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WHAT’S	UNFAIR
In	1910	when	President	William	Howard	Taft	began	the	tradition	of	throwing	out	the

first	ball	 to	 start	 the	baseball	 season,	he	 referred	 to	baseball	 as	a	“straight	 clean	game.”
Obviously,	 he	 had	 not	 yet	 seen	 Ty	 Cobb	 play.	 Also,	 1910	 was	 the	 year	 that	 Cobb
squabbled	with	Nap	 Lajoie	 over	which	 of	 them	 had	won	 the	American	 League	 batting
average	title.	For	some	reason,	this	controversy	still	continues	today.	As	for	the	President’s
statement,	 the	only	 things	 straight	 in	baseball	 are	 the	 foul	 lines.	High	 spikes,	 beanballs,
spitballs	 and	 now	 steroids	 have	made	 the	 game	 unclean,	 and	 it	 has	 long	 been	 unfair	 to
90%	of	those	who	play	it.

Baseball	is	our	national	pastime.	One	would	then	surmise	that	it	is	an	ideal	game	and
fair	to	all	who	play	it.	However,	baseball	is	not	fair,	and	apparently	it	was	“invented”	with
very	 little	 thought	 involved.	 The	 inventor,	 though,	must	 be	 forgiven,	 for	 no	 one	 at	 that
time	could	 foresee	 that	 this	 somewhat	 simple	game	would	evolve	 into	 the	multi-million
dollar	sport	of	today.	Therefore,	the	blame	should	not	set	on	the	forerunners	of	the	game—
rather	on	those	who	came	later	and	could	have	changed	the	format,	but	for	one	reason	or
another,	chose	not	to	do	so.

Many	readers	are	mulling,	“Why	change?	And	what	needs	changing?”	Most	of	us	have
been	familiar	with	baseball	since	our	childhood	days.	The	rules	were	set	in	stone,	and	we
thought	very	 little	about	change.	We	accepted	 the	game	and	enjoyed	all	aspects	of	 it.	 In
my	case,	it	was	after	I	had	finished	playing	the	game	that	I	became	aware	of	its	inequities.

It	 is	not	 so	much	 that	 the	 rules	cause	unfairness,	but	 rather	 the	way	 that	 the	game	 is
played.	Many	factors	contribute	 to	unfair	 situations.	Some	are	subtle;	 some	are	not,	and
some	have	nothing	to	do	with	rules.	A	typical	example	of	an	unfair	situation	would	be	the
shortening	of	wall	 distance	 in	 left	 field	when	 a	 team	possesses	 five	 or	 six	 right-handed
power	hitters.

Therefore,	 it	 is	a	combination	of	rules	and	external	 factors	 that	cause	 the	game	to	be
unfair	to	90%	of	those	who	play	it.	The	other	10%	of	the	players	reap	the	benefits,	and	this
has	 been	 the	 norm	 for	 more	 than	 a	 century.	 The	 consequences	 result	 in	 the	 fact	 that
approximately	 one-fourth	 of	 all	 major	 league	 ballplayers	 do	 not	 belong	 in	 the	 major
leagues.	The	first	eight	chapters	of	this	book	will	explain	why	this	is	true.

If	the	reader	might	wonder	why	baseball	is	unfair	to	90%	of	the	players,	the	reason	is
simply	that	90%	of	the	human	race	is	right-handed.	Baseball	so	favors	left-handed	batters
that	with	only	10%	of	the	populace,	they	make	up	33%	of	all	major	league	batters.	Right-
handers,	being	90%	of	 the	population,	comprise	only	53%	of	major	 league	hitters.	 (The
other	14%	are	switch-hitters.)

The	inventor	of	baseball	(let’s	call	him	Abner	Doubleday*)	was	surely	left-handed;	that
is	the	reason	he	chose	to	run	the	bases	counter-clockwise	instead	of	clockwise,	giving	the
left-handers	a	5-	or	6-foot	head	start	when	running	to	first	base.	This	head	start	allows	the



left-handed	batters	to	beat	out	those	bunts	and	infield	rollers	much	easier	than	their	right-
handed	counterparts.

Also,	 the	momentum	of	a	 left-hander’s	swing	takes	his	body	toward	first	base,	while
the	right-hander’s	swing	and	momentum	thrusts	his	body	away	from	first	base.	One	might
expect	that	this	head	start	plus	momentum	should	add	a	significant	number	of	points	to	a
left-handed	batter’s	average	(compared	to	a	right-handed	batter’s	average).

Surprisingly,	 it	does	not.	Ole	Abner	didn’t	know	at	 that	 time	 that	most	batters	“pull”
the	ball,	meaning	 that	 right-handed	batters	hit	 the	ball	 toward	 left	 field,	 and	 left-handed
batters	 hit	 the	 ball	 toward	 right	 field.	 When	 a	 right-handed	 batter	 hits	 the	 ball	 on	 the
ground	to	the	left	side	of	the	infield,	the	shortstop	and	third	baseman	have	a	much	longer
throw	to	first	base	than	the	infielders	on	the	right	side.	Therefore,	right-handed	batters	are
able	to	beat	out	(reach	first	base	safely)	ground	balls	hit	“in	the	hole”	between	shortstop
and	third	base;	and	they	can,	at	times,	beat	out	balls	hit	over	the	base	at	third.

