and has many admirers
who refuse to believe him guilty. If the facts are
incontrovertible the league directors are to be
congratulated on their peremptory action. If
not it will injure the league.

It also stated that manager Frank Bancroft of the De-
troit Wolverines, testified, and that Freeman Brown
—fill-in secretary of the meeting—had called to the at-
tention of those in attendance that Higham had been
seen in the society of a gambler when in Worcester.

The Minute, of course, makes no mention of
Bancroft being present, let alone giving testimony. And
if Brown, the only elected member of the board who
was present, had said anything reflecting on the ac-
cused during the presentation of evidence, he should
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have withdrawn. This, of course, would have ended the
meeting, because a quorum, even a broadly construed
one that included substitutes for board members,
would no longer have existed. If Brown said what is
attributed to him and did not withdraw, then the special
meeting was conducted in violation of the League Con-
stitution. It would be fair to assume that the meeting,
under those circumstances, was nothing more than a
“kangaroo court” at which a finding for expulsion was
agreed to in advance.

It would be interesting to know, along these lines of
equity and fairness, what notice was given to Higham
of the hearing and its purpose, and how much time and
opportunity he was given to prepare a case and locate
witnesses or experts to testify for him. There is no in-
dication in the Minute or in any newspaper reports.

According to the New York Herald of June 23, 1882,
Higham was in Buffalo, umpiring a game on the June
22 between Troy and Buffalo. Getting to Detroit would
have taken him at least a day. If he was guilty and had
been told in advance that he was going to be accused at
a hearing in Detroit why would he have attended and
put on such an empty defense, rather than simply re-
sign and keep things quiet?

The letter—We do not have for review letter “A,” letter
“B,” or the sample letter. We do have a most interesting
item from the Detroit Evening News of Monday, June
26, 1882. That newspaper broke the original story on
the day of the meeting and moved quickly at its conclu-
sion, not before. It states:

Way Hicaam Was BOUNCED.

On Tuesday, May 30, a well-known young
man employed in a Woodward avenue retail
house picked up the following letter, addressed
to James Todd, Brunswick hotel:

Detroit, May 27, 1882.

Friend Todd:

I just got word we leave for the east on the
3 p.m. train, so I will not have a chance to see
you. If you don’t hear from me play the Provi-
dence Tuesday and if I want you to play the
Detroits Wednesday 1 will telegraph in this
way: “Buy all the lumber you can.” If you do
not hear from me don’t play the Detroits, but
buy Providence sure—that is the first game. I
think this will do for the eastern series. I will
write you from Boston. You can write me at any
time in care of Detroit B. B. club. When you
send me any money you can send check to me
in care of the Detroit B. B. club, and it will be
all right. You will see by that hook I gave you
the other day what city will [sic] be in.

Yours truly,

Dick.

Todd was known to be a man about town
who lived largely by his wits, and the writer of
the letter was suspected to be Dick Higham,
who had been selected by the Detroit club to
umpire their eastern games. The finder of the
letter held it, only showing it to a friend, and
awaited the result of the Detroit-Providence
games, which sure enough turned out as pre-
dicted in the letter. On the return of the club
from the eastern trip he showed the letter to
president Thompson, who manifested the ut-
most indignation, immediately revoked the
Detroit club’s consent to have Higham for an
umpire, and called a meeting of the league di-
rectors, who met at the Russell house and
expelled Higham, as stated in Saturday’s News.
Higham denied the authorship of the letter, but
other letters of his were produced and the sig-
nature “Dick” was declared by three bank
experts to be the same. This prompt action on
the part of the Detroit association clears their
skirts of any insinuation of crookedness.

This newspaper item tells a different story about the
finding of the letter as well as about the circumstance
by which it came into the possession of President Th-
ompson. It mentions a number of actions taken by
President Thompson as a result of being apprised of
the letter. It also mentions the pedigrees of the hand-
writing experts and gives a new finding by them. All
this in addition to exhibiting what purports to be the
body of letter “B.”

If the well-known young man alluded to in the open-
ing paragraph picked up or found the letter on
Tuesday, May 30, 1882, chances are the Detroit-Provi-
dence game of that day was already underway, if not
over. This fine young finder showed the letter to a
friend, presumably the same day, although this is not
stated, and they decided to await the outcome of both
Detroit-Providence games before telling anyone they
had found a letter addressed to a well-known man-
about-town named Todd, who apparently was
communicating with someone about baseball games.

Who was this fine young man and who was his
friend? Why were either one or both not presented to
the Board at the special meeting? Would it not be im-
portant to have either the fine young man or his friend
verify how and where the letter was found? Its condi-
tion when found? Whether either or both attempted to
return it to James Todd at the Brunswick? And why it
was thought appropriate to hold the letter until the out-
come of the games was reported? If Providence had
lost Tuesday’s game and Detroit had lost Wednesday’s
game, is it to be believed these fine young men would
have discounted the contents of the letter entirely and
either returned it to Todd or thrown it away?
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As Mayor Thompson did not return from the East-
ern trip until June 18, what did these fine young men
do with the letter in the meantime? Where did they
keep the letter? How did they make sure nothing hap-
pened to it? Why was it so important that they wait for
the team to return? If a problem was discovered as
early as May 30 with the games in which Detroit par-
ticipated and Higham acted as umpire, why was not
something done before he umpired another eleven
League games?

What did James Todd have to say about the letter?
Why was he not called before the board at the special
meeting? Did any reporter seek his version? Did
Mayor Thompson question him?

In 1882, only one umpire officiated in a National
League game. He stood well back of the catcher, who
crouched well back of the batter. With a runner on
base, the umpire took a position in back of the pitcher,
who stood in a rectangle fifty feet from home plate, so
that he could watch the pitches and the base runner at
the same time. The batter could request pitches
high—between his belt and shoulder—or low—be-
tween his knees and belt. The pitcher was prohibited
from releasing the ball above his waist. If the batter
swung and missed, the pitch counted as a strike. If the
pitch did not cross the plate in the area requested by
the batter, it counted as a ball. In 1882, it took three
strikes for an out and seven balls for a walk. All foul
balls counted as strikes and a foul ball caught on the fly
or on one bounce was an out. All the other basics such
as stealing, tagging up, forcing the runner and the
double play, were pretty much the same as today.

It is absurd to think that a lone umpire under those
circumstances could “fix” a game. And Higham was
never accused of acting in collusion with any manager
or player.

How did the contents of the letter concerning the
manner in which the writer wished to place two bets
through Todd affect the outcome of either of the two
games to which it refers? The author of the letter never
says he has arranged the outcome of either game.

An athletic contest is not fixed by paying one side to
win. It is fixed by paying onc side to losc. The fixer
must buy the loser. Where is the assurance to the gam-
bler, Todd, that the losers have been bought?

Higham umpired the Tuesday and Wednesday
games in Providence. The home team won on Tuesday,
4-0, and the Boston Daily Globe of the next day said,
“The umpiring of Higham was excellent.” The May 31
edition of the Providence Daily Journul carried an eye-
witness account of this first game and stated: “The
wmpiring was intelligent and impartial, and contributed
largcly to the success of the game.” Detroit won the
Wednesday game, 6-4. Accounts in local papers and the
Detroit Evening News make no comment about the um-

piring.

In the letter, betting on both these games was pro-
vided for on a contingency basis. If the fix was in, the
“lumber” message must have been sent to Todd.
Where is the telegram?

Telegraph messages are written out or dictated and
an operator transmits them over public wires. A copy of
the message would have been on file at the office of the
point of origin, where it was paid for by the sender, and
at the receiving office in Detroit, and the copies would
have included the names of the receiver and sender.
Did either of the fine young men, or anyone from the
board, or anyone from any newspaper, go to the tele-
graph office in either Providence or Detroit to inquire
about a message instructing Todd to buy lumber?

The Post and Tribune article states that “other let-
ters of his were produced,” the Minute says that only
a “comparison” letter in Higham’s handwriting and let-
ter “B,” the incriminating letter, were placed before the
Board. The article also states that in comparing the two
letters, the experts declared only the signature “Dick”
to be the same. The Minute indicates that letter “B”
was the sole evidence on which the Board relied in
making its finding.

How did the “experts” go about their examination,
from June 18 to June 24? Did they compare all the
handwriting in the “comparison” letter with all the
handwriting in letter “B?” Why did they comment only
on the signature? What was their opinion, if any, con-
cerning who wrote the text of letter “B?”

Apart from whether Dick Higham would have
wished to ask these questions in his own defense,
wasn’t the Board bound to ask them? And shouldn’t the
Board have heard from the fine young men, and “three
of the best handwriting experts in Detroit” (or were
they merely “three bank examiners”) to insure that
“the action taken was not hasty” and that “the facts are
incontrovertible?”

At the very least, wouldn’t the presence of these wit-
nesses at the special meeting have afforded the board
an opportunity to make the facts clearer? Shouldn’t the
media have sought out these witnesses in an attempt to
obtain clarification?

Let’s look closely at the letter. The author not only
dates it, but also notes that it was written in the “City of
Detroit.” He further mentions leaving for the East on
the 3 pM train.

Why does Tadd need to know that the note is written
in Detroit? Assuming improper activity, why does the
writer use Todd’s name, especially preceeded by the
polite salutation of the day, “Friend?” Would it not have
heen more in keeping with a plot to merely jot “J” or
“T”—or perhaps not provide any form of address at all?

May 27, 1882, the date on the lelter, was a Saturday.
The first game of Detroit’s Eastern trip was on Tues-
day, May 30, at Providence and the second game was
on Wednesday, May 31, also at Providence. The author
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had already arranged a bet with Todd on Providence to
win the Tuesday game. As of May 27, he is betting on
Providence to win the Wednesday game as well, but if
he changes his mind, he will send Todd a coded tele-
graph message switching his bet to Detroit. He will
next write to Todd from Boston.

The author had given Todd a book that seems to in-
clude a schedule. Any time Todd needs to contact the
author, he can write to him in care of the Detroit Base
Ball Club. In fact, Todd can send him money—even
checks (presumably his winnings)—via the ballclub
and “it will be all right.”

In 1882, the rules of the National League provided
for the first time that umpires, as well as players and
managers, were prohibited from gambling. It is highly
unlikely that a member of any of these groups would
want it known that he was in communication with a
known gambler. Conversely, any person traveling with
the Detroit team on this Eastern trip in May, 1882, who
was not a player or manager or umpire, could receive
such mail and/or checks without fear of being accused
of violating league rules.

If this is indeed letter “B,” is it not clear that its au-
thor is not fixing games? In a fix, cash is the medium of
exchange. Would the fixer arrange to receive the re-
lated money in care of the team with which he is
associated? Would he be willing to receive checks at
all?

