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This PDF version represents the printed version from 2010 with a small number of very minor corrections 
to the text.

Not incorporated in the adjustments to the text are the following developments that came to light or 
occurred after publication.

1. F Stevenson was an Aston Villa reserve team player who sometimes got into the first team for friendlies
but never made a league or cup appearance. (Courtesy of John Farrell.)

2. Will Bryan coached St Thomas’s (a Derby team) in the 1892 national final.

3. Dennis Watkins Allsopp (born in Derby on 13 February 1871) captained Nottingham Forest to victory
in British baseball’s national final of 1900. Signed by Nottingham Forest Football Club from Derby
Junction Football Club, he made his debut for Forest in December 1892 aged 21 years. His last game for
the football club was on 16 April 1900. He had played a total of 205 league games and 27 FA Cup games.
Among his honours won an FA Cup winner’s medal for in 1898 (with victory over Derby County in the
final). (Courtesy of Michael Harrold.)

4. Sim Bullas had a baseball-playing brother called Frank. He was born in 1872 to parents who were born
in England, and he died in 1965. (Courtesy of Len Levin.)

5. Sim Bullas played in the major leagues 1884 on the same roster as fellow catcher Fleet Walker, who is
credited by some as being the first black player in the majors.

6. The Toronto Daily Mail ran a short piece on the formation of the league on 10 October 1889.

7. Villa Park hosted a British baseball semi-final in 1949.

8. There is another player from British domestic baseball known to have also played in the majors. Max
“Lefty” Wilson played for Hull of the Lancashire-Yorkshire Baseball League in 1937 and had two brief
stints in the majors: with the Phillies in 1940 and with the Senators in 1946.

See also: Harvey Sahker’s Blokes of Summer, which also covers the 1890 British baseball season.

The following pages presents a photo of the Aston Villa baseball team from 1890 - sent through by the grandson of Frank Dawson 
after the book was published - and a recent photo of the Criterion restaurant. Then there is a photo of the Baseball Ground, Derby, 

from 1895 (kindly brought to my attention by Neale Raleigh), followed by the legal agreement made between Aston Villa and the 
Birmingham Baseball Club Ltd, dated 1890 (courtesy of Bernard Gallagher). After that comes the book itself.



Aston Villa baseball team of 1890
Back row (left to right): Frank Dawson, William Barr, William McGregor, HE Simon, Frank Barr

Front row (left to right): Harry Widdowson, James Cowan, Arthur Brown, Joey Simmonds, John Devey
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Preface

There were four ingredients that led me to turn the surviving material on Britain’s pro league 
of 1890 into the history you hold in front of you. The first was my passion for British 
baseball’s past and the second was my desire to write a book. The third was my supporting 

of Aston Villa Football Club, which had strong links with one of the four teams in the 1890 
league. And the fourth was the relative wealth, by British baseball standards, of source material. 
Despite being the first season of formal domestic competition, 1890 remains the season to have 
been recorded most systematically in the British press. It feels like the book was almost waiting 
patiently for someone with my unusual combination of interests to write it. Although the focus is 
on the Villa (playing baseball under the official title of Birmingham Base Ball Club), I hope that 
the work can serve as a history of the league as a whole since their story is intertwined with that 
of the other three teams.

The 1890 season represents not just the first formal domestic baseball competition in Britain, 
but also the start of the only professional league to date with a national scope as its remit. The 
pro league’s victors in 1890 are not, however, recognized in the official list of national champions 
held by the governing body of baseball in Britain. The 1890 entry in the list includes just Preston 
North End, recognizing the triumph of Preston’s amateur baseball team in a much smaller-scale, 
knock-out competition. While other modern publications do exist that refer to the professional 
circuit in 1890, the season is rarely described in more than a page or two. This explains why the 
book’s subtitle is Forgotten figures from Britain’s pro baseball league of 1890. In the title, “figures” refers 
to both the participants and the numerical record.

The book’s primary title – What about the Villa? – is taken from a sketch by the Birmingham-
born comedian Jasper Carrott on the typical inane calls from fans of Aston Villa Football Club 
taken by local radio broadcaster Tony Butler during his Saturday afternoon sports phone-in. I hope 
that the questions I am asking as a Villa fan are not deemed to be quite as inane. I also hope that 
this book does not damage the “Historians FC” label applied to Aston Villa by fans of rival clubs. 
While that moniker takes a dig at our revelling in former glories, it is something I feel that Villa 
fans should take as a wonderful compliment.

A note on historical sources

I have not attempted to fit the book to an existing mould of popular or academic sports history. 
Instead, my goal has simply been to present the history in as readable a fashion as possible, while 
always striving to tell the story within the bounds of details that could be substantiated. Any 
speculation on my part is clearly marked as such. On the subject of substantiating details, it is 
important to make a comment on the use of websites.

Historians are notoriously wary of internet-based material, and with good reason. But 
there are certain websites that are made attractive to researchers by a combination of source 
reliability and search efficiency. Clearly, the lack of permanency in the content of websites is 
not desirable, but the immediateness with which corrections can be made is an advantageous 
corollary. Examples of websites I referred to in researching this book are Baseball Reference and 
Cricket Archive. These and the other websites referenced in the book were all adjudged to be 
sufficiently sound source materials.
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Box scores and league tables

Statistical summaries of baseball games are known as “box scores”. The box scores presented in this 
book are drawn from several sources, and there was some variety in the mode of presentation both 
across and within publications. To achieve uniformity, I adopted one style throughout, which is that 
from the Sporting Life, one of the United States’ foremost sports publications at that time (with the slight 
modification of relabeling the “1B” column as “H”, since this more accurately reflects its contents in 
modern terms). The abbreviations used in the box scores that have been presented are as follows: AB, at-
bats; R, runs; H, hits; PO, put-outs; A, assists; E, errors; p, pitcher; c, catcher; 1b, first baseman; 2b, second 
baseman; 3b, third baseman; ss, shortstop; lf, left-fielder; cf, centre-fielder; rf, right-fielder.

Complete box scores were found for the large majority of games in the league, but there were 
some exceptions. Therefore, when statements are made along the lines of “This was the only time 
such and such was achieved by a player in the league,” it should be borne in mind that subsequently 
discovered box scores might render one or more of the claims inaccurate. Rather than placing a note to 
explain this after every such statement, however, it is hoped that the text here will prove to be sufficient 
as a disclaimer, so as to avoid making the prose unnecessarily clumsy.

When copying the box scores, I noticed several mistakes, both textual and numerical. Where I did notice 
mistakes, I made corrections (or best guesses at corrections) where possible in preparing the box scores for this 
book. I am aware that this will not be to the liking of all readers, but I would like to stress that an overarching 
goal of this book is to provide as accurate an account of the 1890 pro baseball league as possible.

In the same way that there was a lack of uniformity in box scores of that era, a universal format did 
not exist across sources for leagues tables. With these, I have adopted a more modern style, adding in a 
column for “games back”, which accounts for an unequal number of games played across the league by 
assigning half a win for each game in hand. The league tables in this book are ranked on the proportion 
of games won, which is a statistic that was presented at the time, but baseball enthusiasts will be used to 
comparing teams’ records with the use of games back, and so I felt that it would be a helpful addition.

A primer on baseball today

This book is written assuming that the reader has some familiarity with baseball. This being said, if the 
book instils a passion for the game in any newcomers, then that would be hugely satisfying. With this 
in mind, I will finish the preface by including a primer on the sport. The primer makes simplifications 
of the rules in some places, but this is only to avoid it becoming unwieldy.

A standard baseball game is played between two sides of nine players over nine innings, using a 
hard, leather-encased, white ball of between 9 and 9.25 inches in circumference and 5 and 5.25 ounces 
in weight. Every inning has a top half, in which one team fields and the other team bats, and a bottom 
half, in which the sides assume the opposite roles. Each half lasts until the fielding team makes three 
outs. The batting team cycles through its order of nine players, with the batter who leads off a particular 
inning being the player in the order immediately after the last one to complete a batting turn in the 
previous inning. The winning team is the one that has accumulated the most runs at the end of the 
contest. There is no time limit, and games that are tied after the regulation number of innings will last 
for as many extra innings as are needed for one team to emerge victorious.

Some variation is permitted in the shape of the playing field but it can be approximately described 
as one quadrant of a 12-sided polygon. The two lines of that quadrant that meet to form a right angle 
at the centre of the hypothetical polygon are known as the “foul lines”, since a batted ball that lands 
outside the 90-degree angle bounded by them (an area labelled “fair territory”) is described as having 
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gone “foul” and cannot be run on. The right angle is the site of “home plate”, with the batter 
standing to one side of this. The pitcher throws to a catcher squatting behind the batter, and the 
pitches are delivered from a mound in fair territory that is approximately 60 feet away from the 
batter and equidistant from the foul lines. Ninety feet down the foul line to the right-hand side 
of the pitcher as the batter looks sits “first base”, 90 feet down the other foul line lies “third base”, 
and “second base” is at the intersection of lines emanating from first and third bases perpendicular 
to their respective foul lines. The square, or “diamond”, formed by the three bases and home plate, 
as well as the area immediately surrounding it, is referred to as the “infield”. The remainder of the 
quadrant’s perimeter is fenced off by the “outfield wall”, so called because the part of the playing 
area that is not the infield is the “outfield”.

The fielding team comprises the pitcher and the catcher (collectively referred to as the 
“battery”), as well as four infielders and three outfielders. Those four infielders are the first baseman 
(who covers first base), the second baseman (who plays somewhere between first base and second 
base), the shortstop (who is positioned between second base and third base), and the third baseman 
(who covers third base). The three outfielders are the left-fielder, the centre-fielder, and the right-
fielder, with the left-fielder playing in the outfield to the left of the pitcher as the batter looks and 
the right-fielder playing to the right of the pitcher.

Players on the batting side can be put out in a number of ways, including: being caught by 
a fielder; being tagged with the ball by a fielder while not in contact with a base; failing to reach 
first base – after hitting the ball into play – before a fielder gains possession of the ball on this base 
(normally via a throw from another fielder); and striking out, after getting three strikes. The classic 
strike involves the batter swinging and missing. It is also a strike, though, if a batter does not swing 
and the pitch is in the strike zone (an imaginary rectangle that is 17 inches wide and runs from just 
below the batter’s knee cap to the mid-point between the top of the trousers and the shoulders).

A pitch outside the strike zone that is not swung at is called a “ball”, and if a batter gets four 
of these during a turn at bat a “walk” or “base on balls” is awarded, which is a free pass to first 
base. Free passes to first can be awarded for other reasons, including the batter being hit by a pitch 
outside the strike zone, as long as an attempt to avoid the pitch is made. More typically, though, the 
batter will reach first on a hit ball. It should be noted that this will not always be classed as a “hit”. 
For instance, if the fielding side makes a mistake but could have, with ordinary effort, put out the 
batter (either by catching the ball or by throwing it to first base in time) then an “error” is charged 
to the fielder at fault and the batter is said to have “reached on error”.

Once a batter gets on base – from a hit, a walk, an error, or another means – the player 
becomes a base-runner and aims to reach home plate, via second and third base, to score a run. 
Runners can attempt to “steal” a base without the aid of the batter, or they can try to advance if 
a pitch gets away from the catcher (an event described as a “wild pitch” if the pitcher is at fault 
or a “passed ball” if the catcher is responsible). However, advancement typically occurs when a 
team-mate hits the ball into play. Special terms can be applied to some advances of this nature. 
For instance, base-runners need to “tag up” (retouch the base they had reached) after a catch is 
made on a ball hit by the batter, but after they have done so they are free to advance. If a player 
scores after tagging up subsequent to a catch being made in the outfield, the hit ball that led to 
it is known as a “sacrifice fly”. A related term is the “sacrifice bunt”. A “bunt” is a type of hitting 
action where the batter adopts a different grip in order to prod gently at the ball for the purpose 
of guiding it, rather than taking a full swing. If a bunt advances one or more base-runners but 
leads to the batter being thrown out at first (which is a tactic the batting team may sometimes 
employ), this is a “sacrifice bunt”.
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If a hit enables a batter to reach first it is labelled a “single”. The respective terms for reaching 
second and third on the hit are “double” and “triple”. When a player hits the ball straight over the 
outfield wall it is called a “home run”, and the batter and any runners on base all score a run. A home 
run is also credited to a batter who completes a circuit of the bases on a ball hit inside the park; such 
a feat is termed an “inside-the-park home run”. If a home run is hit with the “bases loaded” – that is, 
where there are runners on first, second, and third base – it is known as a “grand slam”. A player who 
collects at least one of each of the four types of hits – a single, a double, a triple, and a home run – in a 
game is said to have “hit for the cycle”.

Baseball players are tracked using a myriad of statistics, and it is worth finishing this primer by 
describing two of the stats used today that were already being widely employed back in 1890. The 
first is batting average, which is a batter’s ratio of hits to at-bats (one at-bat is counted every time a 
player comes to bat unless the result is a free pass or a sacrifice fly or bunt). A shorthand for expressing 
a batter’s hits and at-bats, either in a game or over a longer time period, is to say that the player has 
gone x-for-y, where “x” is the number of hits and “y” the number of at-bats. The second stat to be 
described is fielding average, which is the ratio of chances accepted by a fielder to total chances. The 
former is the sum of put-outs (awarded for catching or tagging out a player) and assists (credited for 
a throw or deflection that leads to a put-out, or that would have led to a put-out but for an error). 
The latter is the sum of put-outs, assists, and errors.

There is, of course, a lot more to baseball than what has been presented in this brief primer. I 
hope that this book will prove that point to those of you who are new to the game. And for those 
readers who already have a deep understanding of the sport, I hope the book succeeds in adding 
another facet to your appreciation.

JG
St Albans, Herts, UK
November 2010



1 – The game of baseball in 1890

By 1890, almost half a century had elapsed since the New York Nine defeated the New York 
Knickerbockers by a score of 23–1 in what is today designated as the first baseball match (based on 
the criterion of having surviving documentation indicating rules resembling the modern game). 
The laws that governed that contest, on 19 June 1846 at Elysian Fields, in Hoboken, New Jersey, 
differed greatly from the laws used today; however, a large portion of baseball’s evolution occurred 
in the early years, and so by the start of the 1890s the game was being played under rules bearing 
a strong resemblance to those of the early 21st Century.1 Nevertheless, the distinctions in the laws 
and the effects of these on game play are of sufficient magnitude to merit discussion in setting 
the book’s context. The distinctions and effects can be separated into four categories – field and 
equipment, rules of play, strategy, and statistics – and these are covered in turn below. In addition, 
Appendix E provides a summary of baseball’s rules taken from a manual published in Britain in 
1891, while Appendix F offers contemporaneous baseball term definitions, which have been drawn 
from the same publication.

Field and equipment

Figure 1.1 provides a diagram of a baseball field from the early 1890s, within which one or two 
differences from present-day diamonds should be apparent to even the more casual baseball fan. First, 
the distance between the pitcher and the batter is marked as 50 feet. It was not until 1893 that the 
current distance of 60 feet and 6 inches was adopted. As baseball historian David Nemec notes in 
his Official Rules of Baseball Illustrated, the shift from 50 feet did not actually represent an increase in 
throwing distance of 10 feet and 6 inches. The earlier figure set the distance between the batter and 
a boundary that the pitcher could not advance past even after the ball was released; in contrast, the 
new figure marked the distance to a line that the pitcher was permitted to advance past in the act of 
throwing. Therefore, the real increase in pitching distance was closer to 5 feet.1 Related to this change 
was the switch from a “pitcher’s box” on level ground (as shown in Figure 1.1) to a raised pitcher’s 
mound. The evolution of the latter has been described by Nemec in the same book:

To compensate hurlers when the pitching distance was lengthened in 1893, groundskeepers 
clandestinely began to elevate the pitcher’s plate, centering it in a circular mound. There 
were no restrictions on how high a mound could be built. Teams like the New York 
Giants, with speedballers like Amos Rusie, consequently strove to have them tower above 
the batter, whereas clubs that were about to face Rusie would shave their mounds the 
night before beginning a series with the Giants. This sort of shenanigans went on for a 
full decade since there was nothing in the rules to prevent it.1

Other differences in the baseball fields of the late 19th Century that can be discerned from Figure 
1.1 include the use of benches instead of dugouts, as well as home plate’s square shape. The square 
did not convert to the now-iconic pentagon until 1900, although the material was similar to today’s 
before that, with white rubber having been adopted by the early 1890s. Prior to 1885, home plate was 
made out of white marble or stone, but in a bid to lessen the risk of injury to runners sliding home, 
a switch to white rubber was made during the latter half of the 1880s.1
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One important difference in field layout not depicted in Figure 1.1 is the shorter minimum 
distance to a fence in order for balls hit over it to be classed as home runs. At the start of the 1890s, 
if a fair ball was hit over a point in the outfield wall that was less than 210 feet from home plate then 
the batter would not be entitled to complete a circuit of the bases, instead being held at second. In the 
words of the rulebook:

A Fair batted ball that goes over the fence at a less distance than two hundred and ten 
feet from Home Base shall entitle the Batsman to two bases and a distinctive line shall be 
marked on the fence at this point.2

Figure 1.1: Field diagram reproduced (courtesy of the British Library) from: Crane N. Baseball. London, UK: 
George Bell & Sons, 1891. A – area reserved for the batter, catcher, and umpire; B – coach’s box; C – players’ bench; 
D – visiting team’s bat rack; E – home team’s bat rack. © British Library Board, MIC.A.6682.(14.).
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The minimum distance for a home run was increased to 235 feet in 1892 and then to 250 feet in 1926.1 
The leniency present in the pre-1892 laws is of particular relevance to baseball games that were played 
on association football grounds, as is discussed in Chapters 3 and 4.

While the baseball fields of the early 1890s exhibited some major distinctions from those of today, 
a survey of the equipment used reveals even more striking differences. Figure 1.2 presents an assortment 
of baseball gear being advertised in Britain at the start of the 19th Century’s concluding decade. In 
this period of the game’s history, there were no rules governing the gloves that could be worn, but a 
reluctance among players to make use of this type of fielding aid in the game’s early days had persisted 
into the 1880s, and there were still some bare-handed practitioners deep into the 1890s.1 As gloves 
began to gain favour – first with catchers and then among other fielders – it was for protection rather 
than any catching assistance that they might have offered,1 a point illustrated by the fingerless glove 
depicted in Figure 1.2 and reiterated in comparing the flat catcher’s mitt shown against today’s deep-
pocketed, heavily padded glove.

Figure 1.2: Equipment illustrations reproduced (courtesy of the British Library) from several adverts appearing in: 
Crane N. Baseball. London, UK: George Bell & Sons, 1891. This is merely a sample of the equipment advertised, 
rather than being an attempt to provide definitive examples of the gear actually used. A – catcher’s throwing glove; 
B – catcher’s mitt; C – outfit including catcher’s chest protector; D – catcher’s mask with neck protector; E – palm-
side of fingerless glove; F – open back of fingerless glove. © British Library Board, MIC.A.6682.(14.).

The catcher’s mask in Figure 1.2 is conceptually similar to its modern analogue and even features a 
forerunner to the loosely hanging throat guards of today, a feature described in the prose accompanying 
the advert from which it was taken as a new “peculiarly shaped extension.”3 The introduction of the 
catcher’s mask dramatically reduced the injury risk facing catchers, for whom the previous best safeguard 
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constituted a piece of rubber to clench between the teeth in order to lessen the shock resulting from 
being hit in the head.3 Still, the protection offered by the catcher’s apparel was not comparable to that 
of today, with the chest guard being thinner and shin guards not coming into popular use until the early 
1900s.1 Accordingly, it was not till the start of the 20th Century that it became compulsory for catchers 
to position themselves within 10 feet of home plate on all pitches; prior to this, catchers had the option 
of taking pitches on the bounce from further back if there were fewer than two strikes against the batter 
and no threats of base-stealing to limit.1

Even less protection was available to batters, as helmets did not start to be worn until 1941.1 
Another norm of today’s game that was missing in 1890 was numbering on the back of uniforms; this 
aid for the identification of players was not firmly established until 1929.1

To conclude this brief exploration of some of the differences in the field and equipment in 1890 
compared with today, it is worth turning to the bat itself. Early baseball bats did not have the marked 
taper of today’s hitting instrument, possessing instead a gentle reduction in thickness to the handle. More 
dramatically, though, bats with one side completely flattened off were legal prior to 1893.1 There does 
not appear to be a historical reference that puts a figure on the proportion of players making use of such 
a bat in 1890, but an alternative source is offered by the clubs who today play vintage baseball (or, more 
accurately, “base ball”), recreating the game as it was played in a particular year in the sport’s distant past. 
Paul Salomone is a vintage base ball player who has in recent years captained a team called the Elizabeth 
Athletic Club, playing under the rules of 1891. Salomone commissioned a flat-sided bat for his team several 
years ago, but it did not prove to be popular with any of his players, and eventually it was removed from 
the bat bag for good.4 This hints that the flat-sided bat may well have appealed to only a small minority 
of players in 1890. That said, it is clear that there were some notable exponents, including Willie Keeler.1

Rules of play

In an 1890 baseball match, some contrast with the modern game’s rules of play would be clear even 
before the first pitch was thrown. First, with floodlighting being at only an experimental stage in its 
development and thus rarely available,5 umpires were instructed to ensure that games were started no 
later than 2 hours before sunset.2 While there was no great precision demanded of scorers at the time 
in recording game durations, box scores reveal that few games of the era lasted longer than an hour 
and a half.1 Even so, the acceptance of a game beginning just 2 hours before sunset suggests that teams 
would have been expected, at least occasionally, to play the closing innings of a contest in poor light, a 
problem that would have been exacerbated by the baseballs used becoming dirtier during the course 
of the game. An orb could last nine innings since the rules of the time instructed the umpire to put 
a replacement in play only for baseballs that were lost, damaged, or misshapen.2 A second difference 
apparent before the opening pitch was that the home team’s captain was able to choose which side 
would bat first.2 With a new ball potentially lasting a whole game, teams often had a preference to bat 
first in order to gain the only guaranteed look at a clean sphere. By the early part of the 20th Century, 
however, baseballs were being replaced more frequently and it had come to be seen as advantageous 
for the visiting team to be put into bat first. This thinking had become embedded as tradition by the 
time a formal rule was added in 1950 stating that the home team would always bat second.1

After the captain of the home team in a game in 1890 had decided which team would bat first, 
the opening batter of the game would come to the plate knowing that only four balls would be 
needed for a walk, as is the case today. The number of balls required had been nine just over a decade 
before but had steadily declined to four by 1889.1 Additionally, while in the modern game only a 
foul ball hit with two strikes already against the batter leaves the strike tally unchanged, the batter of 
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1890 was afforded more leniency: foul balls, including those hit on a bunt, were not generally charged 
as strikes. There was a rule established in the mid-1880s that enabled an umpire to call a strike if a 
batter was deemed to be deliberately fouling off pitches, but this was rarely invoked.1 Another feature 
of early baseball rules that might seem strange when compared against the game of today was that, 
until 1892, a batter was not forced to run on a hit ball if the umpire did not deem the contact with 
the ball to have been deliberate.1

Moving now from home plate to the pitcher’s box, laws relating to the pitching action had 
settled down to something close to their current form by the mid-1880s, with the overhand delivery 
first becoming universally legal in 1885 and the running start being outlawed after 1886. A crop 
of talented adolescents learning the art of pitching at this time mastered the overhand action and 
emerged as stars of the early 1890s; among them was Cy Young, who would become one of history’s 
most famous hurlers.1

Another area of the rules that was undergoing important changes towards the end of the 19th 
Century was the use of substitutes. The first rule enabling substitutions appeared in the rulebook just 
a year prior to 1890. This law allowed one prespecified substitute to come into the game in place of 
another player at the end of an inning. The 1890 season saw this law extended to a second substitute. 
One year later, the rule was liberalized into something resembling the modern version, enabling more 
substitutions and not limiting the changes to the end of an inning.1,2

Strategy

With only two substitutions allowed in 1890, many aspects of modern strategy would have been 
impracticable, even if teams had the luxury of carrying more than a couple of spare players. Nevertheless, 
the subject of tactics was given significant attention by baseball thinkers, and a particularly notable 
commentator was the Englishman Henry Chadwick, whose pioneering contributions to the sport in 
the 19th Century earned him a commanding moniker: the “Father of Baseball”.6