“Swinging	bunts”	are	also	a	big	problem	on	the	left	side	of	the	diamond.	Most	pitchers
are	right-handed,	and	their	pitching	momentum	leaves	them	leaning	toward	first	base.	This
position	 makes	 it	 difficult	 for	 right-handed	 pitchers	 to	 field	 these	 balls.	 A	 left-handed
pitcher	is	able	to	get	to	them	easier,	but	he	must	turn	before	he	throws.	The	third	baseman,
usually	playing	back	 for	 a	 right-handed	batter,	must	make	a	perfect	 scoop	and	 throw	 to
retire	a	runner.	Many	times	these	balls	are	mishandled	and	scored	a	hit,	or,	at	times,	they
are	not	fielded	at	all.

Left-handers	hit	 the	ball	 toward	 right	 field;	 therefore,	ground	balls	are	 fielded	by	 the
first	 or	 second	 baseman.	 Their	 throws	 to	 first	 base	 are	much	 shorter	 than	 those	 of	 the
fielders	on	the	other	side	of	the	infield,	and	sometimes	the	first	baseman	makes	no	throw
at	 all.	 These	 two	 fielders	 can	 make	 diving	 stops	 and	 still	 retire	 even	 fleet-footed	 left-
handed	batters.	Also,	swinging	bunts	on	this	side	of	the	diamond	are	close	to	the	runner
(whereby	he	might	be	tagged	out	by	the	fielders),	and	they	are	close	to	first	base	where	a
short	toss	of	the	ball	is	easier	than	a	throw.

Right-handed	batters	beat	the	throw	to	first	base	with	the	same	success	rate	as	the	left-
handers	because	of	the	longer	throws	from	shortstop	and	third	base.	Therefore,	the	lefties
“closer	 to	 first	 base”	 advantage	 is	 negated	by	 the	 shorter	 throw	on	 the	 right	 side	of	 the
infield.	 Sorry	Abner!	 It	 should	 be	 noted	 here	 that	 the	 head	 start	 to	 first	 base	 results	 in
many	more	doubles	and	 triples	 for	 the	 left-handed	batters	because	 it	 is	easier	 to	 take	an
extra	base,	but	 that	 increases	only	 total	bases	and	slugging	averages.	 It	has	no	effect	on
batting	averages.

However,	 some	 apparent	 advantages	 still	 exist	 for	 the	 left-handed	 batter.	 The	 first
mentioned	 here	 is	 rather	 subtle,	 and	 it	 is	 not	 easily	 recognized	 by	 the	 casual	 fan.	 It
involves	the	positioning	of	 the	first	baseman	when	a	base	runner	occupies	first	base	and
second	base	 is	unoccupied.	During	 this	 situation	 the	 first	baseman	must	hold	 the	 runner
close	to	the	base	to	minimize	his	chance	of	stealing.

The	first	baseman	positions	himself	in	front	of	the	base	and	actually	has	the	heel	of	his
foot	adjacent	to	the	foul	line.	From	this	position	he	also	is	prepared	to	field	a	sacrifice	bunt
if	it	is	a	bunting	situation.	As	the	pitcher	releases	the	ball,	the	baseman	is	able	to	move	just
a	few	feet	away	from	the	foul	line;	but	he	must	remain	in	front	of	the	base	path	(because



the	runner	has	the	right	of	the	base	path).

Anyone	who	has	played	on	the	infield	will	verify	that	this	is	not	a	good	location.	Can
you	 picture	 yourself	 playing	 89	 feet	 from	 home	 plate	 while	 Prince	 Fielder	 is	 batting?
Good	luck!	For	this	reason,	the	infielders	play	back	on	the	grass	at	times.	It	affords	them
more	time	and	maneuverability	to	field	a	batted	ball.	When	all	of	the	infielders	are	forced
to	move	 in	for	a	play	at	home	plate,	 the	batter	 finds	 it	easier	 to	hit	 the	ball	between	 the
infielders	or	loft	it	over	their	heads.

The	positioning	of	the	first	baseman	when	holding	a	runner	close	to	the	base	not	only
causes	him	to	miss	many	hard-hit	balls	that	go	past	him,	but	it	also	causes	a	huge	gap	on
the	right	side	of	the	infield.	Believe	me,	this	gap	is	exactly	where	the	left-handed	batter	is
trying	to	hit	the	ball.	When	this	situation	occurs,	countless	balls	are	bounced	through	this
large	hole	in	the	defense.