The letter makes it clear that its author is betting on
baseball games, sometimes on Detroit and sometimes
not. Because he is associated with the Detroit team and
is traveling with it on this eastern trip, it may be un-
scemly for anyonce to know he occasionally bets—or
more important, that he sometimes bets on the opposi-
tion. Hence the need for a code on this occasion.

In sum, there is no evidence at all that Richard
Higham was involved in tixing games, even assuming
that he was the gambler who wrote letter “B.” Leaving
aside the important technical issue of the missing quo-
rum, the process itself was still far from what we today
would consider fair. We know that Higham was dis-
qualified. What we really don’t know—either from the
record or the newspaper coverage—is whether he
should have been.

POSTSCRIPT

Larry Gerlach
Upon his death in 1905, Richard Higham passed into
the annals of history. In writing about Higlian, histori-
ans have virtually ignored his ballplaying career and
focused instead on his bricf tenure as an umpire, and
then almost exclusively on his expulsion for dishon-
esty. Moreover, they have read back from the
banishment, assuming dishonorable conduct through-
out his umpiring career and suggesting (hat it

portended his eventual dismissal.

Higham’s contemporaries would have been sur-
prised by history’s treatment of his career and
expulsion. The question of guilt or innocence aside, the
lack of extensive coverage of his banishment and sub-
sequent commentary in newspapers suggests that
contemporaries did not think the expulsion of an um-
pire for alleged crookedness had major implications for
the integrity of the game. Neither did contemporary
historians. Alfred H. Spink, publisher of The Sporting
News, did not mention Higham in The National Game
(1910), the first baseball history. Albert G. Spalding,
who wrote extensively on the evils of players and gam-
bling in America’s National Game (1911), the first
detailed, comprehensive history of baseball, knew the
circumstances of Higham’s dismissal but merely noted
that in 1882 “Richard Higham was expelled on charges
preferred by the Detroit Club, for collusion with pool-
sellers” without mentioning that he was an umpire or
commenting on the significance of the banishment.
And in his History and Records of Baseball (1914),
Francis C. Richter, publisher of The Sporting Life, cited
as the two “memorable events” of 1882 the death of
William Hulbert and “the expulsion of Umpire Higham,
at a special meeting in June, charge of collusion with
pool gamblers, preferred by the Detroit Club.”#

Nor did the expulsion damage Higham’s baseball
reputation, for he was remembered upon his death in
1905 primarily as a fine ballplayer. The headline of the
most extensive of the four known obituaries, in the
Chicago Tribune on March 19, announced: OLD TiME
BarL Praver Dies; Was Star IN EarLy *70s. The obituary
mentioned that he was “one of the stars” on the famous
Mutual club, “could fill almost any position on the ball
field,” and caught without a mask or chest protector. It
also noted that gambling on games was “popular” dur-
ing Iligham’s day and that a “quite a number of star
performers were cxpclled for being in the employ of
the gamblers,” but did not mention his umpiring career
or expulsion. The Detroit Tribune, the lone Detroit
newspaper to note Higham'’s passing, commented on
March 21 that he was “widely known” as a player for
the Mutuals and White Sox, but did not mention his
umpiring or expulsion. The Sporting News on March 25
also simply noted the death of “a star player of the *70s”
who “became famous™ as a member ot the Mutuals. On
the other hand, The Sporting Life o March 25 re-
printed verbatim much of the Tribune’s obituary, but
headlined the notice, Dick Hicnam Deap. OnNLy UMPIRE
Evir Exrriikn ror Crookkpness, and replaced the
Tribune’s comments about players and gambling with
the comment that Higham “became a National League
umpire and was expelled upon charges of crooked-
ness.” The absence of references to the explusion in
the Chicago Tribune, Detroit Tribune, and The Sporting
News, along with cursory mention in The Sporting Life,
suggests that Higham’s banishment was not consid-
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ered a defining moment in baseball history.

The different emphases and perspectives accorded
Higham’s career and expulsion over time are under-
standable. Modern historians are acutely sensitive to
gambling’s threat to the integrity of the game because
of the Black Sox Scandal of 1919, whereas during the
nineteenth century wagering on baseball was popular,
openly conducted, and generally tolerated. Moreover,
with the abandonment of the single-umpire system and
the receipt of greater authority, twentieth-century um-
pires assumed a primary role in the conduct of the

Notes:

1. Higham was listed third on the 23-man roster behind Herman Doscher
and Charles Furlong, indicating that he was an early choice. League umpires
were chosen as follows: Each club sent nominations to the league secretary;
league officials then compiled from the nominees a list of approved umpires
numbering three times as many as there were clubs. Spalding’s Base Ball
Guide and Official League Book for 1881 (Chicago: A. G. Spalding & Bros.,
1881), pp. 76, 93, 96. He assuredly was Providence’s nominee, having played
for the Grays in 1878 and spent enough time in Providence for the American
College Baseball Association to think he lived in the Rhode Island capital.
Higham then lived in Troy, New York. Was Herm Doscher, who lived in the
adjacent community of Lansingburg and had umpired National League games
in 1880, many for Boston and Providence, instrumental in Higham becoming
an umpire?

2. Commentary in the New York Sun, June 25, 1882, about Hig}{am’s ex-
pulsion corroborated feelings held by league president William Hulbert: “His
expulsion, involving as it does the question of trusting to the promises of
reformed players, brings out the soundess of the views of ex-President
Hulbert of the league, who based his determined opposition to the reinstate-
ment of players expelled for _dishonest conduct on the point his experience

”

had taught him, that ‘there was no trusting such fellows.” Although never
expelled as a player, Higham left the White Stockings in 1875 under a cloud
of suspicion while Hulbert was the principal owner of the club.

3. Higham had umpircd 8ix games in the National Association, where uin-
pires, especially in the early years, were unpaid volunteers, usually players
chosen from nonparticipating clubs but sometimes from one of the teains
playing in the game. While on leave from the Baltimore club to visit his ill
father, Higham made his umpiring debut with the Mutuals and Atlantics on
July 8, 1872. (When James Higham died on July 9 at age 45, the
Baltimores were in Cleveland. New York Times, July Y and 10
1872; New York Times and the New York 7ribune, July 10, 1872.;
New Yin'k Clipper, July 20, 1872)) He later wmpired for the Mutuals at
Middletown on July 27, 1872; Boslon al Atlantics on June 2, 1873, when
Theodore Bomeisler withdrew after a second-inning argument; Philadelplida
at Boston on June 17, 1873; Boston at Atlantics on October 7, 1874; and Hart-
ford at Mutuals on August 24, 1875. See the New York Times and New York
Tribune, June 3, 1873; Boston Globe, June 18,1873; New York Times, October
8, 1874 and August 25, 1875. Comments about his umpiring appeared in the
newspapers only after his first two outings. Of his initial appearance as an
arbiter in the Mutuals and Atlantics game on July 8, 1872, the New York

Times noted that “the umpiring was remarkably strict.” His second outing,

game, whereas during the nineteenth century they had
relatively little control or influence over it. Thus gam-
bling by players, not by umpires, was the principal
concern of the times.

It is said, in truth, that each generation writes its
own history according to current interests and sensi-
bilities. We hope this study of Dick Higham provides a
balanced assessment of his umpiring career as well as
the proper context for assessing the circumstances of
his being the only major league umpire to be expelled
for dishonesty.

Mutuals at Middletown, CT, on July 27, prompted sharp criticism. The
Middletown Daily Constitution on July 29 simply stated that “the decisions of
the umpire forced the Mansfields to play against heavy odds” without iden-
tifying Higham as the arbiter. But the Middletown Sentinel and Witness on
August 2 declared that Middletown’s recent defeat was “due almost wholly”
to Higham’s decisions, which were “all made in favor of the Mutuals, and so
grossly wrong” that the spectators “hooted and even insulted the umpire” and
that “it required great efforts on the part of the police and managers to keep
the crowd from mobbing him.” The paper also stated that Higham “after-
wards boasted of his decisions and that the Mutuals acknowledged his
marked judgments in their favor.” For further details on the incident, see
David Arcidiacono, Middletown’s Season In The Sun (privately published,
1999), pp. 95-96. Just how Higham’s impartial umpiring affected a 29-9 defeat
is unknown. Thanks to William Ryczek for a photocopy of the Sentinel and
Witness article.

4. Spalding’s Base Ball Guide and Official League Book for 1880 (Chicago:
A. G. Spalding & Bros., 1880), p. 96. The carry-overs were Al Barker, George
Bradley, Thomas Gillean, and Daniel F. Sullivan.

5. Normally umpires were chosen by mutual agreement of the clubs at
least seven days in advance of the game. Absent agreement, the home team
selected the mmpire from a list of seven submitted by the visiting club at least
five days in advance. If neither of the above occurred, the home team chose
the winpire. Spulding’s Buse Bull Guide.. for 1881, pp, 75-77. In practlce,
clubs sought to engagce the scrvices of a particular umpire (one of those they
had submitted to the league) thereby ensuring good umpiring for the team
and frequent, predictable work for the arbiter, But as with players, umpires
occasionally switched their designated teams during the course of the sea-
son, perhaps to reduce travel. There were so few good umpires that a de facto
league umpiring staff quickly emerged as clubs readily agreed upon arbiters.
For example, in 1881, a total of thiry men umpired NL games. Ten umpired
one game, flve called two games, and only six umpirad more than nine: Ed
ward Callahan, 22; WW. Jeffers, 24; Philip Powers, 27; George “Foghorn”
Biadley, Dick Hogliang, 58, and John “Herm” Doscher, 79, Because Doscher,
Bradley, and Higham were so highly respected, they worked both home and
away games for their respective clubs.

6. Providence Journal, May 5, 1881; Boston Daily Globe, May 6 and 8, 1881.
A Providence “crank,” evidently not knowing that the Grays hired Higham,
asserted: “Last year, Boston claimed the umpires lost them games, so this
year they are starting under the kindly protection of umpire Richard Higham,
who has already presented them with two pure gift games. Even Boston pa-
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pers say his work is bad, and the Providence club the sufferer.” Quoted in
Preston D. Orem, “Baseball (1845-1881) From the Newspaper Accounts”
(Altadena, CA., 1961), p. 346.

7. Detroit Free Press, July 14, 1881,

8. Troy Daily Times, July 27 and September 10, 1881. Stovey’s heavy fine
was later remitted.

9. Ibid., September 30, 1881. The reason (s) for the “testimonial” game are
unknown; it was scheduled for Wednesday, October 5, but no report of the
contest appeared in the newspapers.

10. Higham and Providence’s Bill McClellan replaced second baseman Joe
Gerhardt and third-sacker Art Whitney on the trip. New York Clipper, Octo-
ber 15, 1881.

11, Since Higham appears as eighth umpire on the list, it can be assumed
that he was elected at the December 8, 1881, meeting instead of being one of
those added on March 7 to complete the 24-man roster. Spalding’s Base Ball
Guide and Official League Book for 1882 (Chicago: A. G. Spalding & Bros.,
1882), pp. 91, 94, 100. The other returnees were Herman Doscher, Williams
Hawes, Thomas Carey, Joseph Dunnigan, and Charles Smith.