Chadwick was born on 5 October 1824 at Jessamine Cottage in St Thomas, Exeter. Before 
migrating with his family to Brooklyn, New York, at the age of 12,7 he had gained a fondness for the 
bat-and-ball game of rounders, but he outgrew this to develop an interest first in cricket and then in 
baseball.6 Even so, reflections on rounders would often feature in the baseball manuals that earned him 
national fame in adulthood in the United States.6

The Englishman’s thoughts on strategy in baseball as it moved into the last decade of the 19th 
Century are captured in his book from 1889 titled How to Play Base Ball.8 As baseball writer Alan 
Schwarz notes in The Numbers Game, “Chadwick seemed content by the early 1890s. The game he 
extolled had returned.”7 The extolment to which Schwarz refers was for a game in which batters played 
for the team rather than their own record and did not try to hit for extra bases in every at-bat. Advice 
against pure power hitting was contained within accompanying notes to the rules of the time published 
in Spalding’s Official Base Ball Guide: “a tough, light bat is the best and it should be handled quickly in 
striking at the ball, giving the wrists ample play, not hit from the shoulder.”2 Chadwick went much 
further than this in his guidance, however:

Batting for the side is only shown when the efforts of the batsman are exerted solely in 
the interests of enabling his side to score runs. For instance, suppose the first striker has 
made a base hit and earned and secured first base. The point for the succeeding batsman 
to play before all others is to get that runner forwarded to second base or further round 
if he can. The batsman who goes in for a record only, never troubles himself about the 
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runner who is on the base waiting for a chance to steal to the next base, or to be batted 
round. He only thinks of the “big hit” he wants to make on his own special account. […] 
On the other hand if he is a team player […] his whole attention when he goes to the 
bat will be devoted to the point of doing his best to forward the runner round, if on first 
base, or in getting the runner home if the latter is on third. In other words, he does his 
best to play for the side. In doing this he is just as ready to make a sacrifice hit as in any 
other way to give advantage to the team he is in.8

To maximize the benefits of team hitting, Chadwick advocated a batting order that avoided clusters of 
stronger or weaker hitters and that was led off by the best overall hitter:

In arranging your order of striking, see that strong hitters follow poor batsmen, and that 
the good base runners precede them. For instance, suppose your best out fielder, or your 
pitcher or catcher, is not as skillful at the bat as the others, in placing him on the books as 
a striker put a good base runner’s name down before him, and a good hitter after him; by 
this means the chances for the first base being vacated by the time he is ready to make it, 
will be increased, as likewise those for two runs being obtained after he has made his base. 
Never put three first-class men together, but let them face the pitcher alternately. Neither 
put three poor hitters together, but support each, if possible, as above recommended. Let 
your first striker always be the coolest hand of the nine.8

There would not have been a universal urgency among teams to adopt this line-up construction strategy. 
In Chadwick’s words, “Hitherto very little judgment, as a rule, has been exhibited in this work.”8

The modern era, in contrast, possesses a much more established philosophy of line-up construction. 
A typical batting order might have a hitter with a keen eye and speedy legs leading off, one with good 
bat control next in the order, and then the power hitters in the following few spots, before a cluster of 
weaker batters towards the bottom of the line-up. Last among these weaker batters will normally be the 
pitcher, unless the league has a law that permits a designated hitter to bat in place of this player (this is 
a rule that back in 1890 was still over 80 years away from being introduced).1

While today the act of placing a hitting pitcher at the bottom of the line-up borders on the 
automatic, the rigidness of this habit was not always present in the game. As vintage base ball player 
Paul Salomone has noted from surveying box scores of the era, the role of the pitcher was not nearly as 
specialized back in 1890. It was not uncommon for pitchers to have to play in the field when they were 
not in the box; nor was it unusual for a hurler to be one of the better all-round athletes on a team and 
thus be positioned in the middle of a line-up or even higher.4

Chadwick’s strategic counsel was not limited to the hitter’s perspective. For pitchers, he defined 
strategy as “legitimate artifice to deceive the judgment of the batsman.”8 One tactic that he recommended 
was “a well disguised change of pace” – the “change-up” of today’s baseball lexicon. Another tactic to use 
against the batter was “deceiv[ing] his judgment in reference to the direction of the ball when pitched 
to him.”The list of pitch types that could be mixed up – triggered by signals from the catcher – in order 
to effect this deception included the following self-explanatory designations: the “straight delivery”, the 
“in-curve”, the “out-curve”, the “rising ball”, and the “drop ball”. While acknowledging the value of 
velocity and movement in the air, Chadwick had an overriding imperative in his pitching strategy, which 
was for hurlers to have an excellent command of pitch location. He also observed that the “effectiveness of 
mere speed in pitching depends largely upon the character of the batting the pitcher has to face” and the 
“ability of the catcher to stand the hot fire of the delivery,” noting that pitchers would need to “let up” if 
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the catcher had an injured hand or was not playing well.8 Lastly, the English strategist advocated the use of 
change pitchers (within the bounds of the pre-1892 limitation on substitutions, of course):

A strong point for a captain to play in the matter of changing pitchers in a game, is to 
keep a sharp lookout for the time when his batting opponents begin to get confidence 
in hitting; for, the moment they do then is the time to change your pitcher, even if he is 
not being punished to any serious extent.8

In spite of all the attention he placed on batting and pitching as baseball moved into the 1890s, 
Chadwick singled out fielding as the game’s focal area. “[F]ielding is at once the most brilliant and 
attractive feature of base-ball [and] there is no department of the game […] which requires more 
attention in the way of training to excel in it,” he opined.8

Statistics

As the inventor of the box score and a prolific commentator on the game’s early numbers, Chadwick left 
a legacy that was perhaps even more enduring in statistics than strategy, and it is with this subject that 
the introduction on baseball in 1890 will conclude. Box scores offer information-dense records of games 
across baseball’s history, but it is dangerous to interpret the contents of older examples against modern 
norms. For instance, while the rulebooks of the early 1890s provided a definition of an error that was 
similar to that of today – specifically, “each misplay which allows the striker or base runner to make one 
or more bases when perfect play would have insured his being out”2 – the comparative primitiveness of 
gloves was among the factors making perfect play harder to achieve in that era of the game.

There are at least three other major points to consider when interpreting box scores from Britain’s 
pro baseball league of 1890. First, stolen bases, when formally appended to the laws of the game in 1886, 
were given a much broader definition than exists for them in the modern era. For instance, before a 
rule change in 1898, a steal would be credited to a base-runner who advanced all the way to third from 
first on a single by the batter.1 In addition, with catchers often standing further back from the hitter 
than they do today, and not having a deep-pocketed mitt to assist with cleanly gloving difficult pitches, 
base-stealing would have been more difficult to prevent, something that Paul Salomone has observed to 
be the case in 1891 vintage base ball.4 Secondly, sacrifice bunts, or “sacrifice hits”, started to be recorded 
in box scores in 1889,7 but sacrifice flies were not acknowledged at any point in the 19th Century.1 The 
initiation of the sacrifice hit as a box-score statistic dovetailed with Chadwick’s team-hitting philosophy, 
and the fit was reinforced several years later when the rulebook was changed to no longer charge an 
at-bat to a hitter who had executed one.7 Thirdly, until the late 1880s pitchers were generally credited 
with an assist on a strike-out,1 and this practice persisted into 1890, as is evident from its application in 
some of the British league’s box scores that year.
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2 – Early baseball games on British soil
and the formation of the 1890 pro league

Baseball was the subject of significant coverage in British newspapers on two occasions prior to 1890. In 
both instances the press’s interest resulted from visits to Britain by pro baseball teams from the United 
States, whose tours were sponsored with the purpose of globalizing the sport. The first of the two visits 
occurred in 1874, but it failed to ignite an enduring passion for the game. In contrast, the second visit, 
which took place in 1889, was swiftly followed up with the formation of the domestic pro league that 
is the main subject of this book. The relative triumph of the latter effort was not purely through the 
success of the tour itself, however, as is explained later in this chapter.

Before describing the details of the tours, it is important to consider the societal context in which 
the attempts to introduce baseball took place. Bloyce and Murphy concisely describe this in a paper 
published in the Journal of Historical Sociology:

The first two tours occurred at a time when the British establishment no doubt felt 
themselves to be omnipotent. The deeply entrenched collective belief was that Britain 
really did rule the waves. They viewed the USA disdainfully as an upstart nation and were 
impervious to any potential threat it might constitute for Britain’s future international 
dominance. In 1874 they were quite willing to play host to the tourists because they 
were secure in the belief that baseball offered not the slightest threat to the intrinsically 
superior game of cricket.1

Professional tours

Summer of 1874: the tour of the Boston Red Stockings and Philadelphia Athletics
In 1874, a tour of the British Isles was undertaken by two of the United States’ premier baseball 
outfits:2 the Boston Red Stockings, who today play as the Atlanta Braves;3 and the Philadelphia 
Athletics, who competed in the National Association between 1871 and 1875 and should not be 
confused with a forerunner to today’s Oakland Athletics who played under the same name at a 
later time.4,5 The trip had been devised by the Englishman Harry Wright (pictured in Figure 2.1), 
who was Boston’s owner and a leading pioneer of the game,2 and his party contained other famous 
figures from the sport, including Adrian “Cap” Anson, George Wright (Harry’s younger brother), 
and Albert Spalding.6 The last of these individuals, Spalding, was Boston’s hurler on the tour, but 
his involvement extended beyond his actions in the pitcher’s box, for he had visited England some 
months earlier charged with the duties of securing venues and gaining support from the press.6

One of Spalding’s major activities in the preliminary trip to England was a meeting with the 
“great Marylebone Cricket Club,” since he felt that “there would be no use to come without [their] 
favor and patronage.”6 Spalding later recollected that with his “ardor to win out” in the meeting, 
he had mentioned that the touring party would contain a number of players with experience of 
cricket and that they “might be able to do something in the national games of both countries.”6 
The outcome of Spalding’s meeting was that the MCC were willing to arrange cricket grounds as 
venues for baseball games, but that the baseball players would need to play a series of exhibitions 
of the English summer game in parallel. Turning to the task of gaining press support, Spalding 
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again relied on the cricket connection, with 
his primary target being Charles W Alcock. He 
was described by Spalding as “the recognized 
cricket authority of England.”6 Perhaps 
unsurprisingly, then, when the tourists arrived 
in England they “found the British public 
thoroughly advised of the forthcoming cricket 
matches and only slightly informed about the 
exhibition ball games.”6 For instance, readers 
of The Graphic were alerted to an upcoming 
tour of sports teams from the United States 
in the cricket section of the newspaper, and 
the plans for baseball games were mentioned 
only as an afterthought to the announcement 
of the proposed exhibitions of the English 
game.7 Nevertheless, in spite of this hindrance 
the baseball matches were generally well 
attended.1

The tour’s opening game was played at 
Liverpool Cricket Club in Edge Hill,8 and 
a depiction of a scene from the game was 
published in The Graphic (see Figure 2.2). 
Spalding proudly recalled in his 1910 book 
titled America’s National Game that his Boston 

Figure 2.1: An 1887 photo of English-born baseball 
pioneer Harry Wright (courtesy of the Library of Congress).

Figure 2.2: A sketch of the first game of the 1874 tour of the Boston Red Stockings and Philadelphia Athletics 
(courtesy of the British Library newspaper archive at Colindale) from: The Graphic, 15 August 1874. © British Library 
Board, MLD46.
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team finished 8–6 victors in the series, with the 13 other games comprising seven in the London 
area, two in Dublin, two in Manchester, one in Sheffield, and an additional contest in Liverpool.6 
In the cricket games, the Red Stockings and Athletics combined their numbers, so they played 
with at least 18 men to their opponents’ 11. Aided by their numerical superiority, the tourists 
went unbeaten in the contests.6

The 1874 baseball tour left no lasting peaks on the landscape of British sports, such that when the 
second push to establish baseball in Britain occurred nearly 15 years later, the tourists were climbing 
from sea level once more. One of the major reasons for this was later described by Newton Crane, who 
served as American Consul in Manchester for many years before becoming a barrister in London,6 and 
who was heavily involved in efforts to gain a foothold for baseball in Britain after the 1889 tour. On the 
subject of the 1874 tour, Crane wrote:

[I]n the short hour or two devoted to the exhibition matches but little idea of it could be
acquired by the bewildered spectators. […] When lacrosse was first played the spectators
could readily comprehend, from their knowledge of football, polo, and hockey, what the
players were trying to accomplish, and were therefore able to appreciate the skill required
in running and throwing the ball as the combatants endeavoured to get it through their
opponents’ goal. But in baseball […] [t]here were no stumps to defend as in cricket, and
there were no goals; and while there were bases as in rounders, there was an apparent
confusion in the restriction upon the direction a batted ball might take, in the variety
of ways a player might be put out, and in the quick changes of the sides that made it
impossible for even a rounders player to follow the game.9

The thrust of Crane’s complaint was that the tour failed as an educational device, but his 
observation that knowledge of rounders was insufficient as a springboard for the British public is 
also of interest since it offers a counterpoint to a sentiment commonly held by the British press. 
This sentiment was perhaps most politely expressed in the branding of baseball as “only a refinement 
on the ‘rounders’ of our schoolboy days.”10 Other journalists were less restrained in their mockery 
of the sport. For instance, one critic wrote the following: “In America it may remain the national 
game. Here base-ball takes its rightful rank as the popular boys’ games of rounders.”11 As Bloyce 
and Murphy have noted from surveying newspapers’ coverage of the tour, these ridicule-laden 
comparisons to rounders accompanied unfavourable comparisons with cricket as punctuation of an 
otherwise general indifference to baseball in the press.1

Winter/Spring of 1889: the tour of the Chicago White Stockings and an “All America” team 
The second wave of baseball diplomats crashed against the British shore in March 1889, led by Albert 
Spalding.2 It would be difficult to quantify the relative contribution of Spalding – in his role as advance 
agent – to the 1874 trip, but he was indisputably the principal organizer of the second tour. The 
ex-pitcher was now a sports equipment mogul and the owner of a major team, the Chicago White 
Stockings (today, the Chicago Cubs).12,13 Spalding was joined by two other participants from the first 
tour: George Wright, a team-mate in 1874, was recruited as an umpire (but also filled in as a player on 
the tour); and Cap Anson, an opponent in 1874, now played for Spalding’ s Chicago team.12

The White Stockings team and an “All America” outfit sailed out of San Francisco on 
18 November 1888 and by 5 January 1889 had completed their Australasian leg of the trip. 
According to Spalding’s account in America’s National Game, it had originally been planned for the 
tourists to turn around after completing their games in Australasia and travel home by retracing 
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their outward route. However, soon after the 
expedition had hit the waves of the Pacific, 
Spalding put forward a suggestion for the 
party to sail westward after Australia to 
complete the voyage in New York. This was 
met with a unanimously positive response 
from the players, according to Spalding’s 
recollections. On their westward route, the 
teams played exhibitions in Ceylon (now 
Sri Lanka), in Egypt (on “the desert’s sands 
in front of the Great Pyramids;” see Figure 
2.3), and in continental Europe (including 
a game “within the shadow of the Eiffel 
Tower,” but not one among the ruins of 
Rome’s Coliseum, as Spalding’s offer of 
$5000 to secure that venue was 
rejected).2,12 Finally, they reached the 
British Isles for the last stop before the 
tour’s concluding games in the States.2

Spalding’s organizational concessions 
had enabled cricket to become the focus of 
the 1874 tour, and this had almost certainly 
hindered the attempt to spread baseball to 
the Old World. Even though Spalding again 
drew on the services of Alcock, still a leading 

figure in the country’s cricket scene (and also its association football scene),12 the approach used for 
the visit in 1889 differed substantially, suggesting a realization on the part of the Chicago owner that 
attempting to gain a strong foothold among a cricket-aligned segment of the British populace was 
overambitious.1 Bloyce and Murphy have succinctly described the dissimilarity:

Again, most of the matches were played on county cricket grounds, but this time there 
were no associated cricket matches. Some exhibition games were held on football grounds 
at Bramall Lane (Sheffield) and Goodison Park (Liverpool). It seems that the aim here 
was to attract crowds of a different social composition. Association Football was extremely 
popular amongst the urban working classes, whereas cricket still had more appeal for the 
middle- and upper classes.1

This fit with the urban working classes would prove to be a neat one when a domestic league was 
established in Britain the following year, not least because many of the association footballers they 
rooted for during the winter months were available to play the sport of baseball in the summer. The 
potential dovetailing of association football and baseball is considered in more detail later in this chapter.

The blossoming of Spalding the businessman during the decade-and-a-half between the visits 
of pro baseball players to Britain is explored in Spalding’s Word Tour, written by Mark Lamster and 
published in 2006.12 In this book, Lamster provides an engaging account of the world tour, detailing 
events both on and off the diamond. He devotes a wonderful chapter to the tourists’ visit to the 
British Isles, marred only by a couple of factual errors (the Sheffield venue is mistakenly referred to 

Figure 2.3: A sketch of a baseball exhibition game played “on 
the desert’s sands in front of the Great Pyramids” (courtesy 
of Cornell University Library) from: Spalding AG. America’s 
National Pastime: Historic Facts Concerning the Beginning 
Evolution, Development and Popularity of Base Ball. New York, 
NY, USA: American Sports Publishing Company, 1911.
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as Bramball Lane, with an erroneous second “b”, while the final game of the tour’s London section 
is described as having been played in Leighton rather than Leyton, an inaccuracy compounded by 
the tour map having the dot for that game appearing to mark Leighton Buzzard in Buckinghamshire 
rather than the Leyton in Essex where the game actually took place).12,14 The difference between the 
Spalding of 1874 and the Spalding of 1889 is described by Lamster as follows.

The small-town naïf of twenty-four traveling abroad for the first time had in the 
intervening years transformed himself, through skill and bluster, into an honest-to-
goodness titan of American business. […] To be sure, Spalding had learned how to 
conduct an international publicity campaign, but in that decade-and-a-half hiatus he had 
also become a far more savvy political operator.12

The first match of the 1889 visit was played in London, at the Oval cricket ground. According to 
an account by Newton Crane, who was one of 7000 to 8000 spectators at the game, inclement weather 
conditions were detrimental to the enjoyment of those present:

The atmosphere was saturated with moisture, and the fine turf upon which the diagram 
was laid out was soft and sodden. A fog veiled the outfield, and when a ball was batted in 
that direction it was immediately lost to sight.9

Among those struggling to follow the flight of the ball was Albert Edward, the Prince of Wales, who 
would later be crowned Edward VII. A bold reporter for the New York Herald, an Anglo-American 
newspaper, asked the Prince for his opinion on the new sport, to which he responded by writing a 
sharp, diplomatically considerate note for the journalist that was reproduced in the paper the next day.9 
The often-cited pronouncement of the future king, which is shown in Figure 2.4, read: “The Prince of 
Wales has witnessed the game of Base Ball with great interest and though he considers it an excellent 
game he considers Cricket as superior.”9 Inclement weather was a feature of the visit as a whole. In an 
issue of The Graphic from the end of March, it was commented that the tourists “have been singularly 
unfortunate in the weather they have encountered here, which has unquestionably prevented them 
from showing their best form.”15

Spalding’s recollections of the tour in 
America’s National Game included an estimation 
that at least 60,000 people witnessed the 
exhibition games, which were played in London, 
Bristol, Birmingham, Sheffield, Bradford, 
Glasgow, Manchester, Liverpool, Belfast, and 
Dublin.6 In conjunction with the exhibition 
series, the tourists did in one location make 
acquaintance with natives on the field itself. On 
23 March, during the Merseyside segment of 
the tour, the baseball players were defeated at 
rounders by a group of Liverpool-based players 
from the National Rounders Association, but 
the result, unsurprisingly, was reversed when 
the locals attempted baseball.15 The visitors’ 
triumph under baseball rules was of the most 

Figure 2.4: Note from the Prince of Wales reproduced 
(courtesy of the British Library) from: Crane N. Baseball. 
London, UK: George Bell & Sons, 1891. © British Library 
Board, MIC.A.6682.(14.).
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emphatic fashion imaginable: the rounders players went into bat first and Chicago’s Mark Baldwin 
struck them out in order, before the baseball players put on 18 runs in the bottom of the first, 
which was enough for the game to be called in their favour.12 Spalding’s willingness to expand 
the visit’s itinerary beyond the exhibition series was congruent with a comment he made while in 
Britain that “he would be greatly pleased if some Englishmen would take up the game of baseball, 
and visit America, and he could promise such a team an enthusiastic welcome and a successful 
tour.”16 It is easy to question the motives of the baseball equipment mogul in this regard because, 
as has been noted elsewhere,2 the Old World represented a virgin market. Regardless of the reasons 
underlying the overarching objective for expanding the geographical spread of baseball, there 
was at least one other motivation behind Spalding letting his men play against a rounders side. 
The taunting of baseball as being akin to a childish game pervaded the press in 1889, as it had 
done 15 years earlier, and Spalding saw that playing the sports one after the other could dispel 
the unfavourable comparison, while showcasing the prowess of athletes from the United States.12

The diversion from the exhibition series notwithstanding, Spalding’s anticipation for the 
British to take up the game of their own volition was an example of persisting overambition on his 
part. Two years later, Crane wrote that had nothing been done to supplement Spalding’s tour, “the 
whole venture would have been as barren of results as the previous visit of the Boston and Athletic 
Clubs in 1874.”9 But there was something done, as Crane went on to explain:

Fortunately, however, a number of young college men from the leading universities of 
America, enthusiasts in baseball, decided to follow up the visit of the professional players, 
and to spend their midsummer holidays of 1889 in England, to teach the game wherever 
opportunity offered.9

The visit of collegians from the United States in the summer of 1889

The need for an educational element in plans to establish baseball in Britain had been observed 
even before Spalding’s second party sailed out of San Francisco. In October 1888, the New York Times 
published a short article noting that John Barnes, manager of the St Paul baseball club in the Western 
League, had proposed to found “a syndicate, including London, Birmingham, and other principal cities 
in England, which shall establish baseball franchises similar to those in America,” and that “he will at 
first employ lecturers to elucidate the fine points of the American national game.”17 The syndicate 
proposed by Barnes was never formed, and although news of his plans for baseball “lecturers” did make 
their way into the British press,18 a search of the British Library’s online archive of 49 local and national 
newspapers from the 19th Century reveals no stories on any educational sessions taking place.19

Therefore, it seems that the first structured attempt to tutor the British on baseball – as opposed 
to merely offering demonstrations of the game – was that carried out by the group of collegians 
from the United States that visited England in the summer of 1889. The instructors actively engaged 
local sportsmen in games of baseball, starting in the London area, where Richmond was one of 
their chosen locations. They then headed northwards to spend several weeks in Birmingham and its 
surrounding towns,9 including Stoke,20 before moving on to Liverpool. Finally, the tourists returned 
southwards to finish with a game at Leyton, in which they defeated an Essex County nine (the  locals 
were granted six outs to play with in each inning instead of three, a handicapping system that 
probably was not unique to this contest).21 According to one reporter, wherever the college men 
“could find grounds disengaged they announced their intention of playing, and forthwith sent out 
invitations to athletes, football-men and others to meet them.”21
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In Birmingham, the collegians undertook a varied itinerary to effect their objective of introducing 
baseball to the Midlands. They began with a series of baseball exhibitions, putting on demonstrations at 
three different grounds, all of which were free for spectators.22 Then, with the district’s appetite aroused, 
the collegians mixed locals into their teams (this was a format employed on a number of occasions, 
with the collegians sometimes dropping out of a contest as it progressed until they occupied only 
the position of catcher on either side).21,23 A contest of this nature was played on 17 August at Perry 
Barr, Birmingham, and witnessed by a “very fair attendance of spectators;”23 a brief account with an 
accompanying line score appeared in Saturday Night:

The game commenced by Mr. Cressey getting to the first base from a hit, and then 
stealing another base in a laughable manner. Mr. Cressey’s team made two runs in their 
first innings, and Mr. Henshaw’s side seven runs. Joey Simmonds made a fairly good 
pitcher, although runs were made from him.23

Included in the line-ups were several individuals associated with Aston Villa Football Club. Joey 
Simmonds, the pitcher who drew ink from the journalist’s pen, had been a highly regarded first-
team footballer several years earlier,24 and it is likely that the left-fielder on Mr Henshaw’s side 
was T Clarkson, a defender for the Villa.25 Also on Mr Henshaw’s side was George Ramsay. He was a 
colossus of Aston Villa Football Club’s formative years (which are described in the next chapter), in the 
role of captain and then secretary–manager.24