Also,	 line	 drives	 are	 much	 harder	 to	 catch	 from	 this	 drawn-in	 position.	 The	 first
baseman	has	very	little	time	to	react	and	cannot	move	to,	or	jump	to,	balls	with	the	same
success	he	would	have	by	playing	back	behind	the	runner,	especially	when	he	is	trying	to
catch	line	drives.	Low	line	drives	begin	to	lose	altitude	at	a	distance	of	approximately	90
feet.	Any	infielder	playing	back	on	the	infield	will	catch	many	line	drives	that	he	could	not
catch	while	playing	“up.”

One	can’t	be	exact	as	to	the	extent	of	this	advantage	because	statistics	are	not	available
for	a	batter’s	average	with	 the	first	baseman	holding	 the	runner	close,	as	opposed	 to	his
average	with	 the	 first	 baseman	playing	 back	 on	 the	 infield.	However,	 the	 first	 baseman
must	think	that	this	drawn-in	position	is	a	huge	defensive	disadvantage	because	he	moves
back	nearly	20	feet	and	away	from	the	foul	line	when	the	runner	is	no	longer	on	first	base.

In	a	season	of	500	at	bats,	a	conservative	conjecture	would	suggest	that	a	left-handed
batter	will	 receive	 about	 10	 extra	 hits	 by	 hitting	 balls	 through	 the	 “hole”	 and	 over	 the
drawn-in	first	baseman.	If	this	positioning	of	the	first	baseman	results	in	just	10	extra	hits,
the	hitter’s	batting	average	will	rise	by	20	points.	Here	is	the	math:

100	hits	÷	500	at	bats	=	.200

110	hits	÷	500	at	bats	=	.220

The	same	circumstance	occurs	on	the	other	side	of	the	diamond	during	a	bunt	situation.
The	third	baseman	must	play	in	on	the	grass;	thereby,	he	might	miss	some	ground	balls	or
line	 drives	 that	 a	 right-handed	 batter	 can	 slap	 by	 him.	 However,	 these	 hits	 occur	 less
frequently	because	great	hitters	seldom	bunt,	and	other	batters	usually	do	bunt	in	bunting
situations.

But	sometimes	a	prospective	bunter	will	not	bunt,	and	he	can	be	successful	in	slapping
the	ball	past	or	over	the	third	baseman.	If	this	happens	two	times	in	500	at	bats,	the	righ-
thander	will	raise	his	average	4	points.	If	he	is	good	at	this,	he	might	raise	his	average	10
points.

When	 comparing	 advantages	 for	 left-handed	 batters	 and	 right-handed	 batters,	 this
situation	 with	 a	 runner	 on	 first	 base	 creates	 another	 advantage	 for	 the	 left-handers	 by
removing	the	only	advantage	for	the	right-handers—the	longer	throw	to	first	base.



When	first	base	is	occupied	by	a	runner,	a	force	out	is	created	at	second	base,	allowing
the	infielders	on	the	left	side	to	make	the	much	shorter	throw	to	second	base.	At	times,	on
difficult	ground	balls,	they	are	successful	at	getting	a	force	out	at	second	base	when	there
would	be	no	chance	to	retire	the	runner	at	first	base.	In	500	at	bats,	this	play	certainly	will
deduct	from	a	right-handed	batter’s	average	more	points	than	he	could	pick	up	by	slapping
the	ball	 past	 a	drawn-in	 third	baseman	on	 a	bunt	 situation.	What	 the	 right-hander	gains
from	one	situation,	he	loses	from	the	other;	and	both	situations	occur	with	a	runner	on	first
base.

If	base	runners	occupy	first	and	second	bases,	or	all	the	bases,	the	situation	worsens	for
the	right-handed	batters	because	third	base	also	becomes	a	“force	out”	base.	It	is	equally
unfavorable	 to	 the	 left-handed	batters	because	 the	 first	baseman	will	no	 longer	hold	 the
runner	close	to	 the	base.	Quite	often,	he	will	back	up	on	the	infield	and	play	behind	the
runner,	unless	they	all	play	“in”	for	a	force	out	at	home	plate.

Therefore,	 it	 is	 safe	 to	 say	 that	with	more	 than	one	 runner	 on	base	 and	 second	base
occupied,	whether	 a	 force	out	 situation	 exists	 or	 not,	 there	 is	 no	decisive	 advantage	 for
either	 a	 right-handed	 batter	 or	 a	 left-handed	 batter	 because	 of	 the	 positioning	 of	 the
fielders.	However,	with	 second	base	unoccupied	and	 runners	on	 first	 and	 third,	 the	 left-
handed	 batter	 will	 retain	 his	 alleged	 20-point	 advantage	 over	 the	 right-handed	 batter
because	the	first	baseman	must	hold	the	runner	close	to	first	base.

A	former	advantage	for	the	left-handed	batters	existed	before	1970	when	wall	distances
measured	 much	 less	 to	 right	 field	 than	 to	 left	 field.	 Although	 this	 was	 not	 the	 case
throughout	 baseball,	 it	 was	 true	 for	 many	 parks	 of	 the	 day,	 especially	 in	 the	 National
League.