12. Higham, listed as living in Providence, was one of 20 umpires approved
to umpire college games. Six other professional umpires—Billy McLean,
Dick Pearce, John Kelly, Joseph Quinn, Timothy Donovan, and Williams
Hawes—were also selected. Ibid., p. 44.

13. Wright to Manager Brown, Union Base Ball Club, March 3, 1882.
Wright Correspondence, Spalding Collection, New York Public Library.

14. In addition to working exhibition games, Higham found time in the
preseason to take the field against the Detroits as a member of a “picked
nine.” He played first base, batted fifth, got one hit, and committed one error;
he did not strike out. Detroit Free Press, April 27-29, 1882.

15. Cleveland Plain Dealer, May 2-4, 1882; Cleveland Herald as quoted in
the Detroit Free Press, May 6, 1882.

16. During a May 20 game against Chicago, with Wolverines on second
and third base, Detroit’s George Wood hit the ball over the left field fence.
Hooking to the left, the ball passed over the fence in fair territory, but landed
outside the foul line. Instead of allowing the two runners to score and plac-
ing the batter at second, Higham ruled the ball “foul” thereby causing a
“pretty severe” storm of protest. Chicago won the game 5-2, and Higham
subsequently checked the rule and admitted his error that cost Detroit the
game. Detroit Free Press, May 24, 1882.

17. On May 30, Providence’s Paul Hines hit a ball over the left-field fence,
but when an “officious outsider” threw the ball back, Higham, “thinking it
came back on the bound from the top of the fence, declared it to be a two-base
hit only.” New York Clipper, June 10, 1882. The blown call notwithstanding,
the Boston Globe, May 31, felt “the umpiring of Mr. Higham was excellent,”

18. Confusion initially existed over the status of a batter who did not run
to first base after a dripped third strike, but Higham announced he would
ignore the official interpretation of the rules by declaring the batters “out”
if they fail to run to first, thereby negating the possibility of a double- or
triple-play. The Buffalo Courier on June 17 advised: “League clubs who en-
gage Higham as umpire should make a note of this.” For an explanation of the
rule, see The New York Clipper, June 3, 1882. The Clipper article was re-
printed in the Detroit Free Press, June 5, 1882. When catchers began
deliberately dropping third strikes to set up a potential double- or triple-play
depending on the bases occupied, batters attempted to nullify multiple-out
attempts by avoiding the catcher’s tag instead of running to first. Hence Rule
57 (6) adopted in 1882 stipulated that batters who did not run to first after a
dropped third strike were “out” without having to be touched. Batters then

stopped running to first, thereby precluding force plays. Some umpires, like
Dick Pearce and Higham, ignored the amendment; their interpretation
proved correct, as the league in 1883 amended the rule to eliminate the pos-
sibility “force plays” if the batter did not run to first after a dropped third
strike. Spalding’s Base Ball Guide... for 1883 (Chicago: A. G. Spalding &
Bros., 1883), pp. 29, 83.

19. Orem, “Baseball,” p. 41.

20. New York Clipper, February 10, 1883.

21. Philadelphia Inquirer, May 29 and 30, 1882, Owners frequently accom-
panied their teams on road trips, as A. G. Spalding did with the White
Stockings for a series in Detroit. Chicago Herald, May 28, 1882.

22. Providence Daily Journal, Providence Evening Bulletin, Detroit
Evening News, and Detroit Free Press, May 31, 1882. The Free Press noted on
June 1: “Such errors as were made by Farrell, McGeary, Troy and Hanlon
would not occur again in a year.” For the home run gaff, see footnote No. 16.

23. Charles Maddox umpired Monday’s game against Chicago. Detroit
Free Press, June 20, 1882.

24. No information about Todd has come to light. Detroit city directories
for the period contain no listing for a James Todd.

25. Detroit Evening News June 26, 1882; New York Herald, June 20, 1882.

26. Chicago Daily Tribune’s reported on June 25 that it “had been known
for some time past that charges of the kind were pending against Higham, but
no publication has been made of it, lest an undeserved injury be inflicted.” On
June 23 A. G. Spalding, owner of the Chicago White Stockings, queried in
separate telegrams to Thompson and A. H. Soden, Interim President of the
National League: “What official League action will be taken about Higham.
Notice he umpired yesterday. He was to umpire here July fourth. Answer.”
Chicago Cubs Records: Correspondence, Chicago Historical Society.

27. Troy Daily Times, June 18 and 21, 1882, The assertion also appeared
in the Chicago Tribune, June 25, 1882.

28. The Cleveland Herald on June 24 mentioned that Higham was to have
umpired that day’s game against Troy, but instead had left “for New Haven
to umpire the great Yale-Dartmouth College contest. He will be here for
games next week.” Higham probably mentioned going to New Haven as a
cover for the trip to Detroit, as the college season had ended on June 24 with
a Princeton vs. Yale game in New York City. The Yale-Dartmouth contest in
New Haven was played on June 3. In any event, the next day the Herald
printed a notice of Higham’s explusion along with the cryptic aside: “Higham
will #not umpire to-day’s game.”

29. The president was an ex officio member of the Board; the other four
Directors were annually elected. “Constitution of the National League. . ..”
in Spalding’s Base Ball Guide... for 1881 (Chicago: A G. Spalding & Bros.,
1881), p. 42. Hotchkin may have excused himself because of an earlier con-
frontation with Higham. See ft. 34. Mugridge was a partner with his father in
George Mugridge & Son “steam bakery.” The Buffalo City Divectory for the
Year 1881 (Buffalo, NY: Sampson, Davenport & Co., 1881). Earl was a part-
ner in Earl & Wilson, collar manufacturers. The Troy City Directory for the
Year 1882 (Troy, NY: Sampson, Davenport & Co., 1882).

30, The most extensive newspaper accounts of the hearing appear in the
Detroit Evening Press, June 24, 26, and 30; the Detroit Free Press, June 25 and
27; and the Detroit Post and Tribune, June 25.

31. The Detroit Post and Tribune, June 26, reported that Freeman Brown,
Secretary of the Worcester Ruby Legs, mentioned that Higham had been
seen with a gambler when the Detroits were in town, and that Wolverines
manager Frank Bancroft “testificd” during the hearing. Brown may have

made such a comment during the discussion of the case, but there is no evi-
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dence that Bancroft appeared before the Board. According to the June 27
Detroit Free Press, Bancroft subsequently learned on June 26 that Higham
had in fact left a letter at the Brunswick Hotel to be delivered to Todd.

32. Spalding’s Base Ball Guide... for 1883 (Chicago: A G. Spalding & Bros.,
1883), p. 103.

33. Adopted in 1879, the rule was explicit as to the grounds for permanent
expulsion: “Any League Umpire who shall be convicted of selling, or offering
to sell, a game of which he is Umpire, shall thereupon be removed from his
official capacity and placed under the same disabilities inflicted on expelled
players by the Constitution of the League.” Rule 67, “Playing Rules of the
National League... ,” Spalding’s Base Ball Guide... for 1882, p. 78.

34. For example, the Boston Daily Globe, Buffalo Courier, New York Her-
ald, New York Times, June 25, 1882; The Inter-Ocean (Chicago) and Cleveland
Plain Dealer, June 26; and the New York Clipper, July 1, 1882.

35. The Providence Daily Journal and the Providence Evening Bulletin on
June 26 reported that “it was also proven that Higham'’s associations in the
various cities he visited gave strong suspicions that he was catering to the
gambling element.” The Troy Daily Times, June 26, felt Higham’s banishment
was “well merited” and thought “it will be remembered that much fault was
found with Higham’s decisions in two of the Detroit games in this city, the
Wolverines having his especial favor,” particularly when calling balls and
strikes as “his judgment was invariably erroneous.” The paper also declared
that A. L. Hotchkin, an official of the Troy club, “openly informed Higham
that he was believed to be crooked.” The June 26 Worcester Evening Gazette,
noting that “Higham will be remembered as the umpire of the Detroit victo-
ries over Worcester, one of which resulted from his allowing a questionable
triple-play by the Detroits,” reported favorably “the expulsion of an umpire
whose associations have led to strong suspicions that he was working in the
interests of the gamblers, and who was finally almost certainly detected in
ways that were dark.” The Cleveland Herald, June 25-27, printed wire service
reports as well as an extensive story appearing in the Chicago Tribune on
June 25. The Chicago Tribune, June 25, said “certain grossly unfair decisions
affecting the score and the result that were made by Higham at Detroit,
coupled with the fact that his past record is not of the best, and his associates
no better, led to a watch on his movements.” The Sun (New York City), June
25, 1882, commented on the need to rid the game of gambling.

36. The umpires received $1,000 for the season. New York Clipper, Novem-
ber 25, 1882; Spalding’s Base Ball Guide.. for 1883, p. 87. The Higham affair
also may have had at least a temporary affect on behavior. On June 30 the
Detroit Evening News reprinted the following from the Saginaw Courier: “The
young men of this city have ceased betting on the base ball league games.
They have been “given a pointer on that” by Dick Higham, the expelled and
popular umpire of the Detroits.”

37. Could Higham have been the organizer of fixes or the contact person
with gamblers? After all, umpires then traveled with the club, stayed in team
hotel, and socialized with players—circumstances promoting familiarity
rather than independence. It is impossible to discern from the box scores and
cursory game reports patterns of play that would suggest the involvement of
particular players. However, the Wolverines shortstop and captain Mike
McGeary, was long rumored to be guilty of crooked play. Dasher Troy at
second and Alonzo Knight in right were very erratic fielders.

38. Higham was not the first professional umpired accused of dishonesty
on the field. In 1878 the Buffalo Express charged International League umpire
George Campbell with selling the June 12 Rochester at Buffalo game to gam-
blers. Campbell subsequently sued the paper, but wlien tie case vane Lo lial

on April 20, 1880, Campbell and his lawyers failed to appear, arguably an

admission of culpability. See Joseph M. Overfield, “A Dishonest Umpire?!!!,”
Baseball Digest, (May, 1963), pp. 47-49.