Building on the mixed-squad format, the baseball educators finished by playing a number 
of matches against association football teams from the area. For instance, on 23 August the guests 
comfortably defeated an Aston Villa team at Perry Barr. A short report and a rudimentary box score for 
the game were printed in Sport and Play:

Mr Ramsay, Secretary of Aston Villa, acted as Captain of the Aston Villa nine, and played 
his position as first base in a very commendable manner. Mr Williard, ex-captain of 
H[o]ward College base-ball nine, was captain of the Americans.26

The Villa nine does not appear to have included many prominent figures linked with the club, but 
Simmonds and Ramsay featured once again, and they were joined by a third baseman who was 
probably AH Albut, a member of the football club’s committee at the time.27 The difficult position 
of catcher was filled for the Villa by Cressey, one of the collegians. He played for the collegians’ 
English opponents on a number of occasions during their visit, since a weakness at the position of 
catcher could have quickly led to the players and spectators losing interest. Another important task 
undertaken by the collegians was to provide explanations of preceding plays to the spectators when 
they were not needed on the field.28

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 17 AUGUST 188923 

Mr Cressey’s side  ...................  2 0 4 7 4 1 0 — 18 

Mr Henshaw’s side  ................  7 5 0 0 2 3 0 — 17 

Mr Cressey’ side—Cressey (c), Simmonds (p), Wolfe (ss), Hart (1b), Noyes (2b), Rathbone (3b), 
Dean (cf), Rogers (lf), Hirons (rf). Mr Henshaw’s side—Henshaw (c), Hughes (p), Williams (ss), 
Ramsay (1b), Calhoun (2b), Ash (3b), King (cf), Clarkson (lf), Whitteck (rf). Umpire—Craig. 
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Beyond reporting the facts relating to the contests they saw, journalists on several Birmingham 
newspapers were eager to discuss the general merits and flaws of baseball, and what the balance of 
these meant for the game’s chances of becoming a self-sustaining enterprise within the local sporting 
community. Several months later, a package of cuttings that were representative of the various viewpoints 
made its way across the Atlantic bearing the address of one Henry Chadwick, the great English-born 
baseball journalist introduced in Chapter 1. The cuttings became the subject of a lively article written 
by Chadwick for the Sporting Life.29 There was a spectrum of descriptors applied by Chadwick to the 
various reports, ranging from “very sensible” to “thick-headed English prejudice.” One of the “sensible” 
reports was published in Saturday Night:

Thanks to the visit of the Collegian base-ball players from America to this district, 
baseball is likely to play an important part in Midland athleticism in the near future. 
Already several of our local football clubs have taken the Yankee innovation under their 
wing. […] The game is likely to prove a medium between cricket and football—not, at 
times, so tame as the former, not requiring so much exertion as leather-hunting. When 
it is better understood it will probably be much more appreciated by the public than at 
the present time.30

The more “prejudiced” scribes were damning of baseball’s chances. One reporter, who had “grave 
doubts of its ultimate success,” used the collegians’ presence in the district as an opportunity to reflect 
on the stop that Spalding’s tourists had made several months earlier at Edgbaston, the ground of the 
Birmingham-based Warwickshire County Cricket Club:

My recollections of the afternoon at the County Ground early last spring are of the most 
gruesome kind, and if that is a specimen of how the game is to be played when it comes to 
perfection, I don’t think it will ever be popular in England, and we shall want a considerable 
amount of “educating” before large crowds of excited people gather together to witness it.31

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 23 AUGUST 188926 

AMERICANS RUNS POSITION ASTON VILLA RUNS 

Dean 5 Centre-fielder Beasley 0 

Calhoun 6 Second baseman Lodge 2 

King 5 Left-fielder Simmonds 1 

Henshaw 3 Catcher Cressey 1 

Williard 5 First baseman Ramsay 2 

Noyes 2 Shortstop Williams 0 

Rogers 2 Third baseman Albut 0 

Ash 3 Right-fielder Wolfe 0 

Hughes 2 Pitcher Richards 0 

33 6 
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Perhaps Birmingham’s cold and overcast weather conditions that day had clouded not just the 
ground but the journalist’s memory of the game too: Harry Palmer, one of the tour party’s three 
journalists, labelled it the “most interesting and brilliant yet played on the trip,” adding that a 
“prettier or more desperately contested game is rarely seen anywhere.” The game, which featured 
“one of the grandest throws” to home plate that Palmer had ever seen, was tied 4–4 when it was 
called for darkness after 10 innings.12

If a game of this calibre was unable to sow a seed in the sporting soil of the Midlands, then it is of 
little surprise that Newton Crane deemed the collegians’ educational follow-up to have been essential 
to the game’s chances of gaining a foothold. And he was not the only commentator to be drawn to this 
conclusion. For instance, a journalist writing under the name Viator penned the following thoughts on 
baseball for the Sporting Life:

Those of us who had learned to like it and who hoped this visit of Mr. Spalding to England 
might lead to its adoption here were greatly discouraged after he left. In public print and 
in private conversation we were wearied with the constant reiteration of the dogmatic 
statement that there was “absolutely nothing in the game,” and that it “would never take 
in England.” So abundant were these prophecies that I was in a fair way of becoming 
convinced myself of the utter uselessness of trying to run counter to a national prejudice. 
Fortunately the college boys came over last summer […] and before they quitted us our 
hopes were revived and given a substantial basis. […] As soon as the college boys struck 
Birmingham […] it was apparent that there was a chance for base ball in England.32

Not long after the collegians departed Britain, the first steps in the formation of a domestic league 
were being taken. It is worth noting that the idea of forming a baseball league in Britain had been 
discussed some time before Spalding’s apostles had disembarked in Newhaven, on England’s south coast, 
to demonstrate the case for baseball. No less a figure than Cap Anson had, back in September 1888, 
been quoted for his views on how a league composed of teams in England’s six principal cities could 
be a financial success, with his confidence being such that he would not have hesitated to put capital 
into a venture of this nature.33

The formation of a league

On the evening of Wednesday 9 October 1889, a group of England’s principal sports administrators 
assembled in a private room at the Criterion restaurant in London’s West End, with the purpose of 
forming a council to establish the National Base Ball League of Great Britain. Those provisionally elected 
were Morton P Betts (a leading figure for Essex County Cricket Club and the Football Association), 
Edwin Ash (an overseer of both aquatic and field sports in the Richmond area), TC Slaney (honorary 
secretary of Staffordshire’s county cricket club and football association), WH Hivey (chief executive 
officer of the National Rounders Association), Major William Sudell (president of Preston North End 
Football Club), Francis Ley (a wealthy Derby industrialist and sports enthusiast), and, finally, George 
Ramsay and Newton Crane, both of whom are described earlier in the chapter.28 Despite “pleasantly 
and attractively fitted up” headquarters being swiftly sourced at 38 Holborn Viaduct in London,34 the 
“league” overseen by this auspicious group of men soon became the subject of playful mockery, as it 
did not yet contain any clubs.32 But a valid counterargument presented by one commentator was that 
“it was better to shape and direct the movement at the start than to attempt to untangle the snarls that 
would follow if there was no central body to control the formation of the clubs.”21
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In a choice of location portending a focus for the league away from the national capital, 
the Grand Hotel in Birmingham hosted the league council’s second meeting, on the evening of 
Friday 8 November. The members of the provisional council formed at the Criterion had their 
number augmented by several men of prominence in the Midlands sporting scene. One of these 
was J Lathbury Ash, honorary secretary of Moseley Rugby Union Club. He was said to have spent 
many hours with the collegians back in the summer (it is likely that he was the Ash listed in the 
line-ups for the two games at Perry Barr described earlier in this chapter). During the gathering at 
the Grand Hotel, the provisional members received confirmation of their position in the council, as 
did two additional figures: Reverend F Marshall (honorary treasurer of the Yorkshire Rugby Union) 
and D Haigh (a Football Association executive). Morton Betts would serve as the league’s honorary 
secretary.35 Beyond these matters, there were two pressing issues faced by the body now responsible 
for building baseball in Britain. The first was the need for league teams to be readied by the following 
spring. A description of the means for achieving this appeared in the Sporting Life:

Lists were obtained of all the foot ball, lacrosse, hockey and athletic clubs of England 
and Scotland, and to their secretaries was sent an illustrated circular, setting forth the 
attractive features of the game and its adaptability to English sport. To the newspapers 
were addressed the letters calling attention to the game, and promising detailed 
information to all who cared to apply for it. Wherever an opening could be found the 
thin edge of the wedge was inserted. Officials of clubs were interviewed; hostilities 
were removed, personal explanations were made and prejudices were softened down. 
Soon the seed began to sprout. It showed itself first in letters conveying expressions of 
good will from prominent sportsmen. Then came others from club secretaries asking 
how the game could best be taken up, and finally from still others announcing that 
certain club committees had decided to introduce it as soon as the season opened.35

The approach described was a systematic means of getting baseball added to a gap in the summer calendar 
of existing sports clubs and it had the potential to attract a large number of teams – some to join a national 
league and others to form as amateur outfits, but all being primarily composed of native novices. Coaching 
would thus need to be offered in order to build on the work of the collegians, particularly in the national 
circuit, which would inevitably be viewed as a flagship for baseball’s invasion of Britain.

The need to secure skilled coaches was the second of the league council’s pressing issues. Details 
of the approach taken were again published in the Sporting Life:

[T]he Council took immediate steps to find players in England who could act as
instructors. Advertisements were inserted in the “want columns” of several of the
leading London dailies. A number of applicants answered, but unfortunately they were
clerks or others engaged in business who could not go any distance from the city, and
the clubs applying for instruction were hundreds of miles away in the North. The
League then appealed to the Sporting Life, requesting those who desired to enter the
work to apply to Messrs. A. G. Spalding & Bros., in New York, who kindly consented
to act as the League agents in selecting the men.35

After the screening of candidates’ applications in New York, over 200 letters were forwarded to 
38 Holborn Viaduct for the perusal of Betts and his council. Their headquarters were close to the 
equivalent premises of the Football Association.34 This may have been a deliberate recognition of 
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baseball’s transition from a perceived threat to the nation’s major summer pastime into a potential 
adjunct to its most popular winter sport.

An example of this transition was seen in the jottings of a correspondent writing under the 
name of Banshee. In August 1889, this journalist had penned an ominous warning to the collegians:

Baseball players in America must have conceived an erroneous impression of the 
opinion formed in England upon the game, or we should scarcely have received a visit 
from a number of enthusiasts fired with the—from their own point of view—laudable 
desire to take another step towards the introduction of the game among us. […] The 
fact that baseball is played in the cricket season is deadly to its chance of success with 
us. […] Another thing which militates greatly against baseball gathering favour in the 
English mind is the clowning. There can be no question that is a diverting sight to see 
a player dodging about at a base trying to get the better of the pitcher and his fielders; 
but it does not follow that one would be quite so pleased to see one’s own relatives 
and friends playing the part of the clown. Cricket, Americans should be made to 
understand, is played by people of considerable position and dignity.36

By November, though, the progress made had forced the correspondent to concede that baseball 
might at least have an appeal to one particular group: association footballers.37

Since the Aston Villa baseball side was connected to an association football club, it is worth 
considering here the factors that made the popular winter sport a suitable partner, before properly 
introducing the team at the centre of this book in the next chapter.

The link with association football

Even before the gathering at the Criterion in October, Newton Crane had observed baseball’s promise 
to “fill an aching void.”38 Using Birmingham as an illustration that could be extended to other cities 
in the Midlands or further north, he noted that with cricket keeping only a small portion of the great 
industrial centre’s population occupied, either as players or as spectators, there were many people in 
need of a recreation during the summer months:

[E]fforts have been so strenuously made to find some occupation for the tens of thousands 
of idle young men on the Wednesday and Saturday half-holidays of summer that even the
old-fashioned game of “rounders” has been resorted to, and an even sillier game called
“scud” taken up. What scud is I cannot find out, beyond that the implements are a foot
ball which is batted with a broomstick!38

Owing to this dearth of activities, the summer months saw many enclosed sports fields left unused, 
with no voices to bounce off the dressing room walls nor rallying cries to rattle their grandstands.32 
This could only reinforce the appeal of baseball to association football clubs. Elsewhere, the 
pairing of football and baseball was described as “a problem solved,” since clubs previously lacked 
a form of physical recreation that they could pay their players to engage in during the summer, 
leaving little that could be done to ensure a good level of fitness at the start of the following 
season.39 Furthermore, it was possible that the benefits to be gained by footballers playing baseball 
extended beyond the maintenance of fitness levels. The view of Major Sudell, Preston North End’s 
representative on the league council, was that:
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It will make the men smarter. Almost every ball means a smart piece of fielding, and often 
more. It is sure to have the effect of brightening the men up. Swiftness and accuracy 
ought to be improved wonderfully after a season of baseball.40

This suggestion leads one to consider whether the converse was also true. Would the experience 
gained from their own game offer association footballers an advantage in baseball, relative to similarly 
talented practitioners of other sports? The answer is that the scope for benefiting from football experience 
was probably minimal. The most plausible transfer of skills was arguably in the loose similarity between 
the goalkeeper in football and the first baseman in baseball, both of whom would be regularly called 
on to make stretching catches. But one famous goalkeeper who would man first base in the summer of 
1890 – Preston’s Jimmy Trainer – declared that his football experience was not directly useful to him on 
the baseball field.40 A more humorous illustration that footballers would not necessarily make baseball 
naturals came from an observation by one of the coaching envoys that footballers “have a tendency 
when playing base ball to try and stop a hot ball with their feet instead of their hands, and the result is 
generally disastrous for that particular play.”41
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3 – Aston Villa’s early history and
the club’s pro baseball team of 1890

Through the north of the great industrial city of Birmingham, culverts and canals guide the course 
of the River Tame, symbolizing the area’s rapid urbanization during the middle part of the 19th 
Century. In this period, sharp rises occurred in the population of various Tame valley settlements, 
and local railway stations were opened, at Aston, Perry Barr, and Witton. The introduction of these 
transport links fed further urban development, and created a huge demand for recreation among 
residents of both the local area and a wider region.1

Fortunately, land existed to feed the hunger for sporting activity. As described in the book 
Played in Birmingham, “the Aston Park’s upper grounds were opened to the public in 1858, while 
the lower grounds, bounded on the east by the Tame, were transformed during the 1860s into the 
most sophisticated amusement gardens and sports grounds yet seen in the Midlands.”1 On these 
and other local grounds were nurtured at least eight of the area’s earliest association football clubs, 
one of which was Aston Villa.1

Early history of Aston Villa Football Club

The decision to found Aston Villa Football 
Club is said to have been made on a murky 
night in 1874 under a gaslight in Heathfield 
Road (the founding year of 1874 is proudly 
boasted by the club today, as exemplified in 
Figure 3.1). Seeking illumination were several 
members of the Villa Cross Wesleyan Chapel 
cricket team, who had stopped there to discuss 
the need for some activity they could engage 
in during the winter months in order to stay 
fit and maintain social bonds. The activity they 
decided upon was association football, a match 
of which they had witnessed earlier in a nearby 
field.2 The number of teams in the district was 
yet to explode; thus, while it would be simple 
to find land to play on, the task of locating 
opposition was not going to prove quite so easy. 
After some searching it was discovered that St 
Mary’s of Aston Brook had a football club, but 
that team, which would serve as Aston Villa’s 
first opponents, competed under the rugby 
code of football, rather than association rules. 
As a compromise, the game that was organized 
was played with the first half under one set of 
laws and the second under the other.3

Figure 3.1: Aston Villa’s founding year of 1874 is 
displayed clearly above a mosaic emblem on the outside 
of Villa Park, the club’s ground today (photograph by 
the author).
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Two years after forming, the Villa footballers had not yet made a major advance in the game, but 
while playing in a park in Aston one day, they attracted the attention of an onlooker who was about 
to initiate a total transformation in the team’s fortunes. The spectator was the Glasgow-born footballer 
George Ramsay, and so amused was he by the Villans’ primitive display that he persuaded them to let 
him join in the game. The Villa footballers were dazzled by the Scot’s skill and so they invited him 
to play in their next game; he was shortly after elected their captain. Ramsay set about developing 
the talent of his players, and soon they became desirous for a ground that they could call their own. 
The Glaswegian addressed this wish by securing the rental of a field opposite Perry Barr station on 
Wellington Road.4 Steady progress was made over the next decade such that by 1885 the team’s home 
ground was attracting crowds in excess of 20,000.1

A first major triumph for the Villa came in 1887, at the end of a season in which Ramsay had 
become manager of the club.4 A 2–0 defeat of local rivals West Bromwich Albion at the Oval allowed 
Aston Villa to lift the prestigious FA Cup for the first time. This victory was commemorated in a 
cigarette card issued in the 1930s, which is shown in Figure 3.2. The team’s route to the final had 
not been straightforward. Back in the third round, three replays were needed – after a 2–2 draw in 
the initial tie – for the Villa to dispose of Wolverhampton Wanderers. And in the quarter-final, a 3–0 
lead at half-time over Darwen was one goal away from being erased during a lacklustre second-half 
display; this was reputedly attributable to the Villans being offered a drink of champagne during the 
interval by a confident supporter.

Figure 3.2: A cigarette card from the 1930s commemorating Aston Villa’s first FA Cup final victory (an original 
item in the author’s collection).
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Aston Villa’s first major triumph fuelled anticipation of further trophies, but 1887’s victorious 
season was followed by several barren years. The 1889–90 campaign typified the unfulfilled promise, 
with the club finishing eighth out of 12 teams in the recently established Football League and crashing 
out of the FA Cup in the second round,5 although it was noted in the local press that after “playing for 
the greater part of the year in most disappointing fashion,” the Villa “undoubtedly finish[ed] the season 
in grand style.”6 It was during this season that Birmingham witnessed the foundations for Britain’s first 
baseball league being laid.

Morton Betts, the baseball league’s honorary secretary, proudly informed the Pall Mall Gazette in 
early 1890 that five amateur clubs had been organized in Birmingham during the winter.7 These efforts 
were strengthened by a meeting on 26 February at Birmingham’s Central Hotel, on Corporation Street. 
In attendance, wrote a Birmingham Daily Post scribe, was “an influential assembly of schoolmasters and 
those engaged in the promotion of athletics, and a deputation from the council of the league.”8 While 
the stated purpose of the gathering was to consider the “advisability of introducing the game into 
the physical recreations of children attending the Board and denominational schools,” the discussions 
inevitably encompassed the broader theme of promoting baseball “among the masses.”8 Reverend 
F Marshall, chair of the meeting, described baseball as a “healthy and sound” game and added that the 
“facilities with which it could be played, and the cheapness of its accessories, must commend it to the 
artisan classes,” according to paraphrased copy in the Birmingham Daily Post.8

A further development in the Birmingham baseball scene came in spring 1890, with the 
incorporation of Birmingham Base Ball Club Limited (formally registered on 4 June) as a franchise of 
the National Base Ball League of Great Britain.9,10 The club’s Memorandum of Association detailed 18 
objectives, the first two of which outlined its professional status:

(a) To establish a club for the purpose of forming teams of professional players (under
such names or styles as may be thought fit) for promoting the game of baseball and
giving exhibitions thereof in all parts of the United Kingdom […] (b) To employ and pay
professional players for their services and all necessary travelling expenses, and to devote
the proceeds of any meeting or meeting, either wholly or in part for the benefit of such
players, or any of them.10

Only one baseball team was formed by the club, and since it shared a ground and some personnel with 
Aston Villa Football Club, it soon adopted the name of this growing giant of soccer. Aston Villa’s baseball 
team was founded in part as a means of keeping association footballers fit in the summer; it is amusing 
to note, then, that Aston Villa Football Club was established 16 years earlier as a way to occupy cricketers 
during the winter months. The nine regulars on Aston Villa baseball’s team of 1890 comprised personnel 
from the association football club of the same name and its neighbouring sides, in addition to a local 
cricketer and a trio of baseball players from the United States.

Baseball envoys

William Barr (player–manager)
In April 1890, the Birmingham Daily Post announced the arrival of a “missionary” for baseball.11 
The name of the missionary was William J Barr, and he was reported to be offering individuals 
£1 a week to learn and play the game (a weekly sum approximating £100 in 2010, after adjusting 
for inflation).11,12 The Pittsburgh man was one of two forerunners for baseball coaches in Britain 
sought by the league council.13 His baseball résumé included a period serving as the secretary of 
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the Allegheny Amateur Baseball League, in Pennsylvania, and he was described in one source as 
“an esteemed clerk in one of the Fort Wayne Railroad offices at Pittsburgh.”14 Barr sent reports 
of his progress in England to the Sporting Life, and the piecing together of these allows his path to 
be traced from an initial spell of coaching in preparatory schools in southern England,15 on to the 
supervision of baseball in schools and amateur clubs in the Birmingham area,16,17 before he finally 
focused his attention on playing for and managing the Aston Villa pro baseball team.

During the first part of his visit, he encountered a game devised by CC Mott known as “base 
ball rounders” that was being played in schools in the vicinity of London.15 According to Barr’s 
description: “It is in reality a combination of cricket and base ball, with the beauties of both amply 
illustrated. A regular set of rules have been printed, and the ball is a boy’s size of [a baseball from 
the United States]. The bat is simply the lightest make of an ordinary base ball bat. There are eleven 
players on each side instead of the regulation nine, the two extra players playing cover point and 
long leg, the balance playing in the regular [baseball] positions.”15 “Cover point” and “long leg” are 
both terms for fielding positions in cricket, and neither is located within the equivalent of baseball’s 
90-degree angle of fair territory. This hints at similarities with the traditional game of rounders, 
as well as a sport called “Welsh baseball” or “English baseball”, which survives today in pockets of 
southern Wales and north-west England.

Once Barr arrived in the Midlands, he became more heavily involved in the version of baseball that 
he had crossed the Atlantic to coach:

In Birmingham twenty-four schools have taken the game up, and from the lively 
interest manifested in it by both the boys and the masters there is no doubt of its 
success. I am spending my mornings visiting the different schools, chalking out a 
diamond in the school yard, and putting the boys through the first principles of the 
game. It is surprising to see how readily they see the points of the game, and also 
how quickly they get to like it. After a little practice I select a team to represent the 
school and take them to the public park to play a team from another school, whom 
I have previously instructed.16

Barr soon grew attached to his new locality, writing that: “Birmingham, the sporting centre of the 
Midland District, I expect to see some day the most enthusiastic base ball city in the United Kingdom.”17 
This view was subject to more than a little bias, though, for if Birmingham was indeed to go on to 
acquire this status, then he would be the individual worthy of greatest praise.

Frank Barr
While William Barr saw promise in Britain’s baseball novices, he was clearly happy to acquire the 
services of his brother Frank, in order to boost Aston Villa’s chance of success. Frank was not one of 
the envoys brought over by the league council, but his experience of the game would be drawn on 
as both a player and a coaching assistant.18

HE Simon
The Barr brothers were joined at Aston Villa by a third player from the United States, HE Simon, 
who was an amateur player from Chicago with experience at high-school level.19 He was described 
by William Barr, his manager at Aston Villa, as a “good catcher” and a “strong thrower” who had 
been in England for “some years.”20 Simon joined the team in time to assist his manager in “getting 
a good nine together by the time fixed for opening the season.”19 Earlier in 1890, he had played 



Aston Villa’s early history and the club’s pro baseball team of 1890   27

for a team representing a colony from the United States in London labelled the “Occidentals”, 
who, on Easter Monday, took on a nine from the Essex County Cricket Club that was arranged 
by Morton Betts.13

Domestic players

Arthur Brown
Arthur Brown was one of two regulars on the Aston Villa baseball team who, in 1890, was playing 
association football for St George’s, another Birmingham-based side.21 The team was one of several clubs 
in the Midlands, besides Aston Villa, who had played a baseball exhibition match with the collegians 
from the United States in 1889,22 and it is quite possible that this provided Brown with his introduction 
to the game. In signing up to represent Aston Villa at baseball, Brown re-united himself with a team for 
which he had scored prolifically in the 1880s. Archie Hunter, a team-mate of Brown at Aston Villa, later 
recalled how, in one game, he had scored nine or 10 goals out of 15 that the Villa put past the opposition, 
and also remembered him delighting the spectators with his “clever dodges.”4 When an official Aston 
Villa publication titled the Villa News and Record was launched in September 1906, Brown featured in a 
series of career synopses for leading players from the football club’s history:

For his size, [he was] probably the most brilliant and successful player produced in the 
Midlands. Sturdy, though small, he could dribble through opponents with astonishing 
ease and grace. In his day he had no local rival. […] Full of grit, good-tempered, and a 
magnificent worker, he shone in any company.23

The peak of Brown’s association football career arguably came in 1882, for it was in this year that he 
received all three of his England international caps, in games against Scotland, Wales, and Ireland.23 In 
1890, his brother Albert was more familiar to the Villa crowd, for he was a current player and was also 
– unlike Arthur – a member of the side that won the FA Cup for Aston Villa in 1887. But it does not 
appear that Albert became involved in the baseball aspect of the club.