Therefore,	I	have	compiled	a	 list	of	foul	 line	distances	for	ballparks	 that	had	or	have
disparities	in	distance.	Most	of	these	parks	are	no	longer	in	use,	but	they	did	exist	when
the	great	hitters	of	yesteryear	were	playing.	If	some	of	these	numbers	aren’t	exactly	as	you
might	 remember	 them,	please	know	 that	with	 renovations	 these	numbers	 can	vary	 from
year	to	year.	They	are	only	“ballpark”	numbers.	Pun	intended.

These	lists	contain	only	those	parks	with	a	significant	disparity	in	left	field/right	field
wall	 distances.	 The	 first	 list	 contains	 parks	 that	 favor	 the	 left-handed	 batters	 by	 having
shorter	 right	 field	 fences.	The	parks	on	 the	second	 list	 favor	 the	 right-handed	batters	by
having	shorter	left	field	fences.	The	list	favoring	the	left-handed	batters	is	much	longer.



*	Parks	still	in	use	today.

It	is	clear	that	most	of	the	unfair	ballparks	were	in	use	in	the	past,	although	some	are
still	a	part	of	our	game	today.	It	is	these	older	parks	which	heavily	favored	the	left-handed
batters	by	having	great	disparities	in	wall	distances.	Only	Crosley	Field	in	Cincinnati	and
Mile	High	Stadium	in	Denver	heavily	favored	the	right-handers.

Hitters	who	were	fortunate	to	call	one	of	these	parks	home	had	a	big	advantage	if	their
home	 park	 had	 a	 short	 wall	 distance	 in	 their	 favor.	 There	 were	 many	 short	 right	 field
fences	 in	 the	National	League	 in	 the	 first	 half	 of	 the	 twentieth	 century.	These	distances
created	great	numbers	for	the	left-handed	batters,	even	for	those	who	enjoyed	them	only
on	the	road.

These	shorter	wall	distances	at	the	foul	line	in	right	field	kept	most	power	alley	right-
center	field	dimensions	shorter	than	the	left-center	field	measurements,	but	not	all	of	them.
Some	 right	 field	 fences	 (such	 as	was	 found	 in	 Forbes	 Field	 in	 Pittsburgh)	 angled	 back
sharply	to	even	up	the	wall	distances,	but	a	pull-hitting	left-handed	batter	still	retained	a
big	advantage	by	hitting	the	ball	“down	the	line.”

The	left-handed	batters	did	have	an	advantage	given	them	by	the	closer	fences,	but	the



benefit	varied	with	the	power	of	the	batter	as	to	the	degree	of	advantage.

A	hitter	with	power,	 such	 as	Stan	Musial,	Ted	Williams,	Babe	Ruth,	 or	Lou	Gehrig,
could	 fatten	 his	 batting	 average	 with	 long	 fly	 balls	 that	 bounced	 off,	 or	 sailed	 over,
friendly	walls;	whereupon,	a	ball	hit	an	equal	distance	to	left	field	might	easily	be	caught
by	 a	 waiting	 fielder.	 Any	 of	 these	 hitters,	 and	 many	 more	 power	 hitters,	 should	 have
benefited	 by	 at	 least	 10	 points	 in	 batting	 average,	 not	 to	mention	 the	 advantages	 in	 the
power	categories.	Ty	Cobb,	basically	a	singles	hitter,	probably	did	not	benefit	as	much.

Musial,	 of	 the	 St.	 Louis	 Cardinals,	 was	 fortunate	 to	 play	 his	 entire	 career	 in
Sportsman’s	Park/Busch	Stadium	I.*	The	wall	distances	down	 the	 foul	 lines	 in	 this	park
were	351	feet	in	left	field	and	a	short	309	feet	in	right	field.	The	power	alleys	measured
379	 feet	 in	 left	 center	 and	 354	 feet	 in	 right	 center.	 These	 disparities	 in	 distance	 caused
many	long	fly	balls	on	the	left	side	to	be	fly	outs,	while	balls	hit	the	same	distance	to	right
field	were	extra	base	hits.

In	most	ball	games,	two	or	three	balls	will	be	caught	very	close	to	an	outfield	wall.	In
these	instances,	a	difference	of	only	10	feet	in	wall	dimensions	can	dictate	whether	a	fly
ball	is	an	out	or	a	home	run.	Musial,	when	playing	at	home,	had	an	advantage	of	between
25	and	42	feet	over	right-handed	batters.

When	 on	 the	 road,	 he	 also	 benefited	 by	 playing	 in	many	 other	 left-handed	 friendly
parks.	Check	out	the	respective	wall	distances	in	these	other	National	League	ballparks.