39. Former Hall of Fame historian Lee Allen wrote the long-accepted ver-
sion of the incident in a chapter on crookedness in early baseball entitled
“The Wansley Affair” in The Hot Stove League (New York: A. S. Barnes, 1955),
pp. 184-85. Allen stated that Thompson was “sick and tired of watching his
Wolverines lose games at which Higham officiated” and because of his sus-
picions” hired detectives who succeeded in intercepting two letters that
Higham had written and posted.” Others have followed Allen’s lead, most
notably Daniel E. Ginsburg, The Fix Is In: A History of Baseball Gambling and
Game Fixing Scandals (Jefferson, NC: McFarland, 1995), p. 56, who writes
that the meeting resulted after Thompson, concerned that “every close play
seemed to go against Detroit,” hired detectives to investigate Higham. There
is no evidence to support these basic assertions. With Higham as umpire, the
Wolverines were one game behind league-leading Providence, 16-9-1 overall
and 6-3-1 after the questionable series with the Grays; any public criticisms
of his umpiring were overwhelmingly that he favored Detroit. The Detroit
Evening News, June 19, observed that the club was “well satisfied with their
eastern trip in which they won 7 out of the 12 games played and retained their
position next [to] the leader.” Moreover, there is no evidence that Thompson
hired detectives to investigate Higham, and Allen’s assertions that the in-
criminating letter was “posted” and the handwriting verified by a single
expert are incorrect. Additionally, Orem, “Baseball,” p. 42, errs both in say-
ing that Higham “confessed” when presented with the evidence against him
and was expelled on June 30. Richard Bak, A Place for Summer: A Narrative
History of Tiger Stadium (Detroit: Wayne State University Press,1998), p. 30,
states inaccurately that Thompson “ordered” Higham's expulsion after it was
revealed he was “in cahoots with a group of Detroit gamblers.” Former sports
writer William D. Perrin wrote a remarkable version of the incident in a se-
ries of newspaper articles about early baseball in Providence, Rhode Island.
In the June 16, 1928 edition of the Providence Evening Bulletin, Perrin claims
the incriminating “note,” containing the names of local persons involved in
the fix, was found by a maid at the Narragansett Hotel in Providence where
Higham was staying and that she gave it to the hotel manager, who then
handed it over to baseball authorities. He further says that Higham signaled
the gamblers how to bet by placing a broom at various angles in the window
of a jewelery shop. The article also appears in Days of Greatness: Providence
Baseball, 1875-1885 (Cooperstown, NY: Society for American Baseball Re-
search, 1984), p. 21. Other than stating that the “note” was signed “Dick,”
Perrin’s version is fundamentally at odds with what is known about Higham’s
expulsion. However, the specificity and accuracy of his accounts of other
baseball events, combined with the facts that there were numerous jewelry
shops near the Narragansett Hotel and that Higham spent an appreciable
amount of time in Providence, raises the possibility that Perrin, writing 36
years after the fact, either confused the immediate cvents of 1882 with carlier
gambling activities in the city or had been given inaccurate information by
those familiar with local baseball history.

40. Spalding Collection, Harry Wright Correspondence 1878-1885, Volume
4, Item 35.

41. Identification Of Handwriting & Cross Examination Of Experts, M.K.
Mehta, Examiner of Questioned Documents, 4th Edition, N. M. Tripathi Pri-
vate Ltd., 1970, page 235.

42. Spink, The National Game (St. Louis, MO: The National Game Publish-
ing Co., 1910); Spalding, America’s National Game... . (New York: American
Spurls Publishing Company, 1911), p. 239; Richter, Richter's History and
Records of Base Ball.... (Philadelphia: privately published, 1914), p. 56.
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Characters, awe,the first byline, and making things happen

My Start in the
Newspaper Business

Eddie Gold

‘ i hen my brother Mickey fired me as an usher at

the Oriental Theatre, that ended my career in show
business. I then entered the world of journalism in the
exalted position of copy boy at the Chicago Sun- Times.
The date was January 12, 1951.

I was in awe as I glanced around the city room. At
one desk was chief photographer Tom Howard. He
once strapped a camera to his ankle and flashed the
execution of Ruth Judd, a shot that went around the
world.

At another desk was crime reporter Ray Brennan,
who chronicled the exploits of John Dillinger, Al
Capone, and Roger Touhy and was ready to spring into
action whenever another bullet-riddled body was dis-
covered in a trunk,

Huddlcd ncar thc phones were a pair of Jacks, re-
write man McPhaul and police reporter McGuire. They
had freed Mazcek from Stateville in a murder casc that
later became the film Call Northside 777, starring
James Stewart.

It seemed as if every copy editor sported green eye
shades and had a cigarctte across the ear, one in the
mouth and another in the ash tray—all lit at the same
time. If you looked closely, you could spot the whiskey
ealing (hrough their cups of coffee. Many chewed to-
bacco and the joint was sprinkled with spitloons. It was
nearing the end of the era of the street-smart reporter
who didn’t sport any college degrees, but you could
fire a cannon through the city room without hitting a
female reporter—sorry, Roz Russell.

One of my tasks was accompanying a photographer

Eddie Gold is a semi-retired sportswriter who still can’t finish a beer.

to ball games. I would lug “Big Bertha,” which must've
weighed about thirty-five pounds. It was used to zoom
in for closeups of baseball action. One time at Wrigley
Field, Cincinnati Reds manager Rogers Hornsby was
hitting fungoes and a ball skipped past him. I put down
Bertha, raced over, scooped up the ball, and tossed it to
Hornsby. The Rajah’s eyes were sparkling when he
said, “Nice play, son.”

I got my first byline at age seventeen. Herman
Kogan, our book editor, tossed The Chicago White Sox,
by Warren Brown, on my desk and told me to review it,
and added, “Let’s see if you can write.”

I sat at my typewriter and just stared. I didn’t start
typing until I was sweating blood. I wrote about the
Hitless Wonders, the Black Sox scandal, and went all
the way to the Go-Go Sox era. The next day [ was going
to hand it in, but retreated when I saw Kogan at his
desk. I waited until he departed before turning the
piece in. He never said anything to me, but that Sun-
day, my review appeared in the book section. I still
have the clipping.

A couple of days later my phone rang and it was the
dour Warren Brown. He said, “Good writeup,” and
hung up. Imagine getting a call from the sports colum-
nist of the Chicago American, who must've been an
apprentice o Gutenberg.

The following winter, 1 got a 83 raise (up from $2.80)
and was assigned to the sports department. I took
scores and race results, answered the phones, and
went for coffee. But I got a chance to rub elbows with
such baseball writers as Edgar Munzel, Jack Clarke,
Jerry Holtzman, and John C. Hoffman, who took a lik-
ing to me.
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One wintry evening Hoffman brought a visitor to the
sports department. He was a burr-headed, craggy-
faced gent named Bill Veeck, owner of the
downtrodden St. Louis Browns. Veeck was already
known for pumping life and fun into the game and
knocking the stuffiness out. He was a character, an in-
novator, a gagster, a man who lost a leg in World War
II but kept on smiling. He used his peg leg for an ash-
tray.

Anyway, Hoffman nudged Veeck, and said, “Eddie’s
the world’s greatest Cubs’ fan.”

“Oh, a horticulturist,” said Veeck, who had planted
the ivy at Wrigley Field.

After putting the paper to bed, we all retreated to the
Pall Mall Lounge, which was next to the Sun-Times
building. Although I was eighteen and looked fifteen, I
always carried a card of some guy born in Rock Hill,
Kansas, in 1927. I took a sip of beer, and at the same
time, Veeck put down his empty bottle. It was then I re-
alized I was out of my league.

The talk got around to Rollie Hemsley, a fun-loving
catcher who made stops with the Cubs and six other
teams during the 1930s and ’40s. The Cubs were in

New York for a series against the Giants and Dodgers.
“He was arrested three times in one night for being
drunk and disorderly,” recalled Veeck.

“[Cubs traveling secretary] Bob Lewis and I bailed
him out the first two times. When the desk sergeant
called the third time, we said, ‘We never heard of him’
and let him sleep it off.”

My next advancement was helping to dummy the
pages. Hoffman once walked in and found me flustered
by a lack of hot news items. “I'll call Frank Lane [the
White Sox general manager] and see if we could make
a trade with the Browns,” said Hoffman. Lane then
swapped infielder Willie Miranda to Veeck.

Several weeks later, I was short of juicy items. I
asked Hoffman if we could get Miranda back. Lane and
Veeck obliged me and Willie was back with the Sox.
How often does a pencil-pusher wield such power?

Veeck soon sold his Browns and the franchise was
shipped to Baltimore. I was shipped to Korea.

I remember sitting in my bunker, reading the Stars
and Stripes. One line caught my eye. It read: Home
run—Cubs: Banks.

I said, “Who the hell is Banks?”

The original Sidd Finch

Baseball has produced movre false messiahs than any other sport, from Ebenezer Beatin, “The Allentown Wonder,”
to Mo Solomon, “The Rabbi of Swat,” to Clint “Floppy” Hartung. But somehow we never quite abandon our faith that
there is, somewhere out there in the wilderness, the phenom who will appear to lead our team to victory. It is at the core
of baseball mythology. About the closest we’ll ever come (and who needs to come any closer?) is a big, ugly kid from
behind the walls of a training school in Baltimore, a “Babe” who redeemed the game in a dark time.

In baseball literature, this theme has been treated with reverence—Malamud’s Roy Hobbs. But there is perhaps an
even longer tradition of poking fun at our faith, as George Plimpton did with is April Fool’s phenom, the unhittable
would-be Met, Sidd Finch.

In 1887, the Chicago Mail introduced a prototype for Sidd Finch in the form of Teang Wong Foo, a “Coolie” from
the village of Uwachu in the Chinese province of Kiangton rumored to be bound for the White Stockings.

“It is extremely probable that when the Detroit baseball club again faces the Chicagoans, it will meet with such a terror
in the pitcher’s box as has never been known in baseball circles.”

The unknown writer offers this eyewitness account: “Yesterday afternoon the big pitcher was brought out in Hip Lung’s
cockroach pit and prepared to show what he could do. Three posts had been evected in a line ten feet apart. In line with
them was a nail half driven into an oak plank. Teang Foo took his position a few feet away from the first post, He then
looked over his left shoulder three times and then throwing his head around until he looked squarely behind him, he
at the same time delivered the ball. With a hum like a buzz-top the ball gracefully curved around the three posts, and
then, taking a straight shoot, hit the nail squarely on the head. Four times Teang Foo sent the ball cavorting around
the posts and on to the nail.”

As yet, there is no listing for Teang Wong Foo in the Baseball Encyclopedia. Maybe he’s having some kind of visa
problem.

—David McDonald
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There were actually four of them—they only played polo at one

The Polo Grounds

Stew Thornley

In any sport but baseball, identifying a specific sta-
dium by the diagram of its playing area would be
difficult, perhaps impossible. Standardization is a
staple in stadiums and arenas for sports like football,
hockey, and basketball. But baseball, from the begin-
ning, has felt less confined in determining its outer
reaches. In the days before enclosed stadiums, a river
or copse of trees could intrude upon a playing area.
When fences were erected, it was for the purpose of
charging admission to the game, and no standards ex-
isted for their height, their distance from home plate,
or for the shape they imposed upon the outfields.