James Cowan
The only regular on the Aston Villa baseball team to also be a first-team footballer for the club in 1890 was 
James Cowan,21 a 21-year-old who had moved south from his native Scotland a year earlier.24,25 Standing 
5 foot 7 inches,24 the “granite-faced, sternly muscled” defender was deemed by one expert to be the most 
outstanding player at his position that the game knew in the early 1890s,26 while another placed him 
among the finest attacking defenders of the pre-World War II era.3 Despite not being a classic sprinter, 
Cowan was still able to run very fast, and he was considered a magnificent tackler and an astute tactician 
with great powers of anticipation.26 A sports historian recently described Cowan as having been “a truly 
fearsome sight to opposing forwards,” with few opponents being “foolish enough to tangle with him.”27

Fred Dawson
Fred Dawson was a part of the victorious team in the 1887 FA Cup final,4 but by 1890 he had moved 
from being a Villa player to a member of the club committee.28 His team-mate Archie Hunter described 
him as a “very quick” runner and a “capital” defender, adding that “the dash that he infused into his play 
quite won the hearts of all sections of the public.” Dawson did not seem to have lost his athletic ability 
after the end of his playing days for the Villa: a preview article for the 1890 baseball season noted that, 
in practice sessions, he had “been playing short stop in brilliant style.”21
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John Devey
In 1890, the 23-year-old Birmingham native John Devey was a team-mate of Arthur Brown at St 
George’s.21,24 As is the case with Brown, it is reasonable to suppose that Devey may have had his first 
taste of baseball playing for this team against the collegians from the United States during the previous 
summer. Although Devey was still relatively young, he had already gained a strong reputation in the 
Midlands’ association football scene. He began his career with the Excelsior club in Birmingham at 
the age of 16, and by the time he had moved to St George’s – via Aston Unity, another local club – he 
was attracting considerable attention from Aston Villa Football Club.26 He was an all-round sportsman, 
playing cricket as well as football at the time,29 and was described by one commentator as “a runner of 
considerable pace” and “about as ‘handy’ an athlete as the ordinary man could meet in a year’s travels.”30

Joey Simmonds
Joey Simmonds was the only player on Aston Villa’s pro baseball team of 1890 to have competed for 
the club against the collegians from the United States in 1889. He was no longer a footballer with the 
club, but he had played alongside Fred Dawson as a defender in the 1887 FA Cup final, “tackling like 
a terrier” in the game.26 He was a “very quick” runner,4 and – like Dawson – had remained a skilled 
athlete after stepping down as a player for the Villa. One observer at pre-season training noted that 
Simmonds “cannot miss anything in centre field.”21

Harry Widdowson
The three baseball players from the United States and the five British footballers described above had 
their nine completed by local cricketer Harry Widdowson.21 Born in the Midlands in 1863, he had 
played for a string of local cricket teams during the 1880s,31 and in 1889 played in the same Aston Unity 
side as John Devey.32 In training for the 1890 baseball season, Widdowson was said to have “shown great 
aptitude for the game in right field.”21

Non-playing personnel

William McGregor (president)
The man elected as president of the Villa baseball team was William McGregor.33 He was a “Scot of 
humble background” who had emigrated around 1870 to England, where he became a draper in 
Birmingham.34 He was not a natural footballer, but he became involved in the administration of Aston 
Villa Football Club.34 McGregor held 10 of the 200 shares in Aston Villa’s pro baseball team on its 
formation, each being worth £10; this holding represented a majority of the shares not owned by sports 
equipment magnate Albert Spalding, who himself had a 93% financial stake in the team.10

In the build-up to the 1890 baseball season, William Barr commented that McGregor was “devoting 
all his energy” to the success of the team.33 The cause of this enthusiasm may not have been the eagerness 
that can be associated with the discovery of a sport, for it has been suggested that a knowledge of baseball 
was the influence behind McGregor’s greatest contribution of all to sports administration, 2 years 
earlier.34 Before 1888, a typical season for the leading association football clubs in England comprised 
a handful of local and national knock-out cup competitions, supplemented by a casually arranged 
series of friendlies. Early cup exits made for a barren schedule, while long runs in parallel competitions 
could easily lead to a confusing array of fixtures. McGregor saw the need for a league system to be 
implemented and on 2 March 1888 sent letters to leading clubs in the Midlands and north of England 
to share his idea; by September of that year, the first matches in the inaugural season of the Football 
League were being played.34 Official football historians have cited the County Championship in cricket 
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as the inspiration behind McGregor’s idea, but 
Szymanski and Zimbalist have challenged the 
chronology underlying this theory in their book 
National Pastime.34 Observing that the cricket 
league system was not formally established 
until 1890, Szymanski and Zimbalist go on to 
argue that McGregor not only would have 
been familiar with the league system adopted 
by baseball in the United States, but probably 
used it as the basis for his plan to revolutionize 
association football in England. They state that 
“anxieties about the perception of the Football 
League as a vehicle for business interests may 
help to explain why McGregor was unwilling 
to acknowledge an American inspiration for 
his league.” McGregor was acutely aware of the 
long-standing debate over the relative virtues of 
amateur and professional sport in Britain, and 
he preferred to describe the league in purely 
cooperative terms rather than as a business. 
Indeed, his initial plans for the league advocated 
equal sharing among clubs of gate money, which 
was by far the largest source of revenue at the 
time; however, this suggestion was voted down 
by all but two of the teams in the new league. 
Szymanski and Zimbalist have speculated that 
had McGregor’s suggestion been implemented, 
a league system promising competitive balance 
would have become established and might then 
have spread across the globe.34

In recognition of his contribution to 
association football, the Scot became known 
as the “Father of the Football League”,34 
and in 2009 a bronze statue of McGregor 
commissioned by the Aston Villa Supporters 
Trust and skilfully sculpted by Sam Holland 
was granted a prominent position outside the 
club’s stadium, Villa Park (see Figure 3.3). A 
plaque at the foot of the statue (see Figure 3.4) 
references a modest phrase from the draper’s 
revolution-sparking letter of 2 March 1888: “I 
beg to tender the following suggestion.”

Other shareholders
After Spalding’s 93% stake and McGregor’s 5% holding in the Aston Villa baseball team, four 
£10 shares remained, with one each being purchased by league honorary secretary Morton Betts, 

Figure 3.3: A bronze sculpture outside Villa Park 
of William McGregor, the “Father of the Football 
League” and president of the Aston Villa baseball team 
(photograph by Romita Gray).

Figure 3.4: A plaque set in brickwork at the foot of the 
William McGregor statue (photograph by the author).
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league council member Newton Crane, Jim Hart (whose involvement in the league is described 
in Chapter 4), and Philip H Clamp.10 The last of these men was honorary secretary of Aston Villa 
Football Club and a clerk in the Aston area.10,35,36 The purchasing of shares by league representatives 
confirms that the Aston Villa baseball team was, financially at least, a franchise in a league syndicate 
rather than a fully independent organization.

Officials
Two more individuals merit mention as being part of Aston Villa’s baseball set-up. The first is William 
Tilt, who had attended the meeting on 26 February 1890 at Birmingham’s Central Hotel that was 
arranged to promote baseball’s chances of gaining a strong foothold in the Midlands. His role for Aston 
Villa’s baseball team was as the official scorer.8,33 The second person deserving a mention is Arthur 
Cooknell, who became Aston Villa’s umpire.33 William Barr commented that both men had “taken a 
great interest in the game” and were “capable of fulfilling their duties well.”33

Figure 3.5: A section of an Ordnance Survey map from 1890 showing Aston Villa’s ground at Perry Barr (courtesy 
of the copyright holder, the Landmark Information Group).
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Aston Villa’s baseball field

According to one journalist, there was a period during which it was uncertain if a ground could be 
secured for pro baseball to be played in Birmingham in 1890,19 but news came in early May that the Aston 
Villa Football Club ground on Wellington Road in Perry Barr (see Figure 3.5) had been confirmed for 
this purpose.9 This is a field that the collegians from the United States had made use of in 1889.

As noted earlier in this chapter, Aston Villa Football Club moved in as tenants at the Perry Barr 
ground back in 1878, in the year that George Ramsay set about his project of developing the team. 
It was Ramsay himself who identified Perry Barr as a potential home for the team, spotting the field 
while he was taking a stroll in the area shortly after becoming captain.5 A nearby inn, the Old Crown 
and Cushion, became the club’s administrative headquarters during Ramsay’s captaincy.5 The heritage 
of that tavern’s name has been retained: the pub that stands today on the north-west corner of the major 
crossroads near the old Perry Barr site is called the Crown and Cushion (see Figure 3.6).

In the early days of the Villa’s tenancy, Perry Barr was in need of development. The recollections of 
the player Archie Hunter contain the following account:

It was covered pretty thickly with trees and the players had to run “round about and in 
and out” of them, in order to get at the ball. It was very amusing, but it didn’t always 
conduce to scientific play. When we first played there were two trees on each side of the 
ground which served as goal-posts and there were trees on the touch line. As the Villa 
Club rose funds were obtained to clear the ground […] The trees were cut down and 
the roots blown up by dynamite and what was left of them after that soon disappeared.4

Even after the improvement works, though, the spectators may still have felt they were attending a 
sporting theatre of a makeshift nature. One member of the Perry Barr faithful later recalled, with more 
than a tinge of nostalgia, the ground’s “terrace-less banks for spectators” and “its shaky-looking grand 
stand with a capacity for a few hundreds.”3 Birmingham would not get its first purpose-built stadium 
until 1889, at the new Lower Grounds.1

Hunter’s reminiscences contain two more 
details about the ground that are relevant to its 
suitability for baseball.4 The first is that the field 
had a noticeable slope: a level pitch is not essential 
for baseball, but it is certainly preferable. The 
second point concerns the drainage of the pitch, 
with one of Hunter’s recollections suggesting 
that it was far from perfect. On a “fearfully bad 
day” in 1883 the ground reached such a state 
that one observer had described it as “a perfect 
quagmire of treacherous bog-like mud, while for 
fully fifteen yards outside the goals there was not 
a blade of grass to be seen and between the bare 

Figure 3.6: A sign outside the Crown and Cushion 
pub today. The name of this establishment preserves the 
heritage of the Old Crown and Cushion inn, which was 
Aston Villa Football Club’s administrative headquarters 
during its time at Perry Barr (photograph by the author).
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patch of the upper goal and the middle of the field the water lay in three large pools, extending more 
than half across the field.”4 The Perry Barr ground did not undergo a major overhaul to ready it for the 
1890 baseball season. The addition of a catcher’s fence measuring approximately 20 feet wide and 8 feet 
tall was the only substantial material alteration.37

The final point to consider in assessing the suitability of Perry Barr for baseball is a crucial one: 
the dimensions of the playing area. Figure 3.7 shows a plausible layout for the baseball field, based on 
an assertion that having the grandstand – the only covered seating at the ground – positioned behind 
home plate would probably have overridden a desire to optimally align the batter’s view away from the 
likely compass bearing of a low-in-the-sky sun.

The field would have been smaller than a typical baseball ground, particularly in the distance to 
the centre-field fence if the suggested layout is correct, but not to such an extent that any fair balls hit 
out of the park would have needed to be downgraded from a home run to a double (a rule described 
in Chapter 1). Another potential orientation for the diamond would have been with home plate in 
one corner of the field, but this would have led to a very short distance to the boundary in left- or 
right-field. Alternatively, the field might have been set up as mirror image of the layout proposed in 
Figure 3.7. A report on a game played at Perry Barr on a late-September afternoon described errors 

Figure 3.7: A plausible layout of the baseball field at Perry Barr, overlaid on a section of an Ordnance Survey map 
from 1890 (courtesy of the copyright holder, the Landmark Information Group). The amount of open ground 
necessary behind home plate has been ascertained from the baseball field diagram in Chapter 1.
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being excusable on account of the “sun shining in the men’s faces.”38 This provides a hint of a suggestion 
that the fielders, with the exception of the catcher, were facing towards the west or south-west, as this is 
the direction from which the catch-hindering light would have been shining. While this runs counter to 
the layout in Figure 3.7, the position of the grandstand still appears to be the strongest piece of evidence 
on which to base the presumed orientation.
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4 – Aston Villa’s opponents and the
preparations for the 1890 pro league

As Morton Betts and his league council began to gauge the eagerness for a pro baseball league in 
England, sights were set on a competition encompassing “eight of the leading centres of sporting 
population,” with one suggestion being to locate teams in Birmingham, Blackburn, Bolton, Derby, 
Middlesbrough, Preston, Stoke, and Sunderland.1 Like the Football League, which had been founded 
2 years earlier, this did not include any teams south of the Midlands; the excluded range of latitudes 
contained, most notably, London. William Barr, who was one of the first two coaches to arrive from 
America to assist with the league, offered an explanation for the capital city being missing despite its 
large population of expatriates from the United States:

We discovered that London, big as it is with its five and a half million people, was not 
England, and that the way of thinking and the manners of life of the great populations 
of the Midlands and the North differed radically from those of the Metropolis. A closer 
examination of the analogies showed us that London has for a century been too big to be 
first in the introduction of any great sport. The two games of winter which now attract 
most attention are foot ball and lacrosse although the latter is hardly to be mentioned 
in the same breath with the former. Neither of these games has its largest development 
in London. For one spectator on a fine afternoon in winter at a foot ball match in our 
suburbs there are five in any of the large cities of the North, and the number of games 
played is in about the same proportion. London is too big for any community of interests 
or for the local rivalries which give so much zest to a match at any kind of sport. Neither 
of the two great professional leagues, which are to English foot ball what the League and 
American Association are to American base ball, have a club in London. Fancy what base 
ball would be in America without a professional club in New York or Brooklyn!2

While the league council may have had cause to avoid London, other large population centres were 
missing from the list for nothing more than reasons of practicality. For instance, the Liverpool-based 
Everton Football Club rejected an invitation from the league council owing to the inadequacy of their 
ground for baseball, as indicated by a note in the minutes for a committee meeting held on 3 March 
1890: “Base Ball: a Circular from M. P. Betts was considered, but it was decided not to entertain the 
matter, seeing that the ground at present is unsuitable.”3 (Everton were yet to move to their current 
ground of Goodison Park, where baseball was played during Spalding’s world tour.)

By early May, the plan for an eight-team league had been chopped back such that the finalized 
list of entrants contained just four names: Aston Villa, Derby, Preston, and Stoke (shown on a map in 
Figure 4.1).4 According to Barr, other potential teams declined to join the league in its first year, and 
although there was interest for a franchise in Middlesbrough, a sixth team could not be found to make 
the number of sides an even one, in line with scheduling requirements.5,6 Elsewhere, it was intimated 
that the league organizers had not been able to find eight teams with the dependability to complete 
a league schedule, and were thus drawn to a four-team structure as a way of minimizing the risk of 
a fissure damaging baseball’s formal introduction in Britain.7 (The council would later discover that 
dependability was not sufficient, by itself, to ensure a smooth operation.)
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Like Aston Villa, Preston 
and Stoke had close ties with a 
major association football club 
(Preston North End and Stoke 
City, respectively) and were both 
established as limited companies by 
the league. Derby, in contrast, was 
neither built around an existing sports 
team nor operated as a franchise. In 
all cases, though, the players were 
employed for their services. The 
signing of a standardized contract, as 
was customary in baseball, was not to 
the liking of all footballers, according 
to William Barr, for they were used 
to dictating their own terms.6

It is possible that these four 
outfits were the first pro baseball 
teams established outside of today’s 
boundary for North America. 
Baseball was being played in 
Japan before 1890 but the first 

professional team to play in this country is believed to be a 1908 touring team from the United 
States.8 Another country where baseball was being played before 1890 is Australia, but a detailed 
review article published in Sporting Traditions covering the early years of the sport in that country 
does not mention professionalism.9 Closer to Britain, the two other European destinations on Albert 
Spalding’s tour in 1889, France and Italy, are plausible candidates for early professional baseball, but 
thorough accounts of the sport’s history within these two nations in the book Baseball in Europe reveal 
no hint of professional players in the 19th Century.10

One place where details of Britain’s position on the timeline of professional baseball should be 
detailed is Spalding’s 1910 historical opus titled America’s National Game, but although it contains 
a history of the sport’s establishment in the country, there is no mention of the 1890 pro league.11 
This absence is strange given that Spalding was certainly aware of the league’s development. His 
financial stake in the league is mentioned in Chapter 3, and it is likely that the magnate’s involvement 

Figure 4.1: Map of the Great Britain 
mainland, showing the locations of 
Aston Villa (at Perry Barr) and the three 
other teams in the 1890 pro league. 
Derby played at a baseball ground built 
for the league on Francis Ley’s works 
site. Preston played at Deepdale, the 
association football ground of Preston 
North End. Finally, Stoke played on 
the football ground adjoining the 
Staffordshire County Cricket Ground. 
Deepdale and Perry Barr, the pair of 
grounds farthest apart, were separated 
by a straight line of just over 90 miles.
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extended beyond this. Bloyce and Murphy have speculated that Spalding had a hand in setting up 
the inaugural meeting, for he was reported by The Times to have been “in England on business” just 
prior to the gathering at the Criterion restaurant.12 Additionally, it seems that he also had power 
to influence the league even when he was back in the United States, since he had an “agent” who 
became closely associated with Morton Betts, the league council’s honorary secretary. That man was 
Jim Hart (mentioned as a shareholder in the pro league in Chapter 3), who had reportedly gained a 
strong hold over the players on the three franchised teams.13,14 According to one source, he wielded 
“full and exclusive control of [the franchised] clubs’ officials [and] players,” and seemed “to own them 
body and soul.”14 Whether this extended to picking line-ups for Aston Villa, Preston, and Stoke at 
each game is unclear, but given the impracticality of selecting line-ups for games at different locations 
and the perversity of having one individual pick both teams in a contest, it seems reasonable to adopt 
a default assumption of line-ups being selected by the managers. That is not to say, though, that he 
refrained from offering advice on such matters.

Hart had spent three seasons as a manager in the major leagues in the 1880s, beginning in 1885 
as a 29-year-old with the Louisville Colonels,15 and he had travelled as management on Spalding’s 
world tour at the end of that decade.16 His presence in England during the 1890 baseball season 
was mentioned in an obituary for him in the New York Times in 1919.17 The obituary also noted 
his contemporaneous involvement as a “go-between” in the Brotherhood war, which was a major 
revolt by baseball players in America’s National League who wanted a fairer deal with team owners. 
The revolting Brotherhood was spearheaded by John Montgomery Ward, who played shortstop for 
the “All America” team during the tour on which Jim Hart had served as management. As has been 
noted by other historians, Spalding, the organizer of the tour and the most influential team owner in 
the National League, would surely have relished Ward’s presence on the tour,16 either as a means of 
monitoring his thoughts or – more sinisterly – as a way to keep him distant from the Brotherhood 
rebels. Ward abandoned the world tour during the London leg of the trip to go back to the States in 
order to attend to personal affairs.16

Returning from this aside to the business of the 1890 pro league, the remainder of this chapter 
will describe the personnel and grounds of each of Aston Villa’s three opponents, in addition to the 
preparations undertaken in advance of the first competitive games.

Derby

Derby’s pro baseball team grew through the financial generosity of Francis Ley, who was a local 
industrialist and baseball enthusiast. Sir Francis, as he would later come to be known, represented Derby 
on the league council, and in that town he operated a malleable castings foundry. It was through his 
connections in the metal industry that he became acquainted with the game of baseball, according to a 
letter he sent in 1890 to a provincial newspaper:

In the summer of 1888 I spent some time visiting my partners, who have large works 
in the United States. Whilst there I became devoted to baseball, seeing in it much to 
attract a keen sportsman, although as an old cricketer I was at first prejudiced against the 
great American game. My friends saw that I appreciated the game, and shortly after my 
return to England I received from them a present of a complete baseball outfit for my 
Recreation Club. […] Last winter it was suggested to me that the time had come to try 
to introduce the game here generally in the summer months. Fond as most of us are of 
cricket, business men cannot afford time to dawdle about on a cricket field watching a 
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game spread over three days. Neither can the masses do so. Cricket is a game for people 
having plenty of leisure time, but we want a game that we can see disposed of in two 
hours. This being so, I expressed my readiness to join the Baseball League.18

The side that Derby entered into the league (shown in Figure 4.2) was the first pro team to be formed 
in Britain (the honour of first team, professional or amateur, is covered in Chapter 13).5 As mentioned 
earlier in this chapter, the team had – in Ley – a sole owner.19 The industrialist’s enthusiasm for baseball 
was widely noted. For instance, Aston Villa player–manager William Barr observed that he had “spared 
neither time nor money to make his team a good one.”6 Ley also received praise from Will C Bryan, the 
man appointed as the Derby team’s player–manager and scribe of the following:

He is a gentleman of vast wealth, and cares not what anything costs as long as it is necessary, 
and then it must be the best. He is a great base ball enthusiast, and if there were a few 
more men like him in England base ball would boom, but there is only one F. Ley, Esq., I 
am afraid. It is a pity he is not interested in ball in the United States, he would be a grand 
man for the game. He intends to leave nothing undone to make the game go in England.5

Derby’s players from the United States
Will Bryan, Derby’s player–manager in 1890, was a native of Zanesville, Ohio, in the United States 
and was reported in the British press to be “a perfect athlete, a superb first base man, and though 
tall, a very speedy runner,” being considered the “third fastest” in the United States several years 
before.20 In addition to his playing attributes, Bryan brought great coaching experience to the 
team, having managed a number of baseball clubs in the United States during the previous decade, 
including – in 1888 – the Sioux City Corn Huskers, who played in the Western Association.21 
Bryan served as a player–manager in this 10-team minor league, which also included a Milwaukee 
team managed by Jim Hart, along with the wonderfully named Davenport Onion Weeders.22 
Several years earlier, Bryan’s managerial career had taken him to the south-eastern corner of 
his homeland, where he was credited by one reporter as being an indispensable factor in the 
establishment of the Southern League:

It is seldom a man who organizes a popular sport in a particular locality is given credit for 
his work, but let me tell you that had it not been for Will C. Bryan, the manager of the 
Charleston Club, I doubt if there would have been such a thing as the Southern League. 
It was his own money and labor that started the League last season. He is […] deserving 
of more credit than he has received.23

Following his string of managerial positions in the 1880s, Bryan slipped out of the world of baseball 
towards the close of the decade, but re-emerged on the other side of the Atlantic and penned the 
following explanation in the spring of 1890 for the Sporting Life:

Doubtless you have wondered where “Bryan, the Hustler,” has been the past year and a 
half. I was the victim of a villainous blackmailing scheme in Nebraska, but escaped the 
blackmailers. I then married a lady, which caused the principal party in the blackmailing 
scheme to go into Des Moines, Ia., and make a foul, damnable charge against me, and 
the grand jury bound me over to answer. There being no way to break this woman’s 
oath, I could only do one thing—“levant”—which I did. I have been all over Scotland, 
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Ireland and England; [I] was asked to come to Derby, which I did, and take hold of base 
ball, which I have done, to the entire satisfaction of F. Ley, Esq., and myself, and I shall 
do all in my power to make base ball a success in England.5

Bryan had been living for some months in Leicester – a town approximately 25 miles south-east of 
Derby – when, in the last week of March in 1890, he became acquainted with Ley. Things moved 
quickly thereafter, and by the first week of April he was selecting men from Ley’s works who were 
suitable for baseball.18 That March, Ley had made another move to strengthen his recreation club’s 
baseball side. He wrote to his industry partners in the United States requesting that two men be sent 
over who could carry out the trade they had become accustomed to in that country over in Derby 
and also play baseball for Ley’s team. In response to his request, two experienced metal moulders were 
relocated in April from a foundry in Cleveland, Ohio, to Ley’s works in Derby.4,18 Those men were John 
P Reidenbach and Simeon E Bullas.