The	only	National	League	Park	 that	 favored	 the	 right-handed	batters	during	Musial’s
career	was	Crosley	Field*	 in	Cincinnati	 (1912	 to	1970)	which	had	wall	distances	of	328
feet	 in	 left	 field	 and	 363	 feet	 in	 right	 field.	 Chicago’s	 Wrigley	 Field	 has	 wall
measurements	 of	 355	 feet	 in	 left	 field	 and	 353	 feet	 in	 right	 field,	 but	 it	 is	 known	 as	 a
“hitter’s	park.”

The	other	six	National	League	parks	had	an	average	disparity	in	foul	line	dimensions
of	 34	 feet,	 all	 favoring	 the	 left-handed	 batters.	 With	 such	 close	 fences	 in	 right	 field
throughout	the	league,	it	 is	not	surprising	to	find	Musial’s	name	on	career	leader	 lists	of
doubles,	triples,	home	runs,	total	bases,	slugging	average	and,	of	course,	batting	average.

Certainly,	 the	 shorter	 right	 field	 fences	 contributed	 largely	 to	 the	 success	of	 the	 left-
handed	batters	of	the	era.	Of	the	30	National	League	batting	average	titles	from	1929	to
1958,	 left-handed	 batters	 won	 25	 of	 them;	 and	Musial	 accounted	 for	 7	 of	 those	 titles.
Johnny	 Mize	 (1939),	 Enos	 Slaughter	 (1942),	 and	 Harry	 Walker	 (1947)	 were	 other	 St.
Louis	 Cardinal	 left-handed	 batting	 champions.	 The	 Cardinals	 produced	 10	 left-handed
batting	 champions	 and	 one	 right-handed	 champion	 (Ducky	Medwick,	 1937)	 during	 this



30-year	period.

But	all	good	 things	must	come	 to	an	end.	 In	 the	decades	of	 the	 ‘50s	and	 ‘60s,	 these
older	 parks	 gave	way	 to	 new	 stadia;	 and	 it	 is	 no	 coincidence	 that	when	 this	 happened,
right-handed	 batters	 again	 began	 to	 win	 batting	 titles.	 Names	 such	 as	 Aaron,	 Groat,
Clemente,	Davis,	Torre	and	Madlock	became	prominent	in	the	years	that	followed.

Other	advantages,	though,	existed	for	the	hitters	of	yesteryear.	The	first	two	mentioned
here	also	were	caused	by	the	ballparks.

Older	ballparks	were	ordinarily	built	 in	 the	cities	between	intersecting	 thoroughfares.
The	parks	were	built	to	fit	the	conditions	of	a	specific	localized	area,	thereby	the	builders
were	forced	to	ignore	any	attempt	at	uniformity.	Many	of	these	older	parks	had	nooks	and
crannies*	in	the	outfield	walls	and	other	oddities	that	seem	laughable	by	today’s	standards.
Sometimes	 flag	 poles,	 as	 well	 as	 monuments,	 stood	 in	 the	 field	 of	 play.	 Diagonal	 and
curved	walls	caused	batted	balls	to	bounce	in	uncanny	ways.

Crosley	Field,	 in	Cincinnati,	had	a	“terrace”	 in	 left	 field.	About	20	feet	 from	the	 left
field	wall,	the	ground	sloped	upward	and	met	the	wall	4	feet	higher	than	the	remainder	of
the	field.	Many	opposing	left	 fielders,	unfamiliar	with	 the	sloping	ground,	stumbled	and
fell	while	chasing	long	fly	balls.	These	oddities,	in	almost	all	cases,	were	caused	by	a	lack
of	sufficient	space.

Such	unusual	phenomena	possibly	caused	an	extra	hit	or	 two,	but	 the	 real	advantage
was	caused	by	the	lack	of	space.	By	not	having	sufficient	space,	the	builders	were	forced
to	 utilize	 all	 the	 space	 available,	 thus	 causing	 them	 to	 position	 the	 stands	 closer	 to	 the
playing	fields,	resulting	in	less	foul	territory.

Two	excellent	examples	of	such	architecture	still	exist	today	in	Boston’s	Fenway	Park,
built	in	1912,	and	Chicago’s	Wrigley	Field,	erected	in	1916.	The	stands	in	these	two	parks
slant	inward	to	meet	the	foul	lines,	and	most	of	the	older	parks	were	similar.	Foul	territory
was	 so	 limited	 in	 some	 parks	 that	 there	 was	 very	 little	 space	 for	 bull	 pens,	 generally
located	just	outside	the	foul	lines	in	right	field	and	left	field.*

The	reason	this	is	mentioned	here	is	the	fact	that	foul	fly	balls	were	seldom	caught	in
these	 older	 parks	 simply	 because	 there	was	 no	 room	 to	 catch	 them.	 Foul	 balls	 seemed
always	to	find	the	stands,	giving	hitters	additional	chances	for	base	hits.

When	discussing	batting	averages	or	any	hitting	statistics,	this	fact	is	seldom	brought	to
light;	but	it	is	as	important	as	any.	Wrigley	Field	and	Fenway	Park	live	on	today,	and	both
are	known	as	hitters’	parks.	This	lack	of	foul	ground	plays	a	major	role	in	giving	them	this
reputation.