Through most of baseball’s history, the contours of
playing areas have been distinctive. Often it has been
a matter of necessity. Ballparks wedged into the con-
fines of existing city blocks emerged with strange
shapes. Quirks in street schemes produced otherwise
inexplicable crannies. Where a building remained be-
cause team owners were unable to acquire and
demolish it, the outfield simply took a detour around it.
The result is that fans can tell where they are, whether
it's Fenway Park in Boston or Wrigley Field in Chicago.
Sometimes just a glance at a stadium diagram is suffi-
cient.

Stew Thornley is the author of Land of the Giants: New York’s Polo
Grounds, to be published by Temple University Press in fall, 2000.
This article is excerpted from his slide presentation, The Polo
Grounds—A Tale of Four Stadiums, which received the USA Today
Baseball Weekly Award as the best research presentation at the 1998
SABR National Convention in San Francisco.

Fenway Park, Boston

Wrigley Field, Chicago
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But even in a sport known for its curiously config-
ured stadiums, one in particular stands out.

Coogan’s Bluff. The vicinity of the escarpment, in Up-
per Harlem, a portion of northern Manhattan, was part
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Polo Grounds, New York

The Polo Grounds, an odd name for an odd stadium,
was home to several teams, most notably the New York
Giants until the team moved to San Francisco following
the 1957 season. Its horseshoe-shaped grandstand and
elongated playing area provided for ridiculously short
distances down the foul lines and equally ridiculous
long distances to the power alleys and center field.

So short were its foul-line distances that inches were
sometimes included in the measurements—279 feet, 8
inches to left; 257 feet, 8 inches to right. As for the dis-
tance in feet to center, the figure almost could have
been rounded to the nearest hundred.

But there’s much more {o the Polo Grounds than its
peculiar profile. Just as the New York AL team was
identified with its home, Yankee Stadium, and the
Dodgers were linked to Brooklyn’s Ebbets Field, the
Giants were identified with the Polo Grounds.

The Polo Grounds over a few decades became a
massive edifice, tucked in between the Harlem River
and an lofty outcropping of mica schist known as

of a farm granted by the British Crown to John
Gardiner in the early 1700s. It received its name after
one of Gardiner’s descendants, Harriet Gardiner
Lynch, married James J. Coogan, a politician who
would become Manhattan borough president in 1899.

When the New York Giants moved into Coogan’s
Hollow in 1889, the area was considered the outskirts
of town. Only in the past thirty years had the city even
begun laying out streets on the castern portion of Man-
hattan north of 155th Strect, the southern boundary of
the region. Not only that, it had been barely fifteen
years since the area occupied by the Polo Grounds was
anything more than river-bottom wetlands that were
more often than nol covered wilh water. Landfilling has
changed the size and shape of Manhattan ever since
the Dutch settled the area, and some of the island, in-
cluding this portion of it, sits on fill that was dumped
into the river.

But while land and strcets werce relatively new, this
part of town did have public transit, providing a way for
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fans to get to the games. Elevated railroads first served
the area in the 1880s, followed by subways in the twen-
tieth century.

Several parks bore the Polo Grounds name. The fi-
nal three were located beneath Coogan’s Bluff. But the
first stadium to use the name, and the only one on
which polo was actually played, was at the corner of
110th Street and Fifth Avenue, just north of Central
Park. Outdoor polo in America was first played here in
the 1870s, although the site was eventually taken over
by baseball. In 1883, these Polo Grounds became home
to two major-league teams—the Metropolitans of the
American Association and the National League team
then generally known simply as the New-Yorks.

The teams shared the venue over the course of three
seasons, and the main diamond in the southeast corner
of the property had a lavish and expansive grandstand.
During much of the 1883 season, though, the Metro-
politans played their games on a far-inferior diamond
toward the southwest corner of the property.

When both the Metropolitans and the National
League team played at home at the same time—there
were a couple of stretches during the 1883 season
when this happened—a flimsy canvas-covered portable
fence was brought in to separate the diamonds. Under
rules of the day, batted or thrown balls going under the
fence remained in play, causing the odd scene of an
outfielder emerging into the opposing field in pursuit
of a ball. Outfielders proved agile and adept at getting
under the fence and to the fugitive balls. Although bat-
ted balls frequently made it under the canvas divider,
none ended up as a home run.

However, the canvas fence did restrict the field of
play to the point of producing the first over-the-fence
home runs at the Polo Grounds. It even caused some
batters to adjust their batting style. Regarding one
National League game when the barrier was up, the
New York Tribune said, “‘Sky-scrapers’ were more nu-
merous than ‘daisy-cutters’... There was little scientific
place batting.”

The Giants played at 110th and Fifth until 1888. In
early 1889, the city cut a street through the site and
ended the life of the original Polo Grounds.

The Giants moved uptown to the southern parcel of
Coogan'’s Hollow. Also known as Manhattan Field, from
the beginning it was called the New Polo Grounds. The
park was hastily constructed and was in barren condi-
tion when the Giants moved into it in July, 1889.
Construction continued, and by 1890, the park became
a fairly elaborate structure,

In 1890, the Giants had a new next-door neighbor.
The New York Players’ League club built its stadium

immediately to the north of the Polo Grounds. When
the league folded after a single season, the Giants
abandoned their diamond and moved north into Broth-
erhood Park, which became the Polo Grounds as the
abandoned park reverted to Manhattan Field. The
older strucure remained throughout the 1890s before
being torn down. Even as a vacant lot, the site was still
referred to as Manhattan Field, and it hosted cricket
matches and other events.

The Giants used this third Polo Grounds for more
than twenty years. This was the ballpark of Christy
Mathewson and the 1905 World Series and Merkle’s
Boner. But in 1911 the grandstand burned. It was re-
placed, on the same spot, by a steel and concrete
structure, the fourth Polo Grounds—the one modern
fans remember, the Polo Grounds of Carl Hubbell and
Bobby Thomson, and the Amazin’ Mets.

Its odd dimensions, with extremes of both shortness
and length, raise the question of whether the Polo
Grounds was a park that favored hitters or pitchers.
The answer is both. In terms of overall offense, the
Polo Grounds was about neutral, perhaps even favoring
pitchers. But in terms of home runs, it was a haven for
the long ball. It was the friendliest home run park of
any post-1914 baseball stadium until Coors Field came
along in Denver in 1995.

One of the factors contributing to home runs at the
Polo Grounds was the upper deck in left field, which
overhung the lower deck by twenty-one feet. That’s an
incredible overbite, which turned a lot of seemingly
easy fly balls into home runs as they’d settle into the
upper deck when they may not otherwise have reached
the seats in the lower deck.

The Polo Grounds was also used for football. It was
the home of pro teams such as the Giants and the AFL
Titans/Jets and was a regular host for the Army-Navy
game for many years and the site of many Notre Dame
football games, including the one in which the Four
Horsemen were christened. Through the years, this
Polo Grounds was the site of boxing matches, auto
races, winter carnivals with ski slopes erected, reli-
gious rallies, rodeos, soccer, tennis, and opera.

The Mets expected to use the Polo Grounds only in
their inaugural season of 1962. But when Shea Stadium
wasn't ready for 1963, the Polo Grounds got a reprieve.
It was torn down in 1964.

A housing project, the Polo Grounds Towers, now
occupies the site. Many of the residents are too young
to remember the Polo Grounds, but a plaque erected to
mark the approximate site of home plate at least pro-
vides them with a reminder of how hallowed this
ground is.
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Polo Ground Park Factors

Polo Grounds I as used by National League (Giants) 1883-1888 (Southeast diamond)

Run factor: 92 Home run factor: 71
Home (360 games) Road (357 games
Runs/game: 9.90 Runs/game: 10.74
Home runs/game .370 Home runs/game .529
Polo Grounds II, used by Giants 1889-1890
Run factor: 98 Home run factor: 54
Home (129 games) Road (137 games
Runs/game: 11.22 Runs/game: 11.60
Home runs/game .333 Home runs/game .628
Polo Grounds III used by Giants 1891-1910
Run factor: 97 Home run factor: 134
Home (1,478 games) Road (1,449 games)
Runs/game: 9.47 Runs/game: 9.79
Home runs/game .445 Home runs/game .333
Polo Grounds IV, as used by Yankees 1913-1922
Run factor: 101 Home run factor: 197
Home (762 games) Road (741 games)
Runs/game: 8,19 Runs/game: 8.08
Home runs/game .819 Home runs/game .420
Polo Grounds 1V, as used by Giants 1911-1957
Run factor: 97 Home run factor: 170
Home (3,596 games) Road (3,610 games)
Runs/game: 8.72 Runs/game: 9.00
Home runs/game 1.58 Home runs/game .932
Polo Grounds IV, as used by Mets 1962-1963
Run factor: 110 Home run factor: 162
Home (161 games) Road (162 games)
Runs/game: 9.33 Runs/game: 8.26
Home runs/game 2.28 Home runs/game 1.37

Total Polo Grounds IV, all teams 1911-1957 and 1962-1963

Home (4,519 games) Road (4,513 games)
Runs/game: 8.65 Runs/game: 8.82
Home runs/game 1.47 Home runs/game .864

Polo Grounds Players

Babe Ruth Mel Ott
1920-22 Polo Grounds 1926-47 Polo Grounds
Games HR/G BA OBP SA Games HR/G BA OBP SA
Home 197 .38 379 .505 .849 Home 1,368 .24 297 421 .558
Road 207 .35 .349 .490 751 Road 1,362 14 311 407 .510
1923-32 Yankee Stadium Willie Mays

Games HR/G BA OBP SA 1951-52, 1954-57 Polo Grounds
Home 714 31 .355 489 .708 Games HR/G BA OBP SA
Road 704 .33 .355 485 715 Home 381 .25 319 391 .592
Road 381 24 .304 .386 .579

THE NATIoONAL PASTIME



The Coveleski brother act

Harry and Stanley

Dave Anderson

Before the Niekros, Phil and Joe with
539 wins; before the Perrys, Gaylord and
Jim with 529 wins; came the brothers
Coveleski with 296 wins. Most baseball
fans know of Stanley Coveleski’s 215-win
Hall of Fame career, but few know much
about his older brother Harry, who was a
baseball hero in his own right.

The clan Coveleski lived in Shamokin,
Pennsylvania, where the patriarch was a
Polish immigrant coal miner. Like many
big league stars of the early twentieth cen-
tury, Harry and Stanley used their
considerable baseball talents to escape the
grime and danger of the mines.

Harry Coveleski was one of the first
Polish-Americans to make the big leagues.
He was 1-0 in 1907 with the Philadelphia
Phillies, but made his mark the next year.
The 1908 season was one of the most ex-
citing in baseball history. Both pennant
races involved multiple teams and went
down to the last game of the season. In the
National League, the Chicago Cubs won
the pennant—and went on to take their
last World Championship. That could not
have happened without the efforts of
Harry “The Giant Killer” Coveleski.