Reports were mixed on whether the Cleveland-born Reidenbach had played baseball professionally 
in the States. Barr wrote in the Sporting Life that Reidenbach, “a left-handed pitcher with good curves 
and plenty of speed,” had minor league experience.4 However, both Ley and Bryan insisted separately 
that he had never been a professional ballplayer.18,24 The latter possibility is supported by Reidenbach’s 
absence from the website Baseball Reference, which provides a thorough – but not exhaustive – catalogue of 
professional baseball data.25 In either case, the southpaw from the United States was an outstanding pitcher 
who was said, in training, to have astonished the Derby locals with his ability to make the ball break in 
flight.5 He was also described in pre-season press coverage as a “terrific hitter, and a splendid fielder.”20

The importation of a pitcher by Derby was not to the liking of everybody. Even before the 
season started, the move received some negative attention: Barr complained to the Sporting Life, 
in a dispatch dated 16 June, that Ley’s move would lead to a competitive imbalance given that the 
other teams were training up local players to act as pitchers.6 This was an early signal for a dispute 
that would cast a dark shadow over the whole season.

Sim Bullas, the other baseball player transferred from the Cleveland foundry to Ley’s works in 
Derby, was a catcher with experience at the major league level. He had played in 1884 for the Toledo 
Blue Stockings of the American Association,26 where he caught for a pitching staff that included Tony 
Mullane, an Irish-born ambidextrous hurler who compiled a record of 284 wins and 220 losses in an 
exceptional major league career.27 In Toledo, Ohio, the nickname “Bullets” was born in the bleachers 
for Bullas, acknowledging his ability to handle a group of strong arms.5

Sim Bullas is the first of two players described in this chapter who were discovered in researching 
this book to have played in both a British league and the major leagues. In addition to this pair, current 
knowledge among British baseball historians contains just three other players of this nature, all of whom 
competed in Britain in the 20th Century. The first was Roland Gladu, who played in the London 
Major Baseball League in the mid-1930s and for the Boston Braves in the mid-1940s.28 Gladu, who 
was nicknamed the “Canadian Babe Ruth”, is the subject of a chapter in Chetwynd and Belton’s British 
Baseball and the West Ham Club.28 The second was John Trautwein, who pitched in nine games for the 
Boston Red Sox in the late 1980s before playing for the Bournemouth B’s in the mid-1990s.29,30 Finally, 
John Foster, who as a pitcher for Brighton in the late 1990s once struck out 16 batters in a seven-inning 
game,31 later made appearances on the mound for both the Atlanta Braves and the Milwaukee Brewers.32

According to Baseball Reference, Bullas sits among another select category: major league players who 
were born in Britain. This list includes, most famously, Harry Wright (described in Chapter 2) and the 
Glasgow-born Bobby Thomson, who hit a crucial home run in the 1951 major league play-offs that 
became known as “the shot heard round the world”.10,32 There are other noteworthy performers among 
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the group, including Dave Brain, a Herefordian who led the major leagues in home runs in 1907.33 
Baseball Reference has recently been updated to record Bullas as being born in England in January 1863, 
with the previous listing having been Cleveland, Ohio, in April 1861.26 The spark for the change was 
a discovery on the United States census from 1900 made by the Biographical Research Committee of 
the Society for American Baseball Research in 2008.34 In accordance with this discovery are two articles 
that appeared in the Lancashire Evening Post in 1890, one listing him as being “a native” of the Midlands 
town of Dudley,18 and the other explicitly stating that he was born there.20 If this is the case, a record for 
Bullas should show up in a search of British birth registries and censuses; however, Simon Ludbrook, a 
family historian, has attempted to track a record down, but with no success.35 Until the data from the 
United States census of 1900 can be corroborated in British records, it seems rash to make a definitive 
conclusion on Bullas’s birth place. But if the Biographical Research Committee’s discovery is indeed 
correct, Bullas would be the only known individual to have been born in Britain and then compete in 
his homeland’s baseball league as well as the major leagues across the Atlantic.

Derby’s domestic players
Aside from the three men who had gained baseball experience in the United States, Ley’s team was filled 
with domestic players. As mentioned earlier, Derby was the only one of the four pro baseball teams to not 
be linked with an association football club. The town’s major team was, and still is, Derby County Football 
Club, and an encyclopaedia of players from that club’s history does not include any names from Ley’s 
baseball team in 1890.36 Instead, the domestic players were other sportsmen from the area. Presbury was a 
Derby native who had been playing for a local football team, and who was being trained by Bryan to serve 
as an outfielder and reserve pitcher for Ley’s nine. He was said to be “smart” and a “promising player” in a 
season preview published in the Lancashire Evening Post.20 Another footballer from the region was H Bates, 
who was a defender for Derby Junction and an “improving ball player at second base.”20 A third convert 
from the popular winter sport was Dennis Allsop, who was a goalkeeper for Ley’s own football team. The 
same preview article included the following on Allsop: “He improves daily as a ball man, and is likely to 
turn out a reliable man for the difficult position at third base.”20 Other team members included James 
Mellors a “smart” infielder who could “throw like a catapult,” Edwin Booth, a “splendid” outfielder and a 
“hard hitter with the bat,” and W North a “reliable” outfielder and a “fair” batter.20

Derby’s ground
In the late 1880s, Ley purchased 4 acres of land adjoining his malleable castings works (pictured in 
Figure 4.3), which he levelled with the purpose of building a pavilion on the site and developing 
sports facilities for his company’s recreation club.18 This was at the time when Ley’s enthusiasm for 
baseball was being ignited and he thus became motivated to develop a ground for the sport using 
his purchase. The facilities were completed in time for the 1890 season, with the field measuring 
262 feet to right-field and a gargantuan 480 feet to left-field. Bryan, Derby’s player–manager, 
was one of many individuals amazed by the standard.5 Acknowledging the ground to be “the 
finest, most complete and best accommodated ground” he had ever seen, Bryan sent the following 
detailed description to the Sporting Life at the end of May:

There is an L shaped grand stand behind the catcher to hold 800 people, [with] cushioned 
seats with backs. Running along [the] right field fence there is a grand stand built of solid 
brickwork, with [a] slate roof [and seats with backs,] finely painted and varnished, to 
hold 1600 people comfortably. Along the side running from home to first base, there are 
bleachers, to hold 3000 people. Running along the left field fence will be more bleachers 
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to hold 1800 people. So you see our seating capacity will be good and can be increased 
by 2000 more if necessary. There is a fine dressing pavilion, containing four of the finest 
baths, besides showers for hot or cold baths, fine marble lavatories, with a large boiler to 
heat water for the baths, [and] also to furnish steam for two vapor baths. On the top of the 
boiler house is a massive water tank, in which water is pumped from a thirty-foot well, a 
force pump being used for the purpose. From the tank water-pipes run under the turf to 
all points on the field, with hydrants, so the whole ground can be sprinkled at any time. 
There is nothing needed to make our grounds perfect that has not been secured. The 
entire grounds are enclosed by a corrugated iron fence, ten feet high, riveted together. 
There will be no cutting of holes in this fence. The entire field is a beautiful turf, level as a 
billiard board, and the grass kept cut every other day, and it is like a green carpet. The base 
lines were all cut out to the depth of 18 inches, a drainpipe laid in the bottom, and then 
filled in with ashes to within four inches of the top, upon which was put a mixture of 
clay and sand and well rolled, making a path hard, smooth, and perfect for sliding. There 
is such a perfect system of drains on the grounds throughout that, no matter how hard or 
long it rains, an hour afterwards it is perfectly dry.5

William Barr, Aston Villa’s player–manager, also described it as the finest ground he had seen in any 
country, with the best turf he had ever played on.6,37 In all, Ley was reported to have spent £4000 on its 
development (equivalent to approximately £400,000 in 2010 currency).14,38

Preston

In recognition of the Preston baseball team’s close links with the town’s association football club, it 
was generally referred to as Preston North End, but for brevity it is simply called Preston in this book. 
Major William Sudell, the chairman of the football club and the area’s representative on Morton Betts’s 
league council, presided over the team. Barr observed that the Major had “taken a great interest” in 
the new sport and was “doing all in his power to make his team a good one.”4 Assisting him with his 
goal was Samuel Leech Maskrey, Preston’s coaching envoy from the United States who would serve as 
player–manager for the 1890 season.

Preston’s players from the United States
Leech Maskrey was the other participant in the league who had experience at a major league level. 
He spent more than four seasons, beginning in 1882 at the age of 28, as an outfielder with the 
American Association’s Louisville affiliate, and he also played for the Cincinnati Red Stockings in 
the same circuit.19,39 Towards the end of the 1886 season, Maskrey’s career path dropped down to a 
minor league level, and in 1888 he played against Will Bryan’s Corn Huskers for the Milwaukee team 
managed by Jim Hart.40 This was not the first team managed by Hart for which Maskrey had played: 
they had been manager and player in Louisville as well.41 Maskrey was released by the brewing city’s 
team at the end of the 1888 season, with the weakness of his batting being cited as the principal 
objection against him.42 Nevertheless, his fielding at Milwaukee earned him a reputation as “one of 
the most conscientious and steadiest players in the business,” and he was said to be “well liked” by 
Hart.42 Indeed, they were reported to have been close friends throughout the overlap in their baseball 
careers.41 It is plausible, then, that Hart’s association with Spalding in matters relating to Britain’s pro 
league increased Maskrey’s chance of success in applying for a role as a baseball coach in Britain. That 
is not to say, though, that the man from Mercer, Pennsylvania, was a weak candidate.
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Maskrey’s talents extended beyond the baseball field. In Louisville, he was described in a local 
paper as “a man of more than ordinary literary attainment[,] a finished artist at the easel, and a 
musician of no mean ability.”43 In Milwaukee, his passion for Shakespeare and Dickens was noted, 
and it was said that he devoted “all of his spare time to painting in water colors” together with Hart’s 
wife, who was “herself an artist of no small merit.”44 Away from the easel, Maskrey reportedly had 
intentions to publish at least two books, one a narrative of his time as a major leaguer in Louisville 
and the other a novel titled The Ball Players’ Board Bill. The impetus for the former may have been 
quelled when he was released from the team, while one report from 1887 suggests that the latter 
was finished but then rejected by the publisher that Maskrey had approached. It was said in the 
same report that Maskrey had carried the manuscript and blank paper with him in a suitcase as he 
travelled from town to town with his baseball team.43 Perhaps this denting of Maskrey’s literary 
ambitions explains why he did not join the Aston Villa and Derby player–managers in sending 
dispatches to the Sporting Life before and during the 1890 season.

Many of the dispatches penned by Barr and Bryan contained kind words for Maskrey. On 12 
May, for instance, the Villa man wrote that he had “accomplished wonders” in a short period of 
time and had “caught the people of Preston” with his “wonderful” fielding. The coach assigned to 
the league’s northern outpost had not arrived off the Umbria until April.4

Uncertainty existed in the press over how many other players from the United States the 
Preston side contained. Even within the same issue of a publication the number could vary: 
a column written for the Sporting Life by Viator stated that Preston had “but one American 
player” while a report from Barr printed in an adjoining space suggested that Colford, the team’s 
shortstop, was from Philadelphia and, being a quick runner, had come to Britain to compete in the 
Sheffield handicap, a prestigious running race.19 Turning his athletic talents to the baseball field, 
Colford was said by Barr to be “quite a base-runner” and capable of delighting spectators with his 
long slides.19 Will Bryan also referred to Colford as one of the “Americans,”45 as did a Lancashire 
Evening Post journalist.20 That writer described Colford and a third member of the Preston team, 
a pitcher named J Brown, as “ball players from the States [who] thoroughly understand the 
game.”20 It does not appear that Colford had pro baseball experience, as the name is absent from 
Baseball Reference.25 As for J Brown, if he was indeed from the United States, there is a tantalizing 
possibility that he was a third ex-major leaguer to have competed in Britain in 1890. The big 
league pitcher James WH Brown would have been 29 years old in the summer of 1890 and is 
not recorded as being with a team in the United States that season, but the ordinariness of the 
combination of initial and surname in “J Brown” leaves this merely as hopeful speculation, in the 
absence of substantiating evidence.46

Preston’s domestic players
Preston North End Football Club won the inaugural Football League championship in 1888–89 
without losing a game, earning the nickname of “the Invincibles”.47 This was the only season 
during the first 100 years of the Football League in which a team went undefeated in winning 
the top tier. Two players from that famous team played for the Preston pro baseball club in 1890: 
Jimmy Trainer and George Drummond. Trainer, who was born in the Welsh town of Wrexham 
in January 1863, was capped as a goalkeeper for his country’s football team in 1887 and was 
signed by Preston North End the following year, reportedly managing to somehow impress his 
employer-to-be during a game in which he conceded 12 goals. During his pre-Football League 
days, he was known, rather eccentrically, to “wear a mackintosh” and “shelter under an umbrella” 
during games as a player.47 A preview for the 1890 baseball season noted that Trainer had already 
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developed into a “capital first baseman, many of his catches and his fielding being remarkably 
clever.”20 Drummond was born in Edinburgh, Scotland, in 1865 and moved south to Preston at 
the age of 18; he impressed immediately with a hat-trick against Accrington Stanley in a 4–4 draw 
and went on to become a versatile and dependable member of the football club.

Trainer and Drummond were joined by several players in the process of breaking their way 
into the Preston North End first team. William Hendry, who was born in the Scottish town 
of Dundee in June 1864, signed with Preston’s football team in 1889 after several short spells 
with teams in the Midlands.47 In the build-up to the 1890 baseball season, it was said that he 
“bats vigorously, runs his bases admirably, and when on his base with his side in the field he is 
thoroughly reliable.”20 Another such player was Samuel Dobson, who would make his first-team 
debut for Preston North End, his home-town side, later in 1890; this was the year in which he 
turned 20.47 Therefore, the baseball season served as an introduction to the club for him. As an 
outfielder, he was said to show “considerable aptitude” for the game.20 Preston’s baseball team 
also featured a player named Stewart, who was probably William Stewart, an association footballer 
who would debut for Preston North End later that year. Like Hendry, he was born in Scotland in 
1864, but his football career had taken a very different path to get him to the Lancashire town.47 A 
winner of the Army Cup with the Black Watch team, he had also helped Belfast Distillery win the 
Irish Cup while stationed with the Royal Scots Greys, before he was bought out of the military 
by the Preston football club.47

One other name on the Preston baseball team that potentially tallies with a North End first-
team footballer is “Saunders”; he was said in a June 1890 article in the Lancashire Evening Post to 
have been a reserve footballer for the club.20 There are no players named Saunders listed in an 
encyclopaedia of first-teamers on the club, but there is a player named Moses Sanders, who was 
playing for Accrington, a rival Lancashire team, in 1890, before making his first-team debut for 
Preston in 1891. He was born in Preston and would have been 16 in the summer of 1890, and 
it is thus plausible that he had been a reserve-team player for Preston North End before joining 
Accrington. Additionally, in some box scores the baseball player in question was listed as “Sanders” 
instead of “Saunders”. He has been uniformly referred to as “Sanders” in this book, in recognition 
of the not-unreasonable assumption that he was the man named Moses.

Other members of the Preston baseball team included Hogan, a player receiving instruction 
to become a pitcher, and Livesey, who was a race walker of local renown and another North End 
footballer, but one who made it only as far as the reserve team.20

Preston’s ground
The Lancashire baseball team played at the famous Deepdale football ground used by Preston 
North End. Peter Holme of the National Football Museum in Preston kindly lent his expertise 
on the history of Deepdale to the question of whether the pitch offered sufficient room for 
a regulation baseball field. Providing assistance was a plan of the ground from 1890 that he 
uncovered and generously shared. Based on a similar use of the roughly rectangular field to that 
assumed at Perry Barr (see Chapter 3), it seems that the distance from home plate to the outfield 
wall in straightaway centre would have been around the minimum 210 feet permitted for a 
home run, and even this would have required the catcher’s fence to have been slightly closer to 
the plate than it was at Aston Villa’s ground.48 The plan also revealed that the Deepdale ground 
was surrounded by terraced seating, most of it unroofed. Like at Perry Barr, the only substantial 
modification made to accommodate baseball was the addition of a catcher’s fence measuring 
approximately 20 feet in width and 8 feet in height.14
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Stoke

As was the case with Derby and Preston, the representative on the league council for Stoke-on-
Trent doubled up as the president of the town’s club, that man being TC Slaney. According to 
William Barr, Slaney had made “every effort to put a good team in the field in order to please the 
admirers of the national game [of the United States] in the Pottery district.”6 H Lockett assisted 
the president in the role of secretary.49

Stoke’s players from the United States 
Stoke’s player–manager from the United States was Charles B Bartlett, and he was joined in the 
Staffordshire town by his countryman James E Prior. Bartlett had played during the previous season 
for a team in Charleston, Illinois, leaving a clerical job to join the side.19 He was reported to be doing 
“good work” in early May to train up Stoke players, and he was also said to be “astonishing the natives” 
with his catching behind the plate.4 Prior joined Bartlett at Stoke in May,5 having been originally 
placed in Middlesbrough, in north-east England, after arriving with Leech Maskrey on the Umbria.4 The 
Sporting Life described Prior as a ballplayer from Connecticut.19 There he had played in the Southern 
New England League for Hartford in 1885 and was on the same roster as a 22-year-old named Connie 
Mack.50 Mack would begin a managerial career in his early 30s that saw him collect over 3700 wins, 
secure five World Series titles, and be inducted into the National Baseball Hall of Fame 13 years before 
his retirement at the age of 87.51

Stoke’s domestic players
The men that Bartlett and Prior were training were local association football players,4 and an 
encyclopaedia of first-teamers for Stoke City – who, in the 1889–90 season, competed alongside Aston 
Villa and Preston North End in the Football League – reveals several players active in 1890 with 
surnames matching those of the town’s baseball players: Rowley, Underwood, Eccles, Dunn, Turner, 
and Montford.52 William Rowley, who had been born in the nearby town of Hanley-on-Trent in July 
1865, was a postman-turned-goalkeeper who debuted for Stoke in 1886 and earned an England cap 
in a 6–1 win over Ireland in 1889. He is said to have been a “fine and fearless” goalkeeper with an 
“enormous kick” who “handled the ball well” and “was never afraid to go in where it hurts.”52 Also 
from Hanley, but 2 years Rowley’s junior, was Alfred Underwood, who had joined Stoke at the age 
of 19 and earned a reputation as a “formidable” defender who was “reliable to a degree,” but who 
“occasionally tackled far too rashly.”52 Challenging Underwood for a spot in the Stoke City first-team 
defence was John Eccles. He hailed from another local town, Newcastle-under-Lyme, and signed with 
the club in March 1890, just before his 21st birthday. From further afield was William Dunn, who joined 
Stoke City as a 24-year-old attacker in the autumn preceding the 1890 pro baseball season.52

The encyclopaedia contains more than one entry under Turner. The most likely match is with 
Herbert Turner, a forward in his mid-20s who played for Stoke City during the early 1890s. Another 
possibility is the defender James Turner, but he did not move to Stoke until 1894. Further ambiguity 
surrounds the surname Montford, since the brothers Edgar and Harold both made appearances for 
Stoke City in defence at around the time of the pro baseball league. Harold left to join the nearby 
Leek Town in 1889, so Edgar is the more likely candidate. He followed his brother to Leek in July 
1890, and, intriguingly, the player named Montford did not play any games for the Stoke baseball 
team after that month. Finally, an enticingly close match to another entry in the encyclopaedia exists 
between a baseball player with the surname Holdford and a Stoke City player called William Holford. 
The association football player retired from the sport because of a knee injury, apparently towards 
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the end of the 1889 season at the age of 27. Would this have ruled him out of playing baseball? It is 
difficult to say, but there is certainly a possibility that paying him to compete in the less physically 
arduous imported sport would have been a way for Stoke City either to assess the possibility of a 
return or to assist him through financial difficulties potentially resulting from his early retirement.52

Stoke’s ground
Stoke played their home baseball games on an association football pitch adjoining the County Cricket 
Ground,7 the proximity of which to the town centre was said to have been advantageous in the 
drawing of crowds.4 Like at the grounds of Aston Villa and Preston, the addition of a catcher’s fence of 
approximately 20 feet by 8 feet was the only significant modification for baseball.14 However, the turf 
was given considerable attention in advance of the season, according to William Barr:

Manager Bartlett, of Stoke, keeps his players busy, when not practicing, rolling the ball 
ground. He says the exercise agrees with them and that they take special pains in getting 
the ground around their respective positions as smooth as possible.53

Preparations and delays

With more than a month still to go before opening day, Derby were already being billed as 
favourites to win the league, owing largely to the additional practice that they had engaged in 
compared with their opponents.4 Ley’s men had benefited from Bryan’s presence for the whole of 
April, and once the battery of Reidenbach and Bullas arrived from the United States during that 
month the players were said by Ley to have been “put under rigid discipline” using a combination 
of regular practice, dumb-bell weight training, and Turkish baths.18 In contrast, the Preston team, for 
instance, did not commence training under Maskrey until the last day of April.20 This discrepancy 
may have been compounded by the majority of players on the Aston Villa, Preston, and Stoke 
baseball teams being unable to fully dedicate their time to the new game until early June, when 
the football season had finished.6

William Barr, as a rival manager, was eager to point out additional imbalances in a dispatch to 
the Sporting Life,6 fuelled by a comment by Bryan in an earlier issue of the same publication that 
the managers had all started “on the same footing.”5 While Derby had 6 acres of land adjoining the 
baseball field dedicated for practice (Ley was keen to reserve the baseball field for matches only),18 
the other three teams, Barr noted, had to “take their chances and practice where they could” before 
the football season closed.6 Barr also felt it important to inform readers of the Sporting Life that, 
unlike Bryan, he and the other two managers had to partition their time between their pro team 
assignment and “developing a general interest in the game, getting schools to play it, and organizing 
amateur clubs.”6 A counterpoint to Barr’s view is that Derby, in being run independently from 
the league’s management, were the only team not assigned at least one envoy: Ley had obtained 
talent from the United States through his own wherewithal. And Barr could not criticize this in 
itself, for he had been willing to bring his brother Frank over to boost Aston Villa’s chances. At the 
same time, it is easy to sympathize with Barr in this matter as he had detected a certain arrogance 
in Bryan, with the Derby man’s comments including a concern that he would not find decent 
competition for his nine.5 The exchange that unfolded in the pages of the Sporting Life highlighted 
the unsurprising truth that the coaching envoys were not content simply to be paid to develop the 
game in Britain, but took personal pride in the success of their respective teams. This added great 
intrigue as opening day approached.
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The quality of the games in the league was going to depend in large part on the ability of the 
local sportsmen to pick up baseball quickly. Maskrey, in an interview with The Umpire, commented 
that his trainees were “naturally very green at first” but took to the game “remarkably well,” 
becoming “very smart” in a short time.54 He also noted that players with cricket experience felt “at 
home sooner.”54 Barr concurred with Maskrey on this. In the first week of June, he wrote that the 
local players continued “to improve rapidly,” with those who had played cricket showing “the most 
aptitude.”53 On this latter point Barr elaborated:

[S]ome of the bowlers have already mastered the art of curving the sphere, or breaking 
it in the air, as they call it. It was the intention of the National Base Ball League of Great 
Britain not to encourage curve pitching in the different clubs for the initial season, but 
as Derby imported a curve pitcher from the States, and it was clearly demonstrated from 
practice that the batting would be almost too strong for [purely] straight pitching, it was 
wisely determined to permit the different managers to teach their men the curves and 
their uses. The result of this is that each of the four clubs promises to unearth a native 
phenomenon in the shape of a wonderful pitcher.53

Aided by the training their local players were receiving, the pro teams quickly opened up a 
substantial talent gap from the amateur clubs. In early May, for instance, Bryan’s Derby outfit had to 
donate a pitcher and catcher to an amateur opponent after taking a 22–0 lead in the first two innings. 
The opponent was the Erdington Club of Birmingham, who happened to have been captained by 
William Barr on that day.55 A month later, the Erdington Club again acted as the provider of a talent-
gulf illustration. They trailed the Aston Villa pro team 39–1 when the game was called for darkness at 
the end of three innings. The astonishing Villans had already connected for seven home runs, and their 
pitcher, John Devey, had not conceded a hit.54