Fenway	Park	adds	points	to	any	hitter’s	batting	average,	but	it	is	especially	kind	to	the
“Beantowners.”	In	2011,	 the	Red	Sox	had	a	team	batting	average	of	 .296	at	home	while
averaging	only	 .265	on	 the	 road.	 In	2003,	 the	Red	Sox	averaged	a	 staggering	 .308	as	 a
team	at	home	but	batted	only	.259	away	from	their	friendly	park.

Following	is	a	list	of	Boston’s	home	and	away	batting	averages	for	the	last	10	years.
The	Red	Sox	have	perennially	hit	for	a	better	average	at	home	throughout	their	century	at
Fenway	 Park,	 and	 the	 individual	 hitters	 have	 benefited	 as	 well.	 Great	 hitters,	 such	 as
Williams,	Carl	Yastrzemski	and	Wade	Boggs,	also	had	large	disparities	in	their	home	and



away	batting	averages.*

Such	 disparities	 are	 huge	 and	 should	 not	 be	 part	 of	 modern	 baseball,	 but	 they	 are
stressed	here	to	prove	that	parks	of	the	“good-old	days”	produced	higher	averages.	In	fact,
a	game	played	in	Fenway	Park,	with	its	Green	Monster	wall	so	close	in	left	field,	at	times
appears	similar	to	a	handball	game	because	of	the	ball	continually	bouncing	off	the	wall.

Though	Fenway	Park	favors	both	left-handed	and	right-handed	batters,	the	majority	of
the	older	ballparks,	with	their	close	right	field	fences,	granted	additional	benefit	to	the	left-
handers.	When	 comparing	 a	 hitter	who	 played	 in	 the	 first	 half	 of	 the	 twentieth	 century
with	one	who	played	 in	 the	second	half,	or	one	who	plays	 today,	 the	effect	of	 the	older
parks	must	always	be	considered.

Other	factors	also	played	a	part	in	the	higher	batting	averages	of	the	“old-timers.”	An
additional	advantage	was	given	to	hitters	in	the	early	decades	by	the	diminutive	size	and
style	of	the	early	baseball	gloves.	Originally	the	gloves	were	merely	hand	protectors;	they
were	not	designed	to	snag	balls	out	of	the	air,	but	rather	to	protect	the	hand	from	hard-hit
balls	or	hard	 throws.	That	 is	 the	 reason	 they	were	called	“mitts”	 in	 the	 early	days.	 It	 is
ridiculous	to	compare	them	with	the	basket	style	gloves	in	use	today.

Another	fact	 that	contributed	to	higher	averages	 in	 the	first	half	of	 the	century	was	a
lack	of	night	baseball.	Before	1935	all	games	were	played	in	daylight,	which	allowed	the
hitters	 to	see	 the	pitched	balls	easily.	The	early	years	of	night	baseball	brought	shadows
and	dark	spots	that	created	difficulty	for	hitters	and	fielders,	but	especially	the	hitters.

However,	 the	 owners	watched	 as	 Cincinnati	 doubled	 its	 attendance	 at	 Crosley	 Field
(where	 the	first	 lights	were	 installed);	and	by	1940	fans	were	enjoying	night	baseball	 in
many	major	 league	 cities.	But	 batting	 averages	 did	 suffer	 slightly	 under	 the	 lights,	 and
many	owners	stubbornly	refused	to	have	them	installed.	However,	by	1950	night	baseball
had	become	the	norm,	with	attendance	(not	batting	averages)	growing	because	of	it.

The	early	years	of	night	baseball,	between	1940	and	1945,	were	the	“war	years.”	All
teams	 lost	 players	 to	 the	 armed	 services,	 which	 depleted	 the	 talent	 pool.	Most	 pundits
blamed	the	war	for	the	lack	of	hitting,	not	the	lights.

The	 early	 lights,	 though,	 were	 not	 the	 brightest.	 Teams	 that	 played	 regularly	 under
them	suffered	a	bit.	 It	was	not	surprising	 that	Stan	Hack,	of	 the	Chicago	Cubs,	won	 the
National	League	batting	championship	in	1940	with	a	batting	average	of	just	.317.	He	was
helped	by	the	fact	that	Chicago’s	Wrigley	Field	had	no	lights,	and	a	majority	of	the	other
parks	had	them.	Braves	Field	in	Boston	was	the	only	other	National	League	Park	without
lights	in	1940.



Two	 final	 factors	 contribute	 to	 lower	 averages	 for	 hitters	 today.	 The	 first	 is	 seldom
mentioned	in	today’s	game.	If	a	hitter	starts	his	swing	and	then	decides	to	stop	it	at	the	last
instant,	his	bat	might	travel	across	the	plate	even	if	he	doesn’t	“break”	his	wrists.	If	such	a
pitch	is	called	a	ball	by	the	home	plate	umpire,	the	catcher	may	appeal	the	call	to	either	the
third	base	or	first	base	umpire.