Virtually a rookie, Harry’s first start of

Dave Anderson is is the author of More Than
Merkle, a book about the 1908 baseball season. It was
published by the University of Nebraska Press in early
2000.
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1908 was against the Giants. He was bombed and sent
back to the minors for seasoning. In September he
came back up and in one of the most astonishing feats
of late-season clutch pitching ever, won his nickname
by beating New York three times in five days.

(Coveleski was not the only player to earn the nick-
name in 1908, Cub pitcher Jack Pfiester, the Cub
starter in the infamous Merkle Game in September,
was dubbed “Giant Killer” by the Chicago Tribune after
he won key games during July and August.)

Harry’s first win came September 29 in the second
game of a doubleheader. He threw a six-hitter before a
Polo Grounds crowd of 19,000, winning, 7-0

Two days later on October 1, he took the mound
against the Giants in Philadelphia, again in a second
game of a doubleheader. This time he threw a four hit-
ter, winning 6-2. The frustration felt by the Giants and
New York fans is evident in this comment from the
New York Herald:

The only way in which McGraw can beat that
gentleman with the Russian suffix to his name,
which is pronounced like an automobile with
its muffler off, running on three cylinders, is to
dress the team in kimonos and disguise them
as Japs. Then, if the same disguised ballplayers
make a noise like the Mikado’s army,
Coveleskie might dig for the tall timber.

The writer’s reference to the Japanese was in the
context of that nation’s victory over Imperial Russia in
the recent Russo-Japanese War.

Coveleski’s next win came after a day of rest, against
none other than the immortal Christy Mathewson.
Matty won 37 games in 1908, with eleven shutouts and
a microscopic 1.43 ERA. But it was his error in the fifth
inning that let in the Phillies’ winning run. The Giants
did not go down easy. Leading 3-2 in the ninth,
Coveleski was in a jam. New York had runners on sec-
ond and third and none out.

The Giants batter was “Turkey Mike” Donlin, one of
the best hitters in the league and fearsome in the
clutch. Donlin and his .334 batting average were re-
tired on a pop fly. The next hitter, Cy Seymour,
grounded into a fielder’s choice when the runner on
third, “Moose” McCormick, was retired in a rundown.
Art Dcevlin struck out to end the game and give Harry
something to write home about.

Again the New York Herald expressed chagrin:

If the Giants lose the pennant, Coveleski de-
serves the credit for defeating them. He seems
to have the Indian sign on the stickers, big and
little, from Coogan’s Bluff. He hails from
Shamokin, Pennsylvania, in the coal field, and
is a Polak.

Harry’s 4-1 mark in 1908 was his best effort in the
National League. In 1909 and 1910, he was 6-10 and
1-1. He did not return to the majors until 1914. As a
member of the American League Detroit Tigers,
Coveleski won 22 games in 1914, 22 in 1915, and 21 in
1916. He retired in 1918 with an 81-55 career mark.

A measure of mystery surrounds Coveleski’s depar-
ture from the National League and the rapid loss of his
skill. It may have had something to do with psychologi-
cal warfare conducted by Giant manager John McGraw
who wrote the text for the “don’t get mad, get even”
school of thought. McGraw never forgave nor forgot
what Harry Coveleski did to his ball club.

Giants players claim they ran Coveleski out of the
league because of Harry’s habit of chewing on sausage
during games. He allegedly kept the kielbasa in his
pocket. New York outfielder Fred Snodgrass says
McGraw told them to ask Harry for a chew of sausage.
The repeated requests so unnerved him that he lost his
edge as a pitcher.

The Coveleski clan vehemently denied the tale. Stan
was fond of saying, “In baseball it’s tomorrow that
counts. You worry all the time. It never ends. Lord,
baseball is a worrying thing.” One thing Stan did not
worry about was the story about his brother. He
bluntly said it was a bunch of bull.

As Harry’s career was winding down, Stan was be-
ginning to assert dominance in the American League.
For eleven consecutive years, his wins were in double
digits, and he notched 20-game seasons for Cleveland
from 1918 through 1921, During the 1920 World Series
Stan won three games with a 0.67 earned run average,
and in one game against Brooklyn threw only 72
pitches. He was traded to Washington and was 20-5 for
the American League Champion Senators in 1925. He
was 0-2 in the World Series against Pittshurgh.

The Coveleski brothers were close. They faced each
other only once, and that was in an exhibition game.
While they were both in the American League, Harry
and Stan refused to pitch against each other, arguing
that no matter who won there would be fans who be-
lieved the loser was not giving an honest effort.

Stan’s selection to the Baseball Hall of Fame in 1969
was richly deserved. His 215 wins, a reputation for pin-
point control, and his 1920 World Series performance
gave Harry’'s younger brother baseball immortality.

Harry died in Shamokin in 1950 at the age of 64.
Stanley passed away in South Bend, Indiana, in 1984.
He was 94 years old. Coveleski Regional Stadium
stands in South Bend today, home of the South Bend
Silverhawks, a Class A affiliate of the Arizona Dia-
mondbacks. The facility also hosts high school games
and is an Indiana State High School Baseball sectional
and regional site.

The careers of the Coveleski brothers were a land-
mark in early baseball history. They were among the
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Stan Coveleski

first Polish-American baseball stars, preparing the way and others. Among brother combinations they rank
for successors such as Al Simmons (Aloys Szymanski), fifth all time in wins, and hold the distinction of having
Stan “The Man” Musial, “Moose” Skowron, Ted eight twenty-win seasons between them. Not bad for a
Kluszewski, Greg “Bull” Luzinski, Carl Yastrzemski, couple of mining town kids.
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A slow rise and a quick fall

The Hawaili Winter
League
1993-1997

Frank Ardolino

The following short history of the Hawaii Winter
League does not attempt to trace the pennant races or
to detail the feats of individual players and teams. In-
stead, it describes the steady growth the league
experienced from its inception in 1993 to its unfortu-
nate demise after the 1997 season. The story of the
league follows the exciting pattern of a fledgling orga-
nization with high hopes slowly creating an
international flavor by attracting top major league pros-
pects and players from Asian countries. The most
interesting aspect of the Hawaii Winter League was the
effort its officials and players made to develop a sense
of community support for the league. The five years of
its existence, during which attendance rose by forty
percent, were characterized by innovative promotional
and ticket policies, improved facilities, and the intro-
duction of a new team playing at a historic ballpark. All
indications were positive—until the sudden folding of
the league.

So much in Hawaiian sports history concerns unfor-
tunate endings. The centrally located Honolulu
Stadium, which served as the major venue for sports
events from 1926 to 1975 and is now a heavily used
urban park, has been replaced by a rusting, cavernous,
and disadvantageously located Aloha Stadium, which
excites no close community identification. The depar-
ture of the minor league franchise Hawaii Islanders in
1987 after twenty-seven years in the Islands left a big
gap in the Hawaiian professional baseball scene. The

Frank Ardolino teaches Shakespeare at the university of Hawaii. He
is researching the appearance of Shakespearean quotations in sports
films..

heralded appearance in April, 1997 of the St.Louis Car-
dinals and San Diego Padres in a three-game series
that counted in the standings drew 77,432 fans, but the
promised return of teams for more big league games in
subsequent seasons has not occurred. Only the Hawaii
Winter League was providing regular professional
games and when it folded paradise was indeed dimin-
ished.

1993—The Hawaii Winter Baseball League was estab-
lished as a third alternative to the Latin-American
leagues and the Arizona Winter League. It was a league
to which the majors could send their A and Double-A
prospects. It was also viewed as the means of returning
professional baseball to Hawaii. After a false start in
1992, Duane Kurisu, a local boy from Hilo who made
his money in real estate, launched the new league,
which he hoped would not only be profitable but also
socially useful. “I look at this as less of a business and
more of a dream, a chance to make a positive differ-
ence in the world...Hawaii Winter Baseball will bring
people together...I want it to be like in Field of Dreams.
One of the players will say, ‘Is this heaven?” And I’ll
say, ‘No it’s Hawaii.” It’s a cliché that Hawaii is a melt-
ing pot—but now this is a melting pot for baseball.”

Bob Berg, the president of the league, declared that
“Everybody is going to want to send their prospects
here. I see this as a step toward having a true World
Series.”

In the first season, seventeen major league teams
and six Asian teams sent ninety-six players, who were
organized into four teams on four islands: the Hilo
Stars (Hawaii); the Honolulu Sharks (Oahu); the Maui
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Stingrays, and the Kauai Emeralds. The Hilo Stars,
whose roster was composed of players from Japanese
teams, were managed by Tim Ireland of the Milwaukee
Brewers and played at Vulcan Stadium, capacity 1,415.
The Sharks, managed by local hero Lennie Sakata of
the Anaheim Angels, who appeared in the 1984 World
Series for the Orioles, played at the University of
Hawaii’s Rainbow Stadium, capacity 4,312. The Stin-
grays, managed by Carlos Alfonso of the San Francisco
Giants, played at War Memorial Stadium, capacity
3,112. The Emeralds, managed by Trent Jewett of the
Pittsburgh Pirates and composed of a mixture of play-
ers from the United States, Korea, and Taiwan, played
at Lihue’s Vidihna Stadium, capacity 551, which had no
lights. The season consisted of fifty-four games played
over ten weeks from mid October to mid-December.

League officials hoped to draw about 100,000 specta-
tors for the season. The first week’s attendance of 9,859
was close to the goal of 10,000 a week, but the league
never fulfilled its financial expectations, attracting only
53,383 and sustaining a six-figure loss. The big hope
was Rainbow Stadium, where the Sharks had thirty-six
home games. Instead of drawing the projected 1,500
per game, the Sharks averaged only 648. The Maui
Stingrays were the most popular team, averaging 865
fans for twenty-three home games. Traffic jams, lack of
publicity, and bad facilities at several of the fields con-
tributed to the attendance problems.

Because of the financial problems, rained-out games
were not rescheduled. As a result, the teams ended up
playing an unequal number of games. The Hilo Stars,
who won the championship by two games, played only
forty-eight games compared to the second-place
Sharks’ full season of fifty-four, while Kaui and Maui
got to play fifty-two and fifty games, respectively. De-
spite the problems, Brent Lutz, the Sharks’ first
baseman, summed up the players’ perspective on the
international quality of the league when he said, “Base-
ball is a common language. The guys on the teams said
they really enjoyed playing with the foreign players. I
met a lot of new guys, made some friends and learned
alot.”

1994—The second season was notable for the in-
creased number of teams sending players, the
introduction of season ticket packages and an All Star
game, and the signing of two women players. The
league provided more innovative promotional ploys
such as $75 season-ticket packages that included bingo
games for winning trips to Las Vegas, Hawaii’s favorite
vacation spot. The Sharks doubled their season ticket
holders from 500 to 1,000. In addition, there were ten-
game packages (850 reserved, $35 general admission)
and a 817 youth pass for the twenty-seven home games
and All-Star Game.