By early June, Aston Villa and their pro rivals should have been tussling in the opening contests of 
their league rather than playing in lopsided exhibitions against amateur teams. The weather was said to 
have been “simply delightful” and “perfect” for baseball at the start of the month, which would have 
assisted with a successful launch for the league.54 However, opening day had been delayed by the league 
council until 14 June, apparently owing to an unexpected extension of the association football season, 
in which many of the baseball players were, of course, engaged.5 An additional delay of 7 days resulted 
from sluggishness in the publication of fixtures and other administrative details by the league organizers. 
And so, 3 weeks later than had been originally anticipated, opening day for Britain’s pro baseball league 
of 1890 was set for Saturday 21 June.
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5 – The league’s first fortnight 
(21 June to 4 July)

The prospects for the development of an interest in baseball among the British public were going 
to have a considerable dependence on the sport’s presentation in the press. By the beginning 
of May, the game was said to be gaining attention not only in provincial papers, but also in 
publications with a wider reach.1 However, the coverage was certainly not universally positive.1 For 
instance, a scribe for a Preston newspaper offered a far from flattering view on baseball’s chances 
of success in that area of the country:

[I]n recreational matters the affections and the money of the Lancashire folk are 
principally bound up in cricket and football […] Locally, the main “game” the people are 
anxious to participate in is of a much more vigorous character than baseball, which, by 
comparison, is but a sentimental speck on the cheek of nature!2

A far more measured view, but one that was unfavourable nevertheless, was presented by the cricketing 
luminary WG Grace in the pages of the English Illustrated Magazine and reproduced in a June 1890 issue 
of the New York Times:

I have been asked to account for the remarkable hold baseball has upon its followers, and 
to compare the two games of baseball and cricket […] It would be presumption on my 
part to express an opinion on the merits of a game of which I have seen and know so 
little. My experience might be summed up in a visit to the Oval, and a visit to the County 
Ground, Ashley Hill, Bristol, when Mr. Spalding’s team gave their exhibitions [in 1889]. 
I was much impressed with the smartness of the fieldsmen, their catching and throwing 
being almost perfection. But the batting, to a cricketer, seemed rather a weak spot; and, 
with the crowd, I was disappointed that hitting the ball was the exception instead of the 
rule. Of course I am perfectly well aware that the pitcher is the most important member 
of the team, and that what I was thought was a weakness in the hitting was really a tribute 
to his skill […] Our American friends […] are certainly enthusiastic over it, and I know 
that but few Englishmen have yet realized the science and aptitude required to play it 
well; but I do not think it will ever take hold to any extent in England.3

While baseball’s promoters were targeting a football-following segment of the population rather than 
a cricketing crowd, a stronger endorsement from a character of Grace’s magnitude would surely have 
helped the sport from the United States to gain a foothold in Britain. In addition to the negative 
coverage, there was a hard-to-fathom omission of baseball from the pages of the New York Herald’s 
London edition.1 According to Aston Villa’s William Barr, this indifference seemed to extend to many 
other London-based papers, something that could be explained by a combination of pro baseball’s 
absence from the capital and the conservatism for which this region’s publications were noted.4 
However, the New York Herald had a Sunday edition with a large circulation in the Midlands and 
the north of England, which made the absence of coverage on baseball’s growth in Britain from the 
publication all the more difficult to understand.5
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In early June, it was noted that baseball was beginning to be treated more kindly by the 
English press and that it had “received favorable notices from nearly all the prominent papers.”5 
While the scope still failed to encompass the New York Herald,5 other widely read London papers, 
such as The Graphic,6 alerted readers to Britain’s upcoming pro baseball season. Unsurprisingly, 
though, it was the provincial papers covering areas with a pro team that offered the most extensive 
reporting, with the Lancashire Evening Post standing out among this group, not least because of a 
thoughtful primer on the sport and a comprehensive season preview that it provided to its readers 
just before opening day.7 The paper had a local side to cover in Preston, but news on the other 
teams also featured prominently (for this reason, the publication represents the most important 
source of historical details on the 1890 league).

As the start of the season approached, William Barr observed that locals were beginning to rate 
their respective teams’ chances of winning the championship,5 with rivalries building in advance 
of opening day:

Preston won the foot ball championship this season and will not be content with second 
honors in base ball while Derby simply assert that they will win the championship 
hands down. Stoke is the centre of the pottery district, and the working people in that 
district have taken a lively interest in the game from the start[;] in fact, they are the 
greatest enthusiasts in England, and Manager Bartlett has promised them to make a 
game stand for the cup with Mr. Prior’s assistance. The motto of Birmingham […] is 
“forward,” and as they have always occupied the front rank in all kinds of sport, they 
must also have a base ball club worthy to represent their city. So you see there promises 
to be a lively fight for championship honors, and as there are not two clubs to represent 
each city to divide the interest, we hope to arouse that local pride which lies dormant 
in the heart of every good citizen to such a pitch that they will take an active interest 
in the welfare of their respective clubs.5

Fixtures

An admission fee of 6 pence was set at the beginning of the season across all four grounds.8–11 To put 
this into context, this is the same price charged for admittance to Perry Barr when the Aston Villa and 
Preston North End football clubs had met in the FA Cup a couple of seasons earlier.12 The entrance 
fee to baseball games was waived for ladies;8,9,11 furthermore, at Derby, Ley’s employees and 500 other 
local workers were offered free attendance to each game.9 The spectators witnessed not only a game of 
baseball but also the performance of a military band or another local music ensemble.9,13

The full schedule, which included a mixture of day games and early-evening contests,14 is shown 
opposite,15 with Aston Villa’s games being emboldened.

Opening day (21 June)

During the delay of several weeks to the season’s start, the weather conditions had turned from 
being “simply delightful” to become wet enough for one Midlands journalist to opt for “distressingly 
damp” as a descriptor.16 Aston Villa’s opening contest, at home to Stoke, was called with William 
Barr’s men leading 10–9 in the top half of the fifth inning, just before becoming a regulation game.17 
A date was not immediately set for this game to be made up. Barr wrote positively in his game report 
of a crowd of “about 1000 people, despite the threatening weather,”17 but the British scribes were less 
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favourable. The write-up in the Birmingham Daily Post described a “small knot of spectators” and 
“a beggarly array of empty benches” at Perry Barr, probably using the typical association football 
attendance as a yardstick.18

Up in Preston, though, conditions were fine, and a total washout on opening day was 
thus avoided. The contest was won 9–6 by Derby and game reports appeared in several British 
newspapers, including The Sportsman,19 the Derby Mercury,20 and the Lancashire Evening Post. In the 
last of these publications, a story of approximately 500 words with an accompanying box score was 
printed on the same day as the game,21 while a game report exceeding 1000 words was published 
2 days later,22 revealing a genuine commitment to the promotion of this new sport. Estimates of the 
crowd’s size ranged from “six or seven hundred” to 2000,17,22 offering a warning that attendances 
reported in the newspapers (and reproduced in this book) may have been inaccurate. The fact that 
it was the Sporting Life columnist Barr who provided the estimate of 2000 offers a second warning: 
the Villa player–manager’s reports may have, in general, presented a rose-tinted view of the game in 

FIXTURES FOR THE 1890 PRO LEAGUE15 
(AV = Aston Villa; D = Derby; P = Preston; S = Stoke; home teams listed second) 

Mondays Tuesdays Wednesdays Thursdays Fridays Saturdays Sundays 

16/06 
 

17/06 
 

18/06 
 

19/06 
 

20/06 
 

21/06 
D@P, S@AV 

22/06 
 

23/06 
AV@P, D@S 

24/06 
 

25/06 
D@AV, P@S 

26/06 
D@S, P@AV 

27/06 
 

28/06 
P@D, S@AV 

29/06 
 

30/06 
AV@D, P@S 

01/07 
 

02/07 
AV@P, S@D 

03/07 
AV@D, S@P 

04/07 
 

05/07 
AV@D, S@P 

06/07 
 

07/07 
AV@S, D@P 

08/07 
 

09/07 
D@AV, P@S 

10/07 
AV@S, P@D 

11/07 
 

12/07 
D@S, P@AV 

13/07 
 

14/07 
D@P, S@AV 

15/07 
 

16/07 
D@AV, S@P 

17/07 
AV@P, D@S 

18/07 
 

19/07 
AV@D, S@P 

20/07 
 

21/07 
P@AV, S@D 

22/07 
 

23/07 
AV@S, P@D 

24/07 
AV@D, P@S 

25/07 
 

26/07 
AV@S, P@D 

27/07 
 

28/07 
AV@P, S@D 

29/07 
 

30/07 
D@P, S@AV 

31/07 
AV@D, P@S 

01/08 
 

02/08 
D@P, S@AV 

03/08 
 

04/08 
D@S, P@AV 

05/08 
 

06/08 
P@D, S@AV 

07/08 
AV@D, P@S 

08/08 
 

09/08 
P@AV, S@D 

10/08 
 

11/08 
D@P, S@AV 

12/08 
 

13/08 
AV@P, S@D 

14/08 
AV@S, P@D 

15/08 
 

16/08 
D@AV, S@P 

17/08 
 

18/08 
P@AV, S@D 

19/08 
 

20/08 
D@AV, S@P 

21/08 
AV@S, P@D 

22/08 
 

23/08 
AV@P, D@S 

24/08 
 

25/08 
D@AV, S@P 

26/08 
 

27/08 
AV@S, D@P 

28/08 
AV@P, D@S 

29/08 
D@AV, P@S 

30/08 
P@AV, S@D 

31/08 
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Britain to his countrymen. This is understandable when it is considered that Barr may well have felt 
a need either to justify his decision to go out to England as a coach or to reinforce any sentiments 
of privilege in being accepted for the job.

The contest between Preston and Derby on 21 June was the first game in an official baseball 
competition played on British soil. Presbury pitched for the visitors and Hogan filled this role for the 
home side, with the former major leaguers Bullas and Maskrey catching for their respective hurlers. 
Preston went into bat in the top of the first inning and Hendry led off with a fly-out to Booth in 
centre-field. Livesey was next to the plate and he was hit by a pitch to become the first ever base-
runner in British competitive play. He quickly stole second but was stranded there when the next two 
hitters were retired. Bryan went in to bat as Derby’s lead-off hitter and claimed the honour of the first 
home run (and thus the first hit and the first run, as well), by sending Hogan’s opening pitch “clean 
over the stands beyond the left field.”22 Following Bryan was Reidenbach, who smashed a double, but 
Presbury, the next hitter up, was the first player to be struck out in the game, handing Hogan an honour 
to balance the unwanted record of being the pitcher who gave up the league’s opening home run. The 
first inning finished with Derby having plated 3 runs.22

By the end of the fifth inning, Derby had extended their lead to 8–0, but Preston trimmed this 
back by scoring 3 runs in the top of the sixth, igniting their rally with a two-base hit from Hendry that 
brought Hogan home. Another run from Bryan, this time after a double to get him on base, made the 
score 9–3 going into the final inning. The Prestonians halved the deficit using their last three outs, and 
so the game ended 9–6 in Derby’s favour.22

Box scores for this contest and other games not involving Aston Villa, where available, can be found 
in Appendix A. Box scores for games featuring the Birmingham team are included in a section at the 
end of each chapter covering the matches played in 1890 (Chapters 5 through 11).

Aston Villa at Preston (23 June)

Aston Villa’s second attempt at opening their league campaign came 2 days after the called 
game against Stoke. This time Preston were the opponents. The game was played at Deepdale 
in the fading light of a Lancashire evening, and William Barr handed John Devey the ball as 
the Birmingham team’s pitcher. A dispatch from Barr to the Sporting Life a fortnight earlier had 
described Devey as “a phenomenon of the first water,” who had developed “a wonderful down 
and out curve” within the first 2 weeks of playing the game.5 Joey Simmonds was the only player 
out of the regulars introduced in Chapter 3 to not be in the starting nine for this game. In his 
place, the Aston Villa footballer Harry Devey, who was the uncle of John Devey, started in centre-
field.7,23 This was one of only a handful of games Harry would play for the club’s baseball team. 
HE Simon caught for Devey, while the other Villans from the United States played on the corners, 
with Frank Barr at first base and William Barr at third. James Cowan at second and Fred Dawson 
at shortstop completed the infield, and Harry Widdowson and Arthur Brown covered left-field 
and right-field, respectively.

In the top of the first, the Lancashire side scored a brace of runs off John Devey, aided 
by three consecutive doubles, but the pitcher soon restored parity by launching a 2-run homer 
into Deepdale’s centre-field seats in the bottom half of the inning. The man already on base was 
Frank Barr, who had reached on an error at third base after his brother had been retired in the 
lead-off spot. Thus, the honour of the first hit and the first home run for Aston Villa went to 
the Birmingham-born John Devey, while the Pittsburgh native Frank Barr was the first Villan 
to cross the plate. After the rocky start to his pitching debut, John Devey settled down to hold 
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Preston scoreless for the next four innings. According to the Lancashire Evening Post reporter, 
“Devey acquitted himself admirably, varying his pace considerably, and occasionally putting in a 
drop curve.”24 Like Preston, Aston Villa failed to score in the second, but they managed a run in 
each of the following three innings to take a 5–2 lead with just over half of the game completed. 
In the sixth frame, Trainer drove in 2 runs for Preston with a triple but was thrown out at the plate 
trying to complete a circuit of the bases that would have tied the game. The home team did get the 
run they needed to level the score in the next frame; however, an instant response saw the visitors 
put on 4 runs in the bottom of the inning, with Frank Barr hitting a triple and Simon a double. 
A further score was plated in the eighth inning to extend Aston Villa’s advantage to 5 runs, and 
Preston were unsuccessful in a ninth-inning rally, scoring only three of the runs they required, just 
as they had done against Derby in their opening game. This made the final score 10–8. Seven of 
the Villa’s 10 runs were scored by the trio from the United States, and all eight of the team’s stolen 
bases came from these three players, but John Devey’s 4-for-5 effort tied with William Barr for 
the hitting performance of the day, showing that domestic players were quite capable of making 
substantial contributions.24

Although Preston had opened the season with back-to-back defeats, a writer for the Preston 
Chronicle and Lancashire Advertiser was sufficiently inspired to push for more locals to come to 
support their team: “The public—and we are certainly an out of door sports loving people—ought 
certainly to see the game played and then judge as to its worth.”25 As Preston were suffering the 
second of these back-to-back defeats, at the hands of Aston Villa, Derby were notching up their 
second league victory, this time by 10 runs to 3 in Stoke. North collected four hits for Ley’s side 
and his team-mate Booth had a single, a double, and a home run. Presbury earned his second win 
in 3 days, while Stoke City footballer William Dunn was the losing pitcher. The pick of the Stoke 
hitters was their player–manager Bartlett, who went 3-for-4.24

Derby at Aston Villa (25 June)

The first three league games had involved duels between British pitchers, but the fourth contest broke 
this pattern as Derby’s player–manager Bryan decided to pit his countryman Reidenbach against John 
Devey in the league leaders’ first visit to Birmingham. For the Villa’s contest against a team described 
by a Birmingham Daily Gazette reporter as their “most formidable antagonists,” one change was made by 
William Barr:26 Joey Simmonds was brought in as a centre-fielder to replace Harry Devey.

Derby’s hurler from Ohio was reported to have favoured a “swift down-shoot” for his first pitch to 
a batter, and this was said to have “simply terrified” the opposing hitters in the early part of the season.4 
In the game against Aston Villa, which was his competitive debut for Ley’s team, he picked up an 
incredible 20 strike-outs in front of the Perry Barr grandstand.17 This would have left many of the local 
spectators doubly disappointed: not only were the Villans struggling for success, but, as was noted in the 
Sporting Life, in “the infancy of the game [in Britain] the spectators [did] not appreciate a pitcher’s game” 
in the way a fan in the United States might have.4 Nevertheless, despite Reidenbach’s high strike-out 
tally, the home side managed to bring 8 runs home, owing largely to free passes and fielding errors, and 
they even held a 5–1 lead at an early stage of the contest. After six innings the score stood at 6–6, but a 
4-run seventh for Derby broke this tie decisively and the game finished 10–8. After the completion of 
nine innings, Reidenbach had conceded a miserly three hits. Only one was off the bat of a player from 
the United States, that being a home run by Simon; the other two were singles by the former England 
footballer Arthur Brown, who had been promoted to fifth in the line-up after batting at the bottom of 
the order in Aston Villa’s opening game.
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Preston at Aston Villa (26 June)

Hogan was not available to join the party that embarked on Preston’s first trip to Perry Barr, and 
Maskrey brought in J Brown as a replacement for the pitcher. Opposing him was John Devey, who 
entered the box for his third start in 72 hours. Neither player pitched well; however, the game was 
arguably the most exciting to date. Aston Villa batted first and plated a run in their opening effort, 
but Maskrey’s men responded with 4 runs in the bottom of the inning. The second frame was the 
only scoreless one in the contest. In the following inning, the home side delighted their fans by 
compiling 5 runs to regain the lead. Preston responded with a run in the bottom of the third and then 
immediately answered a 2-run Villa fourth with 3 more runs to tie the score at 8–8. The Birmingham 
side took the lead for a third time with 4 runs in the fifth, but the advantage was cut to a solitary score 
in the inning’s bottom half. The Lancashire team levelled the score once more with a run in the sixth 
and then went ahead with a 4-run seventh after having kept the home side scoreless for two straight 
innings. This would be Preston’s last scoring inning of the game, though. Their opponents halved the 
deficit in the penultimate frame and then amassed 6 runs in the ninth to take the lead for a fourth 
time. This time Barr’s men did not let the advantage slip. Aston Villa’s runs in the 20–16 triumph 
came from 26 hits, six of them by HE Simon, and five each by the Villa footballer James Cowan 
(pictured in Figure 5.1) and the manager’s brother, Frank Barr, with the latter also collecting six 
stolen bases. John Devey had four hits in the game, including his second home run of the campaign. 
In short, it was a disappointing pitching debut for J Brown, which casts doubt on the possibility that 
he had previously played professionally in the United States.27

Also making his pitching debut on 26 June was football goalkeeper William Rowley, whose Stoke 
team were entertaining Derby. The visitors overturned an early 5–0 deficit to power to a 21–11 victory, led 
by four hits from Bryan (including a double and a home run) and three hits from Allsop. On the home side, 
Bartlett, Eccles, and Holdford all had two hits, but the Derby pitcher Presbury, who struck out 10 batters 
in the game, did not yield a hit to any of the four players at the bottom of Stoke’s line-up.17

The following day, Stoke hosted a 
Preston team that was still missing Hogan 
and was now also without their first 
baseman Trainer, who had injured a finger. 
Maskrey moved Stewart from right-field 
to first base, and a player named H Brown 
was given his debut to fill the gap in the 
outfield. In spite of the makeshift nature 
of the visiting team, they secured what 
was eventually a comfortable victory, 
which was their first of the season. The 
25–15 scoreline represented the joint-
largest margin of victory in the league 
up to that point, although earlier in the 
game Stoke had taken a 13–7 lead, largely 
owing to them plating 9 runs in the top of 
the third. However, the Lancashire outfit 
replied with 9 runs of their own in the 
bottom of that inning and were never 
troubled again by the home team. Preston 

Figure 5.1: A photograph of James Cowan from 1891 (courtesy 
of the National Archives).
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had two offensive stand-outs: the Dundee native Hendry had a haul of 12 total bases in the game, which 
comprised a double, two triples, and a home run; and the race walker Livesey punched three singles and 
two doubles. Bartlett, Colford, Dunn, and Eccles each had three hits for Stoke.28

Aston Villa were due to play their next match on 28 June, but for the second Saturday in succession 
a home game against Stoke was abandoned because of damp conditions. Rain had set in around noon 
and eased only temporarily during the middle of the afternoon, and so the game was called before it had 
even begun.28 The Lancashire Evening Post reported that all cricket games in the area had been abandoned 
too;28 however, a contrasting observation was presented in two local publications, the Birmingham Daily 
Post and Sport and Play, both of which used the discrepancy they reported to criticize baseball. A 
journalist for the former noted that while “most of the Midland cricket clubs were manfully carrying 
out their fixtures […] the somewhat sparse attendance of spectators at Perry Barr were disappointed by 
the decision of the home captain that the ground was not fit to play on […] and this decision does not 
speak very highly for the robustness” of the baseball converts.16 The story in Sport and Play used softer 
wording but carried a broadly similar message (some likenesses in the phrases suggests that the two 
articles may have been penned by the same hand):

That this was a disappointment to the spectators goes without saying, and if the game 
is to be made popular the breaking of fixtures will have to be avoided as much as 
possible. We should have imagined that baseball could have been played under worse 
conditions than obtained at Perry Barr on Saturday afternoon, for there were any 
amount of cricket matches brought off in the district, and the ground cannot require 
to be in such good condition as for the English pastime.29

Earlier in the Sport and Play article, a more general observation was offered on baseball’s prospects 
of being successful in the Midlands and further afield:

[T]he experiences of Saturday will not do much to help forward the rather uphill
kind of work undertaken by the band of educationalists from Yankee land. It is as
yet difficult to gauge the public interest taken in it, and it has hardly had a fair trial; 
but when we get into the heat and burden of the fray, so to speak, and the matches
assume the interest which grows round all great competitions, some idea may be
gleaned whether the American pastime is likely to take root and flourish on British
soil. Even now it is a puzzle to many people, and we have heard the most divergent
views expressed by good judges concerning it, but the novelty will wear off by and
bye, and then the real trial for the game will commence.29

Play was possible that Saturday in another Midlands town, with Derby hosting Preston for their 
home opener, in front of a crowd reported to be 4000 strong.17 Hogan returned to the pitcher’s 
box to face Reidenbach, but Trainer was still absent from the Preston line-up. The guests struggled 
against the pitching of Reidenbach and after the completion of six innings trailed 6–0. At this point 
in the game, Bryan switched Reidenbach with Presbury, who had been playing at second base up 
to then. Preston scored 2 runs in the new pitcher’s first inning and managed to cross the plate twice 
more in the bottom of the ninth to make the score 6–4 with Presbury still needing to find two 
more outs.30 This second flourish from Maskrey’s men prompted Bryan to switch Reidenbach and 
Presbury again, and the former duly closed out the game without a further score. Nonetheless, the 
visitors’ response had caused the “excitement [to be] intense” in the closing stages.28
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Aston Villa at Derby (30 June)

On the final day of June, Aston Villa made their first league visit to the baseball ground in Derby. 
The teams entered the field under late-afternoon sunshine, after a rain delay of approximately 
2 hours.31 Despite the inclement conditions earlier in the day, a crowd of several thousand was 
on hand to witness this clash between the two teams emerging as the league’s strongest. The 
atmosphere created at Ley’s ground caused William Barr to reminisce in the Sporting Life about 
baseball at home:

I almost imagined I was dreaming when my team took the field to hear the applause 
of the thousands present and listening to the sweet strains of one of the finest military 
bands in England, which discoursed beautiful music during the game. I almost 
imagined that I had been transferred back to the States and was witnessing the 
opening of the base ball season at home.17

Reidenbach was again charged with pitching duties against Derby’s foremost rival, giving 
John Devey a second chance to measure up against the left-handed speedballer. The 23-year-old 
from Birmingham held Derby scoreless in their opening effort and was then provided with a 1-run 
advantage when William Barr completed a circuit of the bases in the bottom of the first without 
the aid of a Villa hit. The lead remained intact during the next three innings as the pro league’s first 
pitchers’ duel unfolded. Devey’s arm was benefiting from 3 days off but – ignoring the scoreline 
– the experienced left-hander from Cleveland was edging the match-up, for the visitors had not 
yet gained a hit off him. In the top of the fifth, Bryan drove in Reidenbach with a double to tie 
the game, and the run scorer continued his dominance from the pitching box in the bottom of 
the frame. Mellors and Middleton both scored in the sixth to hand Derby a 3–1 lead, and the Villa 
remained hitless in their next turn, although this time Reidenbach relied on a fine piece of fielding. 
Edwin Booth, who had been described as a “splendid” outfielder in pre-season material, hauled in 
a long drive from William Barr to protect the no-hitter. Presbury added another run for the home 
team in the seventh, and Aston Villa continued to struggle with the bat. The visiting team came up 
to bat in the bottom of the ninth trailing by 3 runs and still without a hit. The Villa did not score 
any runs, but a precious single from Simon derailed the no-hitter and restored some pride for the 
Birmingham team in the 4–1 loss.