Many	 times	 the	 appeal	 is	 successful,	 and	 the	 base	 umpire	will	 designate	 the	 pitch	 a
strike,	even	if	 the	batter	did	not	break	his	wrists.	In	 the	good-old	days	of	baseball,	 there
was	no	appeal	on	this	call*;	it	was	a	matter	of	whether	the	batter	did	or	did	not	break	his
wrists.	 It	 did	not	 seem	 to	matter	how	 far	over	 the	plate	 the	bat	had	 traveled.	The	home
plate	 umpire	made	 the	 call	 and	 that	 stood.	 Today,	 this	 appeal	 rule	 turns	many	 apparent
balls	 into	 strikes,	 oftentimes	 resulting	 in	 strikeouts.	 I	witness	 this	 happening	 enough	 to
know	that	it	must	have	an	effect	on	batting	averages.

The	final	advantage	for	the	old-timers	(when	comparing	them	with	modern	hitters)	is
the	 fact	 that	 there	 were	 no	 “loogys”	 long	 ago.	 A	 loogy	 is	 a	 left-handed	 one-out	 guy
(pitcher).	 In	 the	game	of	 today,	a	 loogy	will	enter	a	game	specifically	 to	pitch	 to	a	 left-
handed	batter,	especially	a	left-handed	batter	who	doesn’t	hit	very	well	against	left-handed
pitching.

This	one-out	specialist	was	seldom	seen	by	Musial,	Williams,	Cobb,	Ruth	or	Gehrig.
Relief	pitchers	were	used	for	longer	stints	in	the	first	six	decades	of	the	twentieth	century.
Most	of	them	were	right-handed,	just	as	relievers	of	today;	but	whether	they	were	right-	or
left-handed,	they	came	in	prepared	to	pitch	to	more	than	one	batter.

However,	 loogys	are	a	big	part	of	baseball	 strategy	 today.	They	are	seen	quite	often,
and	 quite	 often	 they	 are	 successful.	 Of	 course,	 a	 right-handed	 relief	 pitcher	 can	 be	 a
“roogy”	if	he	is	brought	into	a	game	to	pitch	to	a	certain	right-handed	batter.	Most	relief
pitchers	are	right-handed;	therefore,	a	roogy	usually	is	just	a	member	of	the	relief	corps,
and	this	is	not	his	sole	role	on	the	team.	But	these	“same-side”	relievers	make	it	tough	for
modern	hitters.

Therefore,	 ample	 foul	ground,	 loogys	and	 roogys,	night	baseball,	 appeal	 calls	by	 the
catcher,	and	basket	style	gloves	were	not	found	in	the	game	before	World	War	II.	All	of
these	factors	accounted	for	the	higher	averages	of	the	‘20s	and	‘30s.	The	short	right	field
wall	distances	also	provided	an	additional	advantage	for	the	left-handed	batters.

But	something	was	extra	special	about	the	hitters	of	the	1920s.	In	the	two	decades	of
baseball	before	1920,	a	.400	plus	batting	average	had	been	achieved	only	four	times:	twice
by	Ty	Cobb	 in	1911	 and	1912;	 once	by	Nap	Lajoie	 in	1901;	 and	once	by	Shoeless	 Joe
Jackson	in	1911.

In	the	decade	of	the	‘20s,	a	.400	plus	average	was	reached	seven	times:	three	times	by
Rogers	Hornsby	in	1922,	1924	and	1925;	twice	by	George	Sisler	in	1920	and	1922;	once
by	Cobb	 in	 1922;	 and	once	 by	Harry	Heilmann	 in	 1923.	A	 .400	plus	 average	 has	 been
achieved	 only	 twice	 since	 the	 “roaring	 ‘20s.”	 Bill	 Terry	 batted	 .401	 in	 1930,	 and	 Ted
Williams	reached	.406	in	1941.*

The	‘20s	produced	such	high	batting	averages	 that	 the	20	batting	average	champions
(10	in	the	National	League	and	10	in	the	American	League)	had	a	mean	batting	average	of
a	sensational	.390.	This	figure	is	22	points	above	that	of	the	following	decade	of	the	‘30s,



whose	 batting	 champions	 produced	 a	 mean	 average	 of	 .368—second	 best	 of	 all	 the
decades	of	modern	baseball	(since	1901).

Batting	averages	were	sky	high	in	the	‘20s,	but	other	offensive	statistics	were	erupting
as	well.	Some	of	the	greatest	hitters	of	all	time	played	during	this	decade.	Here	are	a	few
familiar	names	that	one	might	recognize:	Babe	Ruth,	George	Sisler,	Lou	Gehrig,	Ty	Cobb,
Hack	Wilson,	Rogers	Hornsby,	 Jim	Bottomly,	Paul	Waner,	Babe	Herman,	Al	Simmons,
Harry	Heilmann,	Mickey	Cochrane,	Heinie	Manush	and	Tris	Speaker.