The number of major league teams sending players

increased to twenty-one with the inclusion of the Dodg-
ers, Marlins, Red Sox, and Yankees. In addition, six
Korean and six Japanese teams provided a total of
twenty-six players, who were spread among the four
teams, instead of being concentrated on the Hilo
squad.

The ninety-seven players represented a mixture of
hopefuls, local heroes, and famous names. The Sharks
had four members who had played scholastic ball in
Hawaii: Matt Apana, Todd Takayoshi, Ben Agbayani,
and Joey Meyer. Meyer, who played in the majors for
two years (1988-89) with the Brewers, was a great fa-
vorite in the Islands, noted for his prodigious home
runs. Players with famous names included third sack-
ers Aaron Boone, son of Bob Boone, and Preston
Wilson, stepson of Mookie Wilson; pitcher Todd
Blyleven, son of Bert Blyleven; and Craig Griffey,
brother of Ken Griffey Jr.

The biggest innovation for 1994 was the signing by
the Maui Stingrays of Julie Croteau and Lee Anne
Ketchum, who became the first women to play on a
men’s professional team. Both women had played for
the Colorado Silver Bullets the previous summer, and
both had extensive experience competing in embattled
situations. Croteau, a twenty-three-year old, 5-foot-8,
130 pound first baseman, lost a court battle to play on
her high school boys’ team, but she became the first
woman to play for and coach NCAA men’s teams—Di-
vision III St. Mary’s College in Maryland and Division
III Western New England College in Massachusetts,
respectively. The twenty-four-year-old Lee Anne
Ketchum, a 5-foot-4, 150 pound righthanded pitcher,
did get to play for her high school boys’ team for two
years and compiled a record of 12-5 with six saves.
With the Silver Bullets, who were 6-38 for the season,
she won five, and in one game she struck out 14, throw-
ing her fastball in the 80s.

Although they received a lot of publicity when they
signed to play in the Hawaii Winter League, the two
women did not get much playing time. Croteau ap-
peared in ten games and went 1-for-10 with no RBIs, no
runs scored, one walk, and two Ks. Ketchum pitched in
eight games, had an 0-0 record, with no saves and an
ERA of 7.71. She yielded ten runs, six earned, 15 hits
in seven innings, three homers and four walks, and
struck out three.

In the inaugural All Star Game played before 2,263
fans at Rainbow Stadium on November 18, the USA
team defeated the International squad, 6-4, in ten in-
nings. In the final and deciding game of the season, the
Kauai Emeralds won the championship by defeating
the Sharks, 2-0, on second baseman Hiroki Kokubo’s
two-run homer. The Emeralds, who overcame a dismal
1-6 start, finished at 29-21 (.580) to win by three per-
centage points over the Maui Stingrays. Kokubo was
the league MVP, winning the batting title with a .370 av-
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erage, getting the most hits (74) and most doubles
(21), and compiling the best on-base percentage (.429).

The 1994 season provided proof that there was a ris-
ing market for the Hawaii Winter League, as
attendance increased by 16,150 to 69,533. Another in-
dication of the league’s success as a professional
showcase was evinced by the naming of seventeen of
its players to the forty-man rosters of their respective
major league organizations.

1995—Total attendance increased forty-seven percent
to 106,787, not only as a result of the league’s growing
popularity but also because of the replacement of the
Kauai team by the West Oahu CaneFires. The Kaui
Emeralds had averaged fewer than 100 fans per game
at their tiny ballpark. The CaneFires, on the other
hand, played their home games at historic Hans
L’Orange Park in Waipahu, which had a capacity of
2,200, plus additional seats on the grass for $1. Hans
L’'Orange Park was named for the son of a Norwegian
sea captain who came to Hawaii in 1912 and began
working for the Oahu Sugar Company. He convinced
the company to give him several acres of low-yield
sugar fields to build a community center and field in
1924. The field was renamed in honor of L'Orange in
1955, two years before he retired after forty-five years
with the company. In 1995, the field was renovated for
the CaneFires and quickly became an ideal Hawaiian
site to watch ballgames. To help the fans root for the
CareFires, City Councilman Mufi Hanneman com-
posed a local Hawaiian version of the baseball anthem,
“Take Me Out to the Ballgame”:

Take me out to the baligame,
Take me out to Hans L'Orange.
Buy me some li hing mui and spam musubi,
You can bet that I'll always be back.
So its root, root for the CaneFires, if we don’t win, we
make A.

The season ended with Maui defeating the Sharks,
4-3, in the newly instituted championship game be-
tween the two teams with the best records. Before
1,846 fans at Hans L'Orange Park, former University of
Hawaii pitcher Joey Vierra held the Sharks to seven
hits, striking out six and walking only one, and was
voted the MVP of the game.

1996—Additional promotional ploys were created. A
new ticket program, entitled “Baseball Bucks,” fea-
tured charitable organizations selling booklets of four
general admission tickets for $20, with half of that sum
counting as a charitable donation. Also, players in-
creased their school visits, and a half-hour weekly TV
program, “The Road to the Show,” featured highlights
of the games and profiles of the players.

The major leagues demonstrated their continuing
interest in the Winter League by signing a three-year
extension of their agreement. Twenty-one big league
and Asian teams sent 104 players, and the rosters of
each team were increased to twenty-eight to accommo-
date more players and to expand the pitching staffs in
order to save arms. The quality of league play was en-
hanced by the assigning of nine top draft picks and ten
first-round choices. The league also began a new divi-
sional format, with the Sharks and CaneFires in the
Outrigger Division, and the Stingrays and Stars in the
Volcano Division. The championship was won by
Maui, which defeated Honolulu, 6-4. As a result of
these measures, attendance increased by 7,000 to
113,000, even with eight rained-out games that were
not replayed. League officials speculated that atten-
dance would have been 120,000 over a full season.

1997—Corporate sponsors such as the Bank of Ha-
waii and the First Hawaiian Bank played bigger roles in
special promotions. One of these involved a “Picnic at
the Park,” where for $25 a fan was treated to barbecue
chicken, hamburger, and hot dogs, plus corn on the
cob, baked beans, soda and/or beer. As another gastro-
nomic incentive, hot dogs were sold for a quarter each
at all Wednesday games with a limit of four per order.
The four teams hired new managers, all with major
league experience: Dave Anderson (Sharks), Tom
Lawless (CaneFires), Joe Ferguson (Maui), and Jim
Byrd (Hilo). In addition, the league signed five pitchers
who had high school and college baseball careers in
Hawaii: Matt Apana, Paul Ah Yat, Mike McCutcheon,
Onan Masaoka, and Kyle Kawabata. There was TV cov-
erage of the games in Japan. In the title game, the
Honolulu Sharks finally won the championship by de-
feating Hilo, 9-8, before 12,000 fans at Hans IOrange
Park.

When the season ended all the signs pointed to
growing popularity and success. The attendance had
risen by twenty percent to 136,270, fifty-two players
from the league had earned major league roster spots,
and expansion to six teams was in the offing.

In light of all this, fans were stunned to learn that the
Hawaii Winter Baseball League was folding. The cause
was financial disagreement with the major leagues.
The Winter League wanted the major leagues to pay
more than ten percent of players’ salaries. The league
already had to pay ninety percent of the salaries for
players, umps, and coaches, as well as all expenses for
bats, balls, per diems, and transportation and housing
costs. As a result, league expenses ran from $750,000
to $1,000,000 per annum, with losses from inception to-
taling between $5 and $8 million. League officials
argued that the Hawaii Winter League was the only
minor league in the United States that had to pay sala-
ries and expenses, and if the big leagues paid $10,000
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to $20,000 per team, the operation would be solvent.
The majors refused, and Duane Kurisu pulled the plug.

The end came not with a bang, but with nary a whim-
per. The major leagues never explained their stance,
and there was little public reaction from disappointed
fans.

Hawaii Winter League officials did express their an-
ger at the lack of recognition from the big leagues.
Perhaps league president Frank Kudo said it best:
“This is about equity. They are treating us like Venezu-

ela or the Dominican League. We felt like we were sub-
sidizing Major League Baseball. It should be the other
way around.”

The league kept an office open for two months after
its closing in the forlorn hope that the major leagues
would supply the needed money. They never did. Ap-
propriately, the office was on the second floor of a
building overlooking what used to be right field in old
Honolulu Stadium.

Hawaii Winter League Leaders

Team Champions

1993 Hilo Stars

1994 Kauai Emeralds
1995 Maui Stingrays
1996 Maui Stingrays
1997 Honolulu Sharks

Batting Champions

1993 Chad Foaville Maui .336
1994 Hiroki Kokubo Kauai .370
1995 D.J. Boston Honolulu .347
1996 Brad Fullmer Honolulu .333
1997 Nobuhiko Matsunaka West Oahu 372

Home Run Champions

1993 Ernie Young Kauai 11

1994 David Kennedy Kauai 13

1995 Derek Gibson Maui

1996 Gabe Kapler West oahu

1997 Calvin Pickering Maui 10
Jim Chamblee West Oahu 10

RBI Champions

1993 Ernie Young Kauai 37

1994 David Kennedy Kauai 36

1995 Preston Wilson Maui 30

1996 Brad Fullmer Honolulu 41

1997 Nobuhiko Matsunaka West Oahu 37

Lowest Earned Run Average

1993 Joe Ganote Honolulu 2.04
1994 Hidekazu Watanabe Kauai 0.98
1995 Noe Najera Honolulu 1.87
1996 Masao Teramae Honolulu 1.50
1997 Darrin Babineaux Maui 1.35
Most Wins
1993 Brian Harrison Honolulu 5-3
Dukyeoma Ka Kauai 53
1994 Hidekazu Watanabe Kauai 8-0
1995 Ryan Hancock West Oahu 51
1996 Masahiro Sakumoto Maui 5-0
Keizaburoh Tanoue Maui 5-0
1997 Paul O’Malley Hilo 44
Luther Hackman Maui 4-3
Keith Evans West Oahu 4-3
Shinji Kurano West Oahu 4-5
Philip Grundy West Oahu 4-3
Most Strikeouts
1993 Dukyeoma Ka Kauai 55
1994 Hidekazu Watanabe Kauai 77
1995 Joey Viera Maui 59
1996 Hideki Okajima Honolulu 46
1997 Junichi Kawahara Honolulu 68
Most Saves
1993 Jeff McCurry Kauai 9
1994 Barry Goldman Honolulu 10
1995 Bryan Wolff Honolulu 8
1996 Justin Speier West Oahu 10
1997 Ryan Kohlmeier Maui 8
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Swede Hollow’s big leaguer

Finding Andy Nelson

Bob Tholkes

There are only a few remaining baseball “mystery
men” —players who appeared in the big leagues since
1900 about whom we have no basic biographical infor-
mation. Until recently, Andy Nelson was one of them.
This is Andy’s story, and the story of how we dug it—
or most of it—out.