Among the spectators present for Derby’s sixth straight win were the Australian cricket team, 
who were visiting the area as part of a tour of England. William Barr made the following comment 
on their appearance:

The Australian Cricketers witnessed this game from Mr. Ley’s private pavilion, and 
they applauded the good fielding by both teams in a very enthusiastic manner. As 
they are said to be the best team of cricket fielders playing to-day their applause was 
duly appreciated. Their match with Derbyshire had been stopped on account of rain, 
which is another argument in favor of base ball for this variable climate.17

Barr’s last observation challenges the criticism made several days earlier in the Birmingham press 
about baseball being more adversely affected than cricket by wet weather. The superior drainage 
of Ley’s field compared with Perry Barr was probably an important factor in enabling the game in 
Derby to be played once the skies had cleared.
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Aston Villa struck out only four times in the game, which was 16 fewer occasions than in 
the teams’ first meeting, but they struggled to get the ball out of the infield, as evidenced by 
Bryan’s 19 put-outs at first base. Bryan excelled offensively, as well, with three doubles from 
his five at-bats. The blow of losing was softened for Aston Villa by Ley handing William Barr 
£5 to divide between his players, mimicking an action he had undertaken after Derby’s home 
opener.17 These benevolent offerings would have done nothing to harm the view of Ley among 
the players, building on a reputation that was already strong, owing to the huge commitment he 
had made in developing first-class facilities. In addition, the gesture showed once again that the 
industrialists’ eyes were on the overall success of the sport’s launch in Britain rather than a profit 
line in an accounts book.

Over in Stoke on the same day, Preston set about prolonging the wait of the ex-clerk Bartlett 
for a first league win. A prolongation seemed likely after the Lancashire side vaulted to an 8–1 lead 
in the opening inning, perhaps being buoyed up as a result of Trainer’s return. By the end of the fifth 
frame, though, the advantage had been trimmed back to 8–6, and in the next inning Stoke amassed 
7 runs. The two sides added a run apiece over their next two sets of at-bats. There was another 
brave ninth-inning charge by Maskrey’s men, but it again fell short, the final score being 14–13.32 
The narrow margin of victory disguised Stoke’s dominance in the contest: they collected 19 hits to 
Preston’s 14; they had 15 of the 19 stolen bases in the game; and they drew seven walks, which was 
six more than their opponents did. Bartlett led Stoke’s offence with four hits, while his countryman 
Prior had two singles and a double.

Aston Villa at Preston (2 July)

After a rest day on Tuesday, William Barr led his players on their second visit to Deepdale, where an 
estimated 300 spectators assembled for the evening match.33 The Villa player–manager decided that 
his brother would pitch the game, and so he moved himself to the spot vacated by Frank at first base, 
brought Arthur Brown into the infield to cover third, and placed John Devey out in right-field. For the 
home team, Trainer was again out of the side, and he was replaced by George Drummond, who was 
another member of Preston North End’s undefeated Football League championship side of 1888–89, 
“the Invincibles”. Drummond was making his baseball debut and was reported to have practised on 
only one or two occasions previously.34

The chatter from the pitcher’s box by Frank Barr, who threw against Hogan in the game, provided 
amusement to a journalist for The Umpire visiting from Manchester, a nearby conurbation:

“Make the man stand up straight, Mr. Umpire,” suddenly shouted Barr, of Aston Villa, 
one of the American coaches, as the game was proceeding. Barr’s ball was whizzing by 
the striker’s head, and the striker generously made room for it. “He can do what he 
likes,” shouted the spectators; and by-and-bye there was a sharp smack at the ball, a dash 
for first base, a shy of the ball, and a claim for “out,” which the umpire disallowed. Then 
a short but very audible comment on the umpire’s ruling, from Mr. Barr, of U.S.A. “Is 
there an umpire on the field or not?” demanded Major Sudell, who is known for his 
loyal adherence to an umpire’s or a referee’s ruling, whether it be for or against his own 
opinion. The [Villa] had already rendered themselves a trifle conspicuous by volunteering 
information to the umpire as to how the game should be judged. A round of applause 
from the assembled gate follows this vindication of judicial authority, and the game 
proceeds as merrily as ever.35
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Aston Villa were reported to have “had a great advantage all through” by the “excellent 
pitching” of Barr and the “safe catching” of his battery-mate Simon,33 and it was noted that the 
manager’s curve pitching “puzzled the Prestonians” in the early stages of the game.34 The visitors 
acquired as many runs as they would need for victory in the bottom of the first by crossing the 
plate six times. After an additional 5 runs for the Villa in the next two frames, the score stood 
at 11–2 after three innings, but Hogan’s pitching improved and by the end of contest the home 
team had pulled back to 11–5.34 Simon finished with four hits from five at-bats, while Brown also 
excelled with the lumber, picking up a trio of hits that included a three-bagger. Preston’s offence 
was led by Hendry, who went 3-for-6, and they struck out only four times in total against the 
unfamiliar pitching of Frank Barr.

Aston Villa’s win did not allow them to close in on Ley’s side, as on that day the league leaders 
gained their seventh victory of the season, at home to Stoke. Nevertheless, in a rain-shortened 
game, Derby’s margin of victory was their smallest yet. The cold conditions and wet ball restricted 
the movement that the pitchers – Presbury for Derby and Prior and Bartlett for Stoke – could 
achieve with the ball, but the batters were still generally held in check. Derby went to the plate 
first, and after the end of their seventh set of at-bats the score stood at 5–0 in their favour. A valiant 
Stoke rally in the bottom of the seventh reduced Derby’s advantage to a solitary run, but the game 
was called immediately thereafter because of the weather conditions. Only three batters had multi-
hit games: Derby’s Bryan went 2-for-4 with a double and his team-mate Booth went 2-for-3, while 
the Stoke man Holdford matched Booth’s performance. Also of note is that this was one of several 
league games umpired by Ley, the Derby owner.36

The decision to terminate the game early would have probably been made by Ley, as umpire. 
It is tempting to speculate that the decision might have been prompted by Stoke’s comeback; 
however, if Ley really was liable to such thinking in order to secure wins for Derby then the game 
might have been called after five innings, the minimum for a regulation contest. In addition, one 
report suggests that the decision to shave two frames off the contest was taken when the rain 
became heavy as the game approached its mid-way point, rather than after Stoke’s 4-run rally.36 In 
any case, it is plausible that Stoke would have relished the chance to get off the cold and wet field, 
even if they felt that a chance for a second league victory slipped away as a result.

Aston Villa at Derby (3 July)

After the respite that was permitted John Devey by Frank Barr pitching the contest on the 
previous day, Aston Villa’s regular hurler returned to the box for a third crack at Reidenbach 
on their visit to Derby. Around 1000 spectators were present to watch the Volunteer Band do 
their customary march past of the home team in “beautifully fine” conditions.37 Devey might 
have been reasonably confident after hearing news of Bryan’s players being run close by Stoke 
a day earlier. The Villa fielders resumed their regular configuration, but they let Devey down by 
committing a total of 14 errors, which included five by Dawson at shortstop. Derby made only 
four errors as a team, in comparison. Thus, while the Villa’s six hits were only four fewer than the 
home side managed, the result was a hugely disappointing 14–3 loss. Cowan’s two hits, from three 
at-bats, were the most by a Villa player. Bryan again led Derby’s offence, with two singles and a 
double from his five at-bats, and to this he added four stolen bases (which was a base-stealing feat 
matched by Derby’s catcher, Sim Bullas). Allsop, the goalkeeper for Ley’s football team, also hit 
well for the home team: he clubbed a single and a triple from the four at-bats he obtained at the 
bottom of the line-up. 37
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That evening, Stoke and Preston faced off at Deepdale in front of approximately 400 spectators, 
with both sides taking only one previous win into the contest. Hogan was replaced as Preston’s 
pitcher by Brown (the box score does not indicate if it was H Brown or J Brown), but Drummond 
remained in the team as cover for Trainer and he showed a “marked improvement” from his debut, 
which had come against Aston Villa the previous day.38 Prior started in the pitcher’s box for Stoke 
and after seven innings his side held a 6–5 lead, but at this point a heavy rain shower forced the 
players off the field.33 Once the game was resumed, Stoke’s catcher Bartlett switched places with 
Prior; Brown, however, ignored the arm-stiffening effect of the break to remain in the box for the 
home team. Preston outscored the visitors by 7 runs to 1 in the final two frames and thus secured 
a 12–7 victory. Hendry drilled two doubles and one three-bagger from his six at-bats for Preston 
while his team-mate Stewart and Stoke’s Bartlett both collected three singles.38

Summary and league standings

The first fortnight of Britain’s pro baseball league showed that Bryan’s confidence in his Derby 
team was not misplaced. They had been victorious in all eight of their matches and led their nearest 
challenger by four games. This early success for Ley’s team caught the attention of the English-born 
baseball writer Henry Chadwick, who wrote in Outing that Derby were “under the able control 
of Mr. Will C. Bryan.”39 Aston Villa had won their three contests that did not involve Derby (the 
others all being against Preston). Finally, of three games between Preston and Stoke, two had been 
resolved in favour of the former.

Aston Villa’s box scores between 21 June and 4 July

The box scores for the games covered in this chapter are presented in this section. See Appendix A for 
box scores of league games not featuring Aston Villa.

LEAGUE STANDINGS AS OF 4 JULY 1890 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Derby ............................................................  8 8 0 1.000 – 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  6 3 3 .500 4.0 

Preston  .........................................................  8 2 6 .250 6.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  6 1 5 .167 6.0 
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 23 JUNE 189024 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 1 2 1 4 0 W Barr, 3b  ..............  5 4 4 2 2 1 

Livesey, 3b  ............  5 0 1 1 1 1 F Barr, 1b  ...............  5 2 3 10 2 3 

Sanders, lf  ..............  5 2 1 1 0 1 J Devey, p  ..............  5 2 4 3 5 2 

Maskrey, c  .............  5 1 1 5 0 2 H Devey, cf  ............  5 0 0 1 0 0 

Colford, ss  .............  5 1 1 0 2 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  4 1 1 4 0 0 

Stewart, rf  ..............  5 1 2 0 0 1 Simon, c  .................  3 1 1 7 1 0 

Trainer, 1b  .............  4 0 1 13 0 0 Widdowson, lf  ........  4 0 1 0 0 1 

Dobson, cf  .............  5 0 0 0 0 1 Dawson, ss  .............  4 0 0 0 1 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  4 2 1 3 5 1 Brown, rf  ................  4 0 1 0 2 2 

   Total  ...................  43 8 10 24 12 7    Total ....................  39 10 15 27 13 9 

Preston  ...................................  2 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 3 — 8     

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 0 1 1 1 0 4 1 X — 10     

Two-base hits—Sanders, Maskrey, Colford, Stewart, Hogan, F Barr 2, Simon. Three-base hits—
Trainer, F Barr. Home runs—J Devey. Stolen bases—Hendry 2, Maskrey, Colford, Hogan, W Barr 
3, F Barr 2, Simon 2. First base on balls—Maskrey. First base on hit by pitcher—Simon. Struck 
out—Livesey 2, Stewart, Trainer, Dobson, H Devey 3, Dawson. Left on bases—Preston 7, Aston 
Villa 4. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h55. 
 

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 25 JUNE 189017 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  3 2 0 2 1 2 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 2 4 5 0 0 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  2 3 0 9 0 0 Reidenbach, p  .......  5 2 2 0 20 3 

J Devey, p  ..............  4 0 0 0 0 0 Presbury, cf  ............  4 0 0 0 0 0 

Simon, c  ................  4 2 1 9 2 1 Booth, lf  .................  4 1 2 0 0 0 

Brown, rf  ...............  4 0 2 0 0 0 Bullas, c  .................  4 1 1 20 5 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  3 0 0 2 0 1 Middleton, 2b  ........  4 2 2 0 1 1 

Cowan, 2b  .............  4 0 0 1 0 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  4 1 1 0 1 0 

Dawson, ss  ............  4 1 0 0 2 0 North, rf  .................  4 1 1 0 0 2 

Simmonds, cf  ........  4 0 0 1 0 0 Allsop, 3b  ...............  4 0 0 2 0 1 

   Total  ...................  32 8 3 24 5 4    Total ....................  38 10 13 27 27 7 

Aston Villa  ..............................  3 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 1 — 8     

Derby ......................................  0 1 3 2 0 0 4 0 X — 10     

Home runs—Simon, Bryan. Sacrifice hits—Simon. Stolen bases—W Barr 3, F Barr 3, Simon, 
Brown, Dawson 2, Bryan 3, Reidenbach, Presbury. First base on balls—Aston Villa 4, Derby 2. First 
base on hit by pitcher—W Barr. Struck out—Aston Villa 20, Derby 6. Left on bases—Aston Villa 3, 
Derby 6. Wild pitches—Reidenbach 2, J Devey 2. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—2h. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 26 JUNE 189027 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  7 2 2 1 2 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  6 1 3 5 3 1 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  7 4 5 12 0 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  6 3 1 1 2 0 

J Devey, p  ..............  5 4 4 0 7 1 Sanders, lf  ..............  6 2 4 3 0 0 

Simon, c  ................  7 3 6 7 0 1 Maskrey, c  .............  6 2 1 4 2 0 

A Brown, rf  ............  6 2 2 1 0 1 Colford, ss  ..............  6 3 4 1 2 0 

Cowan, 2b  .............  5 3 5 1 3 1 Trainer, 1b  .............  5 1 2 12 0 2 

Widdowson, lf  .......  6 1 1 4 0 0 Stewart, rf  ...............  5 0 0 0 0 0 

Dawson, ss  ............  5 1 1 0 2 1 Dobson, cf  .............  5 1 2 1 0 1 

Simmonds, cf  ........  5 0 0 1 0 0 J Brown, p  ..............  4 3 0 0 3 2 

   Total  ...................  53 20 26 27 14 6    Total ....................  49 16 17 27 12 6 

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 0 5 2 4 0 0 2 6 — 20     

Preston  ...................................  4 0 1 3 3 1 4 0 0 — 16     

Two-base hits—F Barr 2, Simon. Three-base hits—Simon, A Brown, Colford 2. Home runs—J 
Devey, Hendry, Maskrey. Sacrifice hits—Simon. Stolen bases—W Barr 2, F Barr 6, J Devey 2, 
Simon, Cowan 3, Dawson, Simmonds, Hendry, Livesey, Sanders, Maskrey, Colford, Trainer. First 
base on balls—J Devey 2, Cowan, Dawson. Struck out—Livesey, Stewart 2, Dobson, J Brown. Left 
on bases—Aston Villa 4, Preston 6. Double plays—Hendry and Trainer. Passed balls—Simon. 
Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—2h. 
 

PLAYED IN DERBY ON 30 JUNE 189031 

DERBY AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Reidenbach, p  .......  5 1 2 0 5 2 W Barr, 3b  ..............  4 1 0 0 4 2 

Bullas, c  .................  5 0 1 2 2 0 J Devey, p  ..............  4 0 0 1 6 0 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  5 1 3 19 1 0 Simon, c  .................  4 0 1 6 0 0 

Presbury, 2b  ..........  4 0 1 4 5 1 F Barr, 1b  ...............  3 0 0 14 0 1 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  4 0 0 1 0 1 Cowan, 2b  ..............  3 0 0 3 0 0 

Mellors, ss  .............  4 1 0 0 1 0 Dawson, ss  .............  3 0 0 0 3 0 

Booth, rf  ................  4 0 1 1 0 0 Brown, rf  ................  3 0 0 1 0 0 

Middleton, cf  .........  4 1 1 0 0 0 Simmonds, cf  .........  3 0 0 1 0 1 

North, lf .................  4 0 0 0 0 0 Widdowson, lf  ........  3 0 0 1 0 1 

   Total  ...................  39 4 9 27 14 4    Total ....................  30 1 1 27 13 5 

Derby ......................................  0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 — 4     

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 — 1     

Two-base hits—Bryan 3. Stolen bases—Derby 3, Aston Villa 4. First base on balls—Derby 1, Aston 
Villa 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Derby 1. Struck out—Derby 2, Aston Villa 4. Double plays—
Bryan and Allsop. 
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 2 JULY 189034 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  6 1 3 2 4 2 W Barr, 1b  ..............  5 2 2 14 1 1 

Livesey, 3b  ............  5 1 2 3 3 0 F Barr, p  .................  5 1 2 1 4 0 

Sanders, lf  ..............  5 0 2 3 2 0 J Devey, rf  ..............  4 1 1 0 0 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 1 1 2 2 0 Simon, c  .................  5 2 4 6 2 3 

Colford, ss  .............  4 1 0 0 0 0 Brown, 3b  ..............  5 2 3 1 4 1 

Hogan, p  ...............  2 0 1 1 1 1 Cowan, 2b  ..............  4 2 2 2 3 2 

Stewart, 1b  .............  4 0 1 12 0 1 Widdowson, lf  ........  5 0 1 0 0 0 

Drummond, rf  .......  5 0 0 0 0 1 Dawson, ss  .............  4 1 2 1 0 0 

Dobson, cf  .............  3 1 0 1 0 0 Simmonds, cf  .........  4 0 0 2 0 0 

   Total  ...................  38 5 10 24 12 5    Total ....................  41 11 17 27 14 7 

Preston  ...................................  2 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 — 5     

Aston Villa  ..............................  6 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 X — 11     

Two-base hits—Livesey, Hogan, W Barr, Cowan, Dawson. Three-base hits—Brown. Stolen 
bases—Preston 9, Aston Villa 3. First base on balls—Preston 5, Aston Villa 2. First base on hit by 
pitcher—Preston 2, Aston Villa 1. Struck out—Preston 4, Aston Villa 1. Left on bases—Preston 10, 
Aston Villa 8. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h40. 
 

PLAYED IN DERBY ON 3 JULY 189037 

DERBY AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  5 5 3 12 0 0 W Barr, 3b  ..............  4 1 1 4 4 2 

Reidenbach, p  .......  5 1 2 0 5 0 F Barr, 1b  ...............  4 0 1 13 1 0 

Presbury, 2b  ..........  5 1 0 2 3 1 J Devey, p  ..............  4 0 0 0 3 2 

Booth, lf  ................  5 1 1 1 1 0 Simon, c  .................  4 0 1 3 4 1 

Bullas, c  .................  4 1 2 12 2 1 Brown, rf  ................  3 1 0 1 1 0 

Middleton, rf  .........  4 2 0 0 1 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  3 0 2 4 0 2 

North, cf  ................  4 0 0 0 0 0 Widdowson, lf  ........  3 0 0 0 0 1 

Mellors, ss  .............  3 1 0 0 2 1 Dawson, ss  .............  3 1 1 1 4 5 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  4 2 2 0 1 1 Simmonds, cf  .........  3 0 0 1 0 1 

   Total  ...................  39 14 10 27 15 4    Total ....................  31 3 6 27 17 14 

Derby ......................................  4 0 0 3 1 0 2 1 3 — 14     

Aston Villa  ..............................  0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 — 3     

Two-base hits—Bryan, Reidenbach. Three-base hits—Allsop. Stolen bases—Bryan 4, Booth 2, 
Bullas 4, Middleton 2, North 2, Mellors, Allsop 2, W Barr, F Barr, J Devey, Simon, Brown, Dawson, 
Simmonds. First base on balls—Derby 3, Aston Villa 3. First base on hit by pitcher—Derby 1, Aston 
Villa 1. Passed balls—Bullas, Simon 4. Umpire—F Ley. Time—2h. 
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6 – Aston Villa’s assault on
Derby’s dominance (5 to 15 July)

In an early July column for the Sporting Life titled “Bryan’s Budget”,1 the Derby player–manager was 
keen to inform the readers of the strong form being shown by his men, but he qualified this boast with 
the following observation:

Of course, the other teams will grow stronger as the season opens, and the games will be 
closer and more interesting and we will have to play good ball to hold our position, but 
we mean to hold it or die hard fighting.1

He was also gracious in complementing his fellow coaching envoys. Preston’s manager Maskrey “is the 
same old reliable Leech,” he wrote. “Steady as a clock and playing good ball as usual,” he added, “[Maskrey] 
has worked hard […] and deserves credit for it.” Turning his attention to Aston Villa, he commented that 
William Barr “is a hard worker on the field and imbues his men with a great deal of spirit.” Frank Barr, 
William’s younger brother, had also impressed Bryan: he “is playing a very good first base and hitting and 
running [the] bases well.”1 He had praise for Charles Bartlett, too, and he felt it important to place Stoke’s 
early-season struggles into the context of their relative weakness in pitching depth:

Bartlett, at Stoke, has a fair team together. But he wants a pitcher badly. He has a good 
man in Rowley, goal[keeper] for Stoke foot ball club, who will make a fine pitcher with 
practice, as he has great speed. When he gets steadied down Bartlett’s team will be heard 
from. Bartlett is catching well and has a good team, and although they are tail-enders at 
present they will not necessarily stay there.1

Stoke’s chances of a revival were not helped by illness befalling their two players from the United 
States, Bartlett and Prior, in early July. They continued to play but their individual performances and 
their coaching would almost certainly have suffered as a result. Another player bravely staying in the 
line-up was Derby’s catcher Sim Bullas, who was described by Bryan as “the life of [the Derby] team.”2 
He developed a “very bad hand” around the end of the first week in July but stayed “in the ring,”2 
reinforcing the appropriateness of his nickname “Bullets”. This was the life of a 19th Century ballplayer.

Aston Villa at Derby (5 July)

On 5 July, the Villa made their third visit of the season to Ley’s baseball ground, eager to restore pride 
after their 14–3 thumping there 2 days earlier. A wonderful atmosphere awaited the players, with the 
estimated crowd of between 3000 and 4000 being “wildly excited throughout the game” and the 
weather being “splendidly fine.”3–5 A musical offering again complemented the sporting entertainment, 
as was noted by a journalist for the Birmingham Daily Gazette: the “celebrated Burton Volunteer Band 
was engaged, and during the afternoon delighted those present with some splendid selections.”6

Aston Villa lined up as they had in their previous game, with John Devey walking out to the pitcher’s 
box for the top of the first inning. His adversary was again the southpaw Reidenbach, and both teams 
were reported to have played “very hard indeed for victory” from the start.5 Devey began the game with 
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three shut-out innings, aiding his cause with a 
“wonderful catch from a return” on one play.3 
In the same period, William Barr scored once 
and Frank Barr twice to hand the visitors a 3–0 
lead going into Derby’s fourth set of at-bats. At 
this point, Devey ran into serious trouble and 
William Barr was forced to place himself in the 
pitcher’s box for the first time in the season, 
moving Devey into right-field and bringing 
Arthur Brown in as the new third baseman.3 
Barr limited the damage to 5 runs, and after a 
scoreless fifth and another fruitless set of at-bats 
for Derby in their next effort, Aston Villa scored 
a run in the bottom of the sixth to reduce the 
home team’s advantage to 5–4.4

Barr kept Derby’s total at 5 runs over the 
next two innings, but the Villa offence was unable 
to take advantage. Barr again prevented Bryan’s 
men from scoring in the top of the ninth, and this 
time the visiting batters did respond, succeeding 
in scoring the run they required to tie the game 
and push it into extra innings. The Derby starter 
Reidenbach and the Villa replacement pitcher 
Barr both stayed in the box as the contest moved 

into its 10th inning. Three more scoreless frames followed, and after Barr retired Derby for no score in the 
top of the 13th he had pitched nine straight scoreless innings, which would have equated to a shut-out 
if the game had started with his first full inning. In the bottom of the 13th, Cowan got on base with a 
double, Aston Villa’s first extra-base hit in the game, and was driven in with none out by Dawson, a fellow 
domestic player, to end the absorbing battle.5

William Barr, who was described by a Sport and Play reporter after the game as a “very pleasant and 
affable gentleman,”5 had overawed the opponents: after their 5-run fourth inning, Derby managed to 
get only one runner as far as third.4 Furthermore, Barr’s men committed just one error in 13 innings, a 
fine achievement by a team comprising mostly novice players. All of Aston Villa’s hitters got at least one 
hit off Reidenbach in the 6–5 win, including FA Cup winner Joey Simmonds (pictured in Figure 6.1), 
who had gone 0-for-19 in his first five games. Simmonds was also reported to have made “a marvellous 
catch” in centre-field.5

On what was also a fine day at Deepdale, Preston and Stoke played out a contest of a very different 
nature. Hogan came back in for Brown to face Prior in the box. Trainer also returned to the team, but 
Drummond retained a spot in the line-up since Hendry was away in Scotland after the recent death of his 
father. Trainer covered Hendry’s position at second base, while Livesey was promoted from second in the 
batting order to fill the lead-off spot. By the time Stoke went into bat in the bottom of the first, they already 
trailed by 4 runs, and they never got any closer to Preston than this, the contest eventually finishing 17–8 in 
favour of the home team. Both teams committed 11 errors, including four at second base for Dunn of the 
visitors and six at shortstop for Preston’s Colford. One of the few fielding highlights of the match was an 
unassisted double-play by Trainer at his unfamiliar position of second base. Maskrey collected the most hits 
of any player in the game, with two singles and a pair of doubles from his six at-bats.3

Figure 6.1: A photograph of Joey Simmonds from 
1887 (from an unattributed reproduction in the author’s 
collection).
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Aston Villa at Stoke (7 July)

After four games against Derby and three with Preston, Aston Villa made a third attempt to complete 
their first game against Stoke, on a day in which Derby’s visit to Deepdale was washed out. Rain fell at 
the Stoke ground during the game, as it had done in the first two aborted matches with the Villa, but 
this time the players were able to finish a sufficient number of innings to make the contest a regulation 
one. Aston Villa fielded their customary line-up, with John Devey as hurler; the Stoke side, however, was 
an experimental concoction in which the regular third baseman Holdford was moved into the pitcher’s 
box. Rowley, the pitcher in whom Bryan saw promise, did not appear for Stoke again in the league. The 
Villa response to Stoke’s experiment was brutal: after three frames the team from Birmingham led 24–6, 
aided by 14 runs in the bottom of the third. The weather permitted three more innings and the final 
score in the shortened contest was 27–9.

William Barr excelled offensively once more, punching four singles in the game, but three of his 
novice players matched this achievement, namely Arthur Brown, Fred Dawson, and the cricket convert 
Harry Widdowson. The feat was most impressive for the last of these players, since Widdowson had a 
batting average of just .138 from his 29 at-bats prior to this contest. In comparison, Aston Villa’s six 
leading hitters going into the game on 7 July were all hitting at least .300, those being HE Simon (.500), 
Frank Barr (.438), James Cowan (.393), John Devey (.344), William Barr (.303), and Arthur Brown 
(.300). Widdowson’s flurry of hits against Stoke lifted his average to the more respectable figure of .229. 
Another local player breaking out in the game was Simmonds, whose first hit for the Villa 2 days earlier 
was supplemented with a 3-for-4 performance against Stoke, and this included the game’s only home 
run. William Barr even had the domestic players succeeding with more subtle components of the game: 
Dawson, Devey, and Widdowson all executed a sacrifice hit.7

Derby at Aston Villa (9 July)

On 9 July, William Barr wrote a column for the Sporting Life that discussed Reidenbach’s use as a pitcher 
by Derby.4 As noted in Chapter 4, Barr had complained to the Sporting Life readership of the imbalance 
introduced by Ley’s importation of a pitcher even before the season started,8 but with the league now 
in its third week Barr’s view on the matter was more developed:

[I]t was a mistake in Derby importing an American pitcher as it gives them an unfair advantage 
over the three other clubs, and it is almost impossible for the masses to appreciate twenty 
strike outs in a game, as it eliminates all that beautiful fielding for which the game is noted.4

One might be tempted to brand Barr a hypocrite for this statement, since he had already used both 
himself and his brother in the box, but it is clear from the distribution of starts that his intention was to 
use John Devey, the local novice, as much as he could, even if this reduced his team’s chance of victory.

Barr’s sentiment of injustice would almost certainly have had the effect of firing up the Birmingham 
side for battle, particularly now that they had gained their first victory over Ley’s nine. The Birmingham 
Daily Gazette reported that the first contest between the teams since Derby’s winning streak had been 
ended “was looked forward to with much excitement.”9 Moreover, this time Barr’s troops would have 
the chance of gaining a victory on their own soil.

Fighting a fireballer with a fireballer, William Barr selected his brother Frank as the hurler to face 
the formidable pitching of Reidenbach and the “almost perfect catching” of his injury-nursing battery-
mate Bullas.10,11 The Villa manager moved himself to Frank’s regular spot at first base and returned 
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St George’s team-mates Arthur Brown and John Devey to the positions where they had finished the 
previous game against Derby – third base and right-field, respectively. Aston Villa delighted Perry Barr’s 
grandstand by taking a 1-run lead in the top of the first, but Derby scored twice in the bottom of the 
inning to edge ahead. Both pitchers knuckled down thereafter and the score remained unchanged for 
the next four frames. In the top of the sixth, the Villa rallied for 5 runs through “some brilliant play and 
timely batting” to make the score 6–2, and this is how the game finished as neither team scored again 
in the contest.10 Barr’s pitching was said to have been “most effective,”10 but the box score showed that 
Derby had outhit Aston Villa eight to seven and had also amassed 11 stolen bases to their opponent’s one. 
The victory could be explained by the home team being far more clinical in bringing runners home: 
Derby left 11 men on base in the game, while the Villa stranded just one. The two teams committed 
only three errors each, and both pitchers reached double-digit strike-out counts, with Reidenbach 
racking up 12 and Frank Barr 10. The Villa pitcher also hit the game’s only home run. “The day was 
perfect, and the excitement great,” wrote a Lancashire Evening Post scribe.10

At the same time that Aston Villa were inflicting a second defeat of the campaign on Derby, Stoke 
were hoping to get their second win. They entertained Preston, the side against which they had picked 
up their solitary victory thus far. Holdford made a second straight pitching start for Stoke, after his 
humbling debut against the Villa earlier that week, and his opposite number in the Preston line-up was 
Brown (again, the box score does not reveal if this was H Brown or J Brown). The Welshman Trainer 
was back out of the starting nine and Hendry was still absent. To fill the gap at second base, Gillespie was 
given his first start. Stoke outhit the visitors 21 to 13 but nevertheless ended up on the wrong side of an 
18–9 scoreline. This could be attributed in part to Preston’s “good batting when it was most needed.”10 

But not helping matters was Stoke’s error count of seven, which included four by their footballing first 
baseman Alf Underwood. The visitors, in contrast, committed just one and, according to the Lancashire 
Evening Post, “the field work of the entire Preston team was of the championship order.”10

Although Stoke were beginning to slip off the back of the pack, the league was now a more 
intriguing competition, on balance, after Aston Villa’s two straight victories over Derby. William Barr 
told the Sporting Life how the two wins had “done a great deal of good” for baseball in the Birmingham 
district, and added the less obvious observation that it had also benefited the game in the Derby area 
since followers were “bound to get tired of having games a foregone conclusion.”2 Derby’s manager 
Bryan remarked within an adjoining column in the Philadelphia publication that the first loss was 
“given” to the Villa but that in the second contest the Birmingham team had “simply outplayed” his 
nine, “as is likely to happen between any two clubs.”2 The humility in defeat hinted at by the second of 
these comments was betrayed in Bryan’s very next sentence, though:

When my team makes an error it is always at an unfortunate time and counts, while other 
teams when playing with us can make errors and not amount to anything.2

Present at Aston Villa’s second triumph over Derby, reported the Birmingham Daily Post, were “all 
the prominent officials of the league.”11 Although the league executives had just witnessed Reidenbach 
getting beaten, they proposed in a meeting afterwards that the Derby speedballer be banned from 
pitching in the league. According to Bryan, Ley had strongly opposed the motion, threatening to 
withdraw his team from the league if it was passed. A compromise was reached in which it was stated 
that imported players were not allowed to pitch except for in games between Derby and Aston Villa.2 
Beyond the impact of this decision on Ley’s team, it might have appeared on face value to be most 
detrimental to the chances of Aston Villa. However, Bryan made a case for Stoke being the most severely 
hindered of all teams by the restriction:
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Prior, the American sent over as instructor, is a good pitcher, and by depriving Stoke of 
his services in the box they are very much handicapped as they have no other pitcher 
who can hold his own with the other teams. […] It is openly claimed by a representative 
of the great base ball sporting house of Spalding Bros., that Prior, of Stoke, is a far 
superior pitcher than our Reidenbach.2

It is probable that the representative referred to by Bryan was Jim Hart, who – as mentioned in 
Chapter 4 – was described as being an “agent” for Spalding’s affairs in the 1890 pro league. The 
representative’s comment embittered Bryan as he reported that the agent had “clamored for the 
suppression of Reidenbach.”2 Adding to the resentment in the Derby camp over the ruling was the 
feeling that their ace pitcher was Presbury, the English rookie, rather than the experienced Ohio man. 
In the words of their manager:

The facts of the case are that the pitcher objected to pitched in both games we lost and 
the majority of games we have won Presbury, our English lad pitcher, has won.2

Those who felt that Reidenbach was not the league’s star pitcher were in the minority, however: the 
common view was that he had no equal in the country.12

The side that would benefit most from the league council’s new stipulation was Preston. Perhaps 
unsurprisingly, then, the person said to be responsible for requesting the ruling against Reidenbach was 
Major Sudell, the Lancashire team’s president.12 Three days before the meeting, Sudell had been quoted 
in The Umpire for his dislike of imported pitching, a view that was echoed by Leech Maskrey, his team’s 
manager, in the article.13

During the same meeting at which the pitching proviso was effected, the council that oversaw the 
National Base Ball League of Great Britain expanded its remit. After voluntarily standing down, existing 
executives were reinstated as part of an enlarged body – the Base Ball Association of Great Britain and 
Ireland – that now oversaw the amateur game as well as the pro league (this is discussed in more detail 
in Chapter 13).

Aston Villa at Stoke (10 July)

On the first day of play under the new ruling covering the use of imported pitchers, Aston Villa 
returned to Stoke, where they had mauled the local team 3 days earlier. Holdford made his third 
straight start for the home team, while William Barr assigned pitching duties to John Devey, the 
only local player he had thrown to date. Retired footballer Fred Dawson was absent from the 
line-up and so Barr made his first personnel change since Simmonds had replaced Harry Devey 
after the opening game of the season.14 Barr moved himself over to shortstop and pulled Brown 
in from right-field again to play third base, inserting Frank Stevenson,15 the new man, in the gap 
in the outfield. Stevenson seems to have been, like Widdowson, a local cricketer rather than an 
association footballer.16

In what ended up as a festival of hitting, Stoke held the lead on three occasions in the game’s 
early stages and even when Aston Villa appeared to be easing away after taking an 8-run lead, they 
fought back in the top of the sixth to make the score 14–10. However, with their imported player 
Prior no longer a pitching option, their lack of depth at that position was emphatically demonstrated. 
Aston Villa finished the game with 19 unanswered runs to win 33–10.14 This onslaught included 
14 runs in the bottom of the eighth, which was the second time that week the Villa had achieved this 
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feat against Stoke. This proved to be the highest single-inning total amassed at any point during the 
season. In fact, Aston Villa were the only one of the four teams to achieve a double-digit inning in the 
pro league, a feat which they themselves achieved on several other occasions that year.

All 18 players managed at least one hit in the game, with four of Stoke’s domestic players 
impressing by collecting three hits apiece, those being Eccles, Montford, Morrell, and Powner. But 
it was the Villa offence that put up the genuinely striking batting statistics. Devey went 6-for-7 to 
vault him up the list of league leaders for batting average. Aston Villa’s trio from the United States 
batted a combined 14-for-23, and Widdowson and Simmonds continued their emergence as hitters 
in going 5-for-7 and 4-for-7, respectively. The debutant Stevenson also impressed with three hits 
from his seven at-bats, which were numbers matched by the veteran Brown and the youngster 
Cowan. Thus, no Aston Villa player had fewer than three hits in the team’s total of 38.

Aston Villa’s massacre of Stoke had provided instant evidence to support Bryan’s view that 
Stoke were being severely penalized by the ruling on imported pitchers. And the other game 
played that day provided vindication for his bold words about Presbury, his native pitcher. Fittingly, 
Derby’s first game after the league’s pitching stipulation had come into force came was a home 
match with Preston, the team reported to have driven the change. Trainer and Hendry continued 
their absence from the Lancashire team’s line-up, and Maskrey placed Brown in the pitcher’s box.17 
In Chapter 4 it is mentioned that J Brown was reported to be from the United States; if this is the 
case, it seems likely that in any game after 9 July the Preston pitcher was listed as Brown, it was the 
player with “H” as an initial.

The weather in Derby was “fine” and the “interest of the spectators” was said to have “never 
flagged for a moment.”18 The home team gave their pitcher Presbury great run support in the 
top of the first by brining 12 men to the plate and scoring 8 runs. Booth came to the plate as the 
fourth batter of the inning but still managed the undesirable achievement of being the first and 
third out. There was a trickle of scoring for both teams after this early explosion, and the game 
finished 17–7 in Derby’s favour. Derby’s English hurler was throwing for the first time without 
the luxury of having Reidenbach waiting in the infield to cauterize a sudden bleeding of runs, 
but he remained steady for the full nine innings, striking out seven, walking five, and yielding five 
hits. The Derby offence was powered by their three players with experience in the United States: 
Bryan and Reidenbach both stroked three singles while Bullas cashed his sore-handed swing in for 
a two-bagger and a three-bagger.17

Preston at Aston Villa (12 July)

Dawson returned to the Villa team for a home clash with Preston and so William Barr restored 
his men to their regular formation, with Devey in the box. Maskrey also made one change to his 
side, bringing Hogan back in to pitch, in place of Brown. Aston Villa’s aggressive scoring in their 
previous game, against Stoke, was carried over into this contest, with 6 runs being compiled in 
the top of the first. The visitors were able to score enough runs off Devey to keep the game from 
becoming one-sided, but by the time four frames had been completed the Villa held a 14–9 lead. 
The next three innings brought just a single tally, which was a score that extended the home team’s 
advantage to 6 runs.19 In the eighth inning, though, “Preston,” in the words of the Birmingham Daily 
Post, “pulled up wonderfully and by some big hitting made the points equal.”20 The Lancashire 
team had staged late rallies in several earlier contests, but this was the first time they had been 
successful in restoring parity. Unfortunately for the travelling party, the late surge had the effect 
of kick-starting Aston Villa’s stalled offence, and a 5-run response in the top of the ninth made 



Aston Villa’s assault on Derby’s dominance (5 to 15 July)   73

the scoreline 20–15. The final effort by Preston “naturally provoked some excitement,” wrote the 
Birmingham scribe, “but the play of the home team was cautious and good” and “Preston could 
not get to first base.”20

The star performer at the plate was Frank Barr, who hit for the cycle in going 6-for-7; the 
Villa man also handled 15 of the 27 outs, playing at first base. Also excelling was ex-major leaguer 
Leech Maskrey, who had two hits in the game, both of which went over the Perry Barr fence for 
home runs. William Barr, Arthur Brown, and Harry Widdowson all had three-hit games, as did 
Stewart, the Preston first baseman. Stewart’s team-mate Sanders was the only player without a hit 
in the game.19

Derby and Stoke met on 12 July for the first time since their encounter 10 days earlier that 
was truncated to seven innings because of damp conditions. In that contest, Stoke had just fought 
back from a 5–0 deficit to trail by a solitary run when the game was brought to a premature end, 
with the decision probably having been made by Ley, the Derby owner, as umpire of the match. 
The game on 12 July was again truncated owing to rain with Derby holding a small lead, but this 
time Stoke were the home team and had thus supplied the individual who was responsible for the 
decision. In a clash between the home-grown pitchers Presbury and Holdford, Stoke had held leads 
of 4–0 and 9–7 during the early stages of the game, but when the match was called in the middle 
of the sixth they were trailing 16–13. Bartlett went 4-for-4 with a double in the shortened game.19

Stoke at Aston Villa (14 July)

Stoke would have been welcome visitors to Perry Barr as Aston Villa looked to build on their five-game 
winning streak. William Barr switched Simon and his brother Frank for the game so that the former 
played first base and the latter moved behind the plate. Devey’s opposite number in the pitcher’s box was 
Holdford once again, and the home team amassed 12 runs in the top of the first inning, making it the third 
straight game against Stoke in which they had compiled a double-digit inning. This was a clear signal of an 
imminent rout, and after the completion of nine innings the score had moved along to 39–6.21

Aston Villa’s 39 runs and 44 hits in the game set British pro baseball records that would survive 
through to the end of the season. Contributing to that total of 44 were three six-hit games: William Barr 
went 6-for-9 with a double; Harry Widdowson’s 6-for-8 effort, which included a double and a home-
run, was the season’s only six-hit game by a domestic player besides John Devey’s 6-for-7 performance 
4 days earlier; and Frank Barr had his second straight six-hit game, collecting three singles, a double, 
and two lung-busting triples from eight at-bats to pair with his 6-for-7 game on 12 July. Dawson, 
Simmonds, Devey, and Simon all went 5-for-8, with the last two of these players decorating their figures 
with a home run. In stark contrast, no Stoke player connected for extra bases in the game, and Dunn 
was the only man on the team to have multiple hits.21

A defeat for Derby in Preston on the same day would have cut the team’s lead over Aston Villa in 
the championship to a mere half game. Approximately 300 spectators were on hand to watch Presbury 
and Hogan do battle in the pitcher’s box.22 Preston were still missing both Hendry and Trainer and the 
team was outclassed for the first four innings, with Derby taking a 14–6 lead. But the home side scored 
4 runs to the visitors’ 2 over the next three innings and then piled on 5 runs in the top of the eighth to 
make the scoreline 16–15 to Derby. Frustratingly for the northerners, though, their brave attempt at a 
comeback was once again ultimately fruitless.

While Preston’s rally did not come till the eighth inning, the balance of the game shifted in the fifth 
frame according to the Lancashire Evening Post, in which it was stated that Preston “quite redeemed themselves 
by improved play after the first four innings, and converted what threatened to be an ignominious defeat 
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into a hard-won victory for Derby.”21 The journalist also made a comment on the poor quality of 
the playing surface at Deepdale: “Owing to the unevenness of the ground good fielding was the 
exception.”21 Reidenbach was 5-for-6 in the game (the only time a Derby player managed more 
than four hits in a game during the season), while his manager Bryan and Preston’s fill-in second 
baseman Gillespie both bagged a quartet of base hits.21

Summary and league standings

The league standings after the games on 14 July revealed an emerging gulf between the top two and 
bottom two teams. Aston Villa had closed the gap on league leaders Derby to just one-and-a-half games, 
while they had opened an advantage of five-and-a-half games over Preston, the third-placed team.

Aston Villa’s box scores between 5 and 15 July

The box scores for the games covered in this chapter are presented in this section. See Appendix A for 
box scores of league games not featuring Aston Villa.

LEAGUE STANDINGS AS OF 15 JULY 1890 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Derby ............................................................  13 11 2 .846 – 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  12 9 3 .750 1.5 

Preston  .........................................................  13 4 9 .308 7.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  12 1 11 .083 9.5 
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PLAYED IN DERBY ON 5 JULY 18906 

DERBY AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  6 1 1 10 0 1 W Barr, 3b-p  ..........  5 1 1 4 5 0 

Reidenbach, p  .......  6 1 1 1 4 0 F Barr, 1b  ...............  6 3 3 15 0 0 

Booth, lf  ................  6 1 1 1 0 1 J Devey, p-rf  ...........  6 0 2 3 3 0 

Presbury, 2b  ..........  6 1 1 4 5 0 Simon, c  .................  6 0 3 11 0 0 

Bullas, c  .................  6 0 0 15 1 0 Brown, rf-3b  ...........  5 0 1 1 0 0 

North, cf  ................  5 0 1 1 0 0 Widdowson, lf  ........  5 0 1 2 0 0 

Middleton, rf  .........  5 1 0 1 2 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  5 1 1 0 4 0 

Mellor, ss  ...............  5 0 0 2 2 0 Simmonds, cf  .........  5 0 1 2 0 1 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  5 0 0 1 1 1 Dawson, ss  .............  5 1 1 1 3 0 

   Total  ...................  50 5 5 36 15 3    Total ....................  48 6 14 39 15 1 

Derby ......................................  0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 — 5 

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 — 6 

Two-base hits—Reidenbach, Cowan. Umpire—F Ley. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 7 JULY 18907 

STOKE AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Prior, 3b-c  .............  3 2 1 3 1 1 W Barr, 3b  ..............  6 3 4 1 1 0 

Bartlett, c-p  ...........  4 1 3 1 5 0 F Barr, 1b  ...............  6 1 2 10 0 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  4 2 2 2 1 0 J Devey, p  ..............  4 3 3 2 8 2 

Eccles, ss  ...............  4 2 2 0 0 0 Simon, c  .................  1 4 1 2 0 0 

Holdford, p-3b  ......  2 2 2 1 2 0 Brown, rf  ................  5 4 4 1 0 0 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  4 0 0 0 0 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  2 4 2 1 1 0 

Montford, rf  ...........  2 0 0 1 0 0 Widdowson, lf  ........  5 3 4 0 0 0 

Underwood, 1b  ......  2 0 1 7 0 0 Dawson, ss  .............  5 3 4 1 1 1 

Powner, cf  .............  2 0 0 0 0 1 Simmonds, cf  .........  4 2 3 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  27 9 11 15 9 2    Total ....................  38 27 27 18 11 3 

Stoke  .......................................  4 2 0 0 1 2 — 9        

Aston Villa  ..............................  7 3 14 0 3 0 — 27        

Two-base hits—F Barr 2. Home runs—Simmonds. Sacrifice hits—J Devey, Widdowson, Dawson. 
Stolen bases—Prior 2, Bartlett, Dunn 2, Eccles 2, Holdford, W Barr. First base on balls—Stoke 5, 
Aston Villa 7. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 1, Aston Villa 2. Struck out—Aston Villa 2. 
Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h30. Scorer—A Jones. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 9 JULY 189010 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 1b  .............  4 1 1 14 0 1 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 1 3 10 0 1 

F Barr, p  ................  4 2 2 0 14 0 Reidenbach, p  .......  5 0 1 1 17 0 

J Devey, rf  .............  4 1 1 2 0 0 Presbury, 2b  ...........  5 1 1 1 4 1 

Simon, c  ................  4 0 0 9 1 1 Booth, lf  .................  4 0 0 1 1 0 

Brown, 3b  ..............  4 1 0 0 3 0 Bullas, c  .................  4 0 1 13 0 0 

Cowan, 2b  .............  4 0 1 1 5 1 Middleton, rf  ..........  2 0 1 1 0 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  4 0 0 1 0 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  4 0 0 0 0 1 

Dawson, ss  ............  3 0 1 0 0 0 North, cf  ................  4 0 0 0 0 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  3 1 1 0 0 0 Allsop, 3b  ...............  4 0 1 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  34 6 7 27 23 3    Total ....................  37 2 8 27 22 3 

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 — 6     

Derby ......................................  2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 — 2     

Home runs—F Barr. Sacrifice hits—Simon. Stolen bases—Aston Villa 1, Derby 11. First base on 
balls—Derby 1. First base on hit by pitcher—Derby 1. Struck out—Aston Villa 12, Derby 10. Left on 
bases—Aston Villa 1, Derby 10. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h35. Scorer—W Tilt. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 10 JULY 189014 

STOKE AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Prior, c  ...................  5 1 2 0 2 0 W Barr, ss  ..............  8 5 5 4 3 0 

Bartlett, 1b  .............  5 2 2 12 1 0 F Barr, 1b  ...............  8 3 4 9 0 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  5 1 2 5 0 2 J Devey, p  ..............  7 4 6 1 10 1 

Eccles, ss  ...............  5 1 3 3 1 1 Simon, c  .................  7 4 5 6 0 1 

Holdford, p  ...........  4 0 1 0 7 0 Brown, 3b  ..............  7 3 3 2 2 0 

Underwood, cf  ......  5 1 1 1 0 1 Cowan, 2b  ..............  7 2 3 2 1 2 

Morrell, 3b  .............  4 2 3 3 1 1 Widdowson, lf  ........  7 5 5 3 0 0 

Montford, lf  ...........  5 1 3 0 1 2 Stevenson, rf  ..........  7 3 3 0 0 2 

Powner, rf  ..............  5 1 3 0 0 1 Simmonds, cf  .........  7 4 4 0 0 1 

   Total  ...................  43 10 20 24 13 8    Total ....................  65 33 38 27 16 7 

Stoke  .......................................  3 2 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 — 10     

Aston Villa  ..............................  4 1 2 2 5 4 1 14 X — 33     

Two-base hits—Dunn, F Barr. Stolen bases—Prior 2, Bartlett 3, Dunn, Eccles 2, Morrell, W Barr 5, 
Cowan, Widdowson 2. First base on balls—Aston Villa