Most	of	 these	hitters	 could	hit	 for	power	 as	well	 as	 average.	 (Obviously,	 it	wasn’t	 a
pleasant	decade	for	pitchers.)	These	guys	were	talented	hitters,	but	they	also	profited	from
the	many	aforementioned	advantages.	In	all	probability,	there	will	never	be	another	decade
of	such	productive	hitting.*

However,	the	listed	advantages	no	longer	exist.	The	stadia	of	today	have	uniform	foul
line	dimensions	 (with	a	 few	exceptions),	 the	builders	now	allow	 for	ample	 foul	ground,
and	the	modern	“catchall”	baseball	glove	is	a	far	cry	from	the	small	mitts	of	the	‘20s.	The
lights	 now	 pose	 few	 problems	 for	 hitters	 or	 fielders,	 and	 those	 pesky	 appeal	 calls	 and
loogys	are	now	here	to	stay.

So,	 it	 is	 fair	 to	 assume	 that	 the	 hitters	 of	 yesteryear	 had	 unfair	 advantages	 over	 the
hitters	of	today,	and	it	shows	in	the	statistics	and	records.	The	left-handed	batters	had	an
additional	advantage	by	having	such	friendly	right	field	fences.

But	 as	 for	 the	game	 today,	we	have	 encountered	but	one	 real	 advantage	 for	 the	 left-
handed	batter—the	positioning	of	the	first	baseman	when	he	holds	a	base	runner	close	to
the	base.**	As	noted	earlier,	 this	positioning	of	 the	first	baseman	can	result	 in	a	20-point
advantage	for	a	left-handed	batter.

However,	other	advantages	do	exist,	as	we	will	see	in	later	chapters.

	
*	 Abner	 Doubleday,	 throughout	 his	 life,	 adamantly	 denied	 that	 he	 was	 the	 inventor	 of	 baseball	 and	 steadfastly
maintained	that	he	had	nothing	to	do	with	the	game.

*	Sportsman’s	Park	was	 renamed	Busch	Stadium	after	 it	was	purchased	by	Gussie	Busch,	owner	of	 the	Cardinals,	 in
1953.	The	St.	Louis	Browns,	the	previous	owners,	moved	to	Baltimore	at	the	end	of	the	1953	season.

*	Musial	had	a	career	average	of	“only”	.314	at	Crosley	Field.

*	I	never	have	learned	to	use	the	word	“nook”	without	“cranny”	following	it.

*	Fenway	Park,	 in	1940,	 relocated	 its	bull	pens	 from	this	 small	 foul	ground	by	moving	 the	 right	 field	wall	 inward	 to
accommodate	space	for	them.	This	move	caused	a	substantial	reduction	in	wall	distance	in	right	field	and,	of	course,
added	to	Ted	Williams’	home	run	totals.	This	new	bull	pen	area	was	called	“Williamsburg”	by	the	Boston	fans.

*	The	Red	Sox,	 because	 of	 their	 short	 left	 field	wall	 distance,	 always	 stacked	 their	 lineups	with	 right-handed	 power
hitters;	 therefore,	very	few	left-handed	pitchers	ever	started	games	in	Fenway	Park.	By	facing	very	few	left-handed
pitchers	 at	 home,	 Williams	 home	 and	 away	 splits	 were:	 .361/.328,	 Yastrzemski	 .306/.254,	 and	 Boggs	 .354/302.
(Source:	Baseball-Reference.com)

*	Can,	and	should,	 this	 rule	work	both	ways?	Shouldn’t	a	batter	be	able	 to	appeal	 to	a	base	umpire	 if	 the	home	plate
umpire	called	his	halted	swing	a	strike	because	he	thought	the	bat	went	too	far	across	the	plate?

*	Ted	Williams,	though	batting	.406	in	1941,	lost	the	Most	Valuable	Player	title	to	the	Yankee’s	Joe	DiMaggio,	who	hit
safely	in	56	straight	games	that	year.

*	Before	the	1920	season,	not	only	the	spitball,	but	also	the	shine	ball,	scuff	ball,	mud	ball,	paraffin	ball,	emery	ball,	and
others	were	declared	illegal	pitches.	And	in	1921,	after	the	death	in	1920	of	Cleveland	shortstop,	Ray	Chapman,	from



a	pitched	ball,	umpires	were	instructed	to	throw	out	scuffed	and/or	discolored	balls	and	use	only	new	ones.	(Chapman
probably	didn’t	see	the	pitch	that	hit	him.)	These	two	changes	greatly	contributed	to	the	elevated	offensive	statistics	of
the	1920s.

**	Even	though	bunting	and	stealing	were	not	yet	popular,	by	the	1870s	first	basemen	began	holding	runners	close	to
first	base.	This	positioning	of	the	first	basemen	was	the	first	major	advantage	for	the	left-handed	batters.
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