Swede Hollow was an immigrant settlement which
squatted for a century in Phalen Creek ravine on the
east side of St. Paul, Minnesota. The city pretended
officially that it was not there. Newcomers found a
polyglot of wooden dwellings, unhampered in their
construction by building or sanitary regulations and
undisturbed by the usual city services. When they
were financially able, residents moved “up the street”
and out of the ravine, a tangible manifestation of up-
ward mobility.

We now know that Ole and Elna Nelson and their
four children arrived in St. Paul from Sweden in the
early 1880s and found their way to Swede Hollow. Two
more children were born there, Andy on November 30,
1884, and Frank in 1891. When the older children
could work and pay rent, the family moved “up the
street” in 1893.

Baseball permeated the summers of St. Paul boys at
the turn of the century. In May, age-group teams would
form and advertise in the papers requesting that cap-
tains of other teams contact their captains to schedule
games. Boys often had older brothers or fathers play-
ing either on independent nines or industrial league
teams.

Bob Tholkes s active in Minnesota’s Halsey Hall Chapter and on the
Biographical Research Committee. Ile founded the Chapler's vintage
baseball team, the Quicksteps.

This was undoubtedly Andy’s background when he
surfaced in May, 1903, as a pitcher for the Parlor Cloth-
ing Company. At age eighteen he was competing with
adults for the first time. A family picture taken at the
time shows a strapping fellow of 6 foot 2 or 3. Parlor
Clothing played other independents and town teams.
Andy was competitive, winning a few and losing a few.
The remainder of his amateur career is a blank. In
1906, if not before, he began playing semipro ball in the
Dakotas. The connection with that area may have been
older brother Nels, who sometime during the decade
moved to Dickinson, North Dakota.

Andy pitched for Leeds of the North Dakota Central
League in 1907. By the time the club’s season ended on
July 19, he was exhibiting more stuff than the average
Central League team could handle, striking out 21
Lakota batters in a game on July 1. The earliest of the
fifty postcards that Andy sent home during his travels
depicts a match in progress between Leeds and its ri-
val from Cando. Only players, a bench, and an umpire
are in camera range. The field is apparently a con-
verted patch of prairie, with not a tree or a building in
sight.

This exposure was sufficient to earn Andy the atten-
tion of the Chicago White Sox. In March, 1908, owner
Charles Comiskey dispatched veteran hurler Roy
Patterson, who was nursing a sore arm, to look the
youngster over. Comiskey seems to have considered
the Upper Midwest his particular scouting ground. He
had operated the St. Paul team in the Western League
before transferring it to Chicago in 1900. Players from
Minnesota and Wisconsin dotted his lineups.
Patterson, himself from St. Croix Falls, Wisconsin,
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liked what he saw, and in early April, Nelson was off to
Sioux City, lowa, to join the White Sox seconds, hope-
fuls who had accompanied the regulars to spring
training in California, and were now working their way
back, stopping to play exhibitions. A few would be kept
on after the start of the regular season in case the regu-
lars faltered or injuries occurred.

What made such a raw recruit worth a tryout? He
was big, strong, and lefthanded. Major league teams at
the tiime commonly took young players with potential
under their wings. Besides, the White Sox were mak-
ing only a minimal investment. Nelson could be
released without further compensation at any time. At
twenty-three, he wasn’t particularly young, but shaving
a year or two off his actual age would certainly have
been in keeping with baseball tradition.

After debuting in relief at Omaha, Nelson started at
Burlington, Iowa, and pitched a complete-game, two-hit
shutout, striking out eleven, The Burlington Hawkeye
declared that he “plainly had ability enough to land in
high company,” and the Chicago Daily Journal wrote
that the “big Swedish southpaw from St. Paul” had “as-
tonished the natives of Burlington, Ia.,” and described
him as “the real goods and a genuine wonder” and as
a “large Scandinavian...with the speed of Waddell and
good control.” Typically for the times, much was made
of Nelson’s ethnicity throughout his baseball career.

Andy pitched again in Decatur, Iowa, and reached
the big city around April 15. Chicago made an obvious
impression on him. The event worth recording on his
postcard of April 18 was that 18,000 people had at-
tended the opener. This postcard, like the others, was
sent to sister Ingrid Johnson and her husband Nels at
their apartment above Nels’ saloon. References in the
postcards indicate that Nelson was writing letters as
well as sending the penny postcards, which mostly fea-
turcd picturces ot local sights. The failure of these
letters to survive is unfortunate. The postcards indi-
cate that Andy was an interesting, articulate writer.

Nelson had shown cnough, and the White Sox were
short of healthy pitchers. He was retained. In May, he
was placed on the roster, and accompanied the team on
its first eastern swing. Postcards came from each new
city. He wrole that he “played Broadway off the
boards,” whatever that meant in 1908. In Washington,
he visited the other St, ’aul east-sider in the majors,
Hank Gehring of the Nationals. His homelown newspa
per meanwhile had noticed his success. The St. Paul
Dispatch on May 14 notified the public that he was with
the Sox but, instead of extolling his promise, humor-
ously emphasized his ethnicity:

Nelson...was taken on the Eastern trip with
the Sox...Nelson is said to have new Swedish
movements of the curved variety, besides
more speed than ever before shot out of

Stockholm. Mr. Nelson is a modest youth.
Comiskey asked him how he fooled the bats-
men. “Dat is easy,” answered Mr. Nelson. “Aye
peetch dat ball so fast dat de catcher skal have
it before da batter is on de yob.” “But what if
they are hitting speed?” queried the Old Ro-
man. “Den,” said Mr. Nelson, “Aye tak two
throws at dem, and de two throws togedder
skal mak de speed twice so fast as one.”

In Boston, he got into his first game, a lopsided 16-
5 loss on Tuesday, May 26, in front of Ban Johnson and
a crowd of 6,323. He pitched the seventh and eighth
innings. Gavvy Cravath walked to lead off the seventh
but was caught stealing. Fielder Jones then made a
spectacular running, barehanded catch of Doc
Gessler’s liner to right-center. With two outs, if rather
unconvincing ones, under his belt, Nelson then struck
out Bob Unglaub. In the eighth, Heinie Wagner singled
with one out, but Nelson retired the eighth and ninth
hitters to finish his first assignment unscathed.

From Boston the White Sox headed back to Chicago.
Nelson made his second and last appearance at home,
starting on Saturday, June 6, against Washington as a
last-minute replacement for veteran lefthander Nick
Altrock, who was having arm troubles. This was a great
opportunity. He would have the support of the home
crowd, and the Nationals were a weak-hitting team
whose starting lineup had several lefthanded hitters.

While the crowd was friendly (“Salvos of applause
greeted Andy Nelson,” the Chicago Tribune reported),
there were about 15,000 in the park watching his every
move. His career was on the line, and this wasn’t Leeds
or Burlington. Nelson was nervous. Charlie Dryden of
the Tribune wrote, “Our southpaw performed like an
inmate, pacing up and down his little cell, and thc game
dragged horribly.” In the tirst, Clyde Milan walked.
Ollie Pickering bunted safcly. Jim Dclahanty lined to
left and Otis Clymer forced Pickering, but Gabby
Street singled in Milan. Nervous or not, Nclson then
steadied sufficiently to prevent further damage until
the fourth inning. With one out, Dave Allizer walked,
stole second, and an out later scored on Jerry
Freeman’s single to right. There were two further
runs, uncarned, in the seventh. Pickering led off with
a single. Nelson then couldn’t ficld Delahanty’s bunt to
the right side, which rolled past Lim to second
baseman George Davis, who picked it up and threw it
into right field for a threc-base error, Pickering scor-
ing. Nelson then caught Clymer’s foul pop himself, but
Street squeezed Delahanty home. Altizer then singled
but was caught stealing to end the inning.

With the White Sox then trailing 4 to 1, that was it for
Nelson. The crowd went home happy, since the Sox
scored two in the eighth and two in thc ninth for the
win. Andy had surrendered two earned runs on three
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walks and ten hits—a “quality start” by today’s stan-
dards, but plainly unsatisfactory, especially the walks,
in 1908, a year when American League batters hit .239
and, coincidentally, pitchers had a collective ERA of
2.39.

The Washington Post was critical but correct about
Andy’s state of development: “Nelson, a young man
who hails from somewhere in the woods...is a green
lefthander who knows nothing about fielding bunts,
and made a mess of several...he did not seem to have
much speed, and only an ordinary curve ball.”

The White Sox, meanwhile, were getting back some
of their injured veteran pitchers, like Patterson and
Altrock, and could dispense with Nelson’s services. On
a tailender, his results—two earned runs in nine total
innings— may have earned him more innings, but the
White Sox intended to be contenders. Comiskey had
an informal relationship with the Des Moines Boosters,
who were struggling to escape the Western League’s
cellar. Nelson had almost landed in Des Moines in
April—the Des Moines Daily News announced his ac-
quisition—and on June 12 he was sent out. By the end
of the season he was certainly Des Moines property,
but in his postcard home on June 17 Andy writes that
he was “lcaned to Des Moines for a couple of
months...Comiskey wants me back before September”.

Nelson was belted around in that first game in Des
Moines, but was recognized to be out of condition. He
had not pitched regularly all season. It was mid-July
before he finally won a game, but when the Western
League season ended on September 15 his record was
seven wins and eight losses for a last place team, with
two five-hitters and a shutout. He batted .284, but fin-
ished last in pitchers’ fielding with a percentage of .879.
With the White Sox in the midst of the American
League’s incredible four-team pennant race of 1908,
there would be no recall to Chicago.

Nelson presumably returned to St. Paul for the off-
season, and reported to Des Moines in April, 1909. The
Boosters had acquired several new pitchers. Despite
throwing a no-hitter at a college team, Andy didn’t get
in a game after the start of the regular season and was
loaned to Fond du Lac of the Wisconsin-Illinois
League on May 19. Before leaving Des Moines, he ap-
peared in a team photo. This photo shows a distinctly
huskier individual than the lean, firmly-muscled young
fellow in the family photo. Nelson’s off-season training
may have been confined to Nels Johnson’s saloon.

Fond du Lac was a large step backward. The few
postcards home that summer were critical of his team-
mates. They finished sixth of eight. Andy was a
workhorse, third in the league in games pitched with
32, winning 17 and losing 15. His effectiveness waned
toward season’s end, perhaps from pitching too fre-
quently. The Fond du Lac Commonwealth criticized
team management for overworking its few effective

starters. The paper assigned him the nickname “Bat-
tler” because he worked out of many tight situations;
perhaps he was having control problems or was not
bearing down on every hitter. The name was also a
takeoff on the popular lightweight champion “Battling”
Nelson. The paper noted at season’s end that he re-
mained on Des Moines’ reserve list.

Nelson did not go straight home after leaving Fond
du Lac. As the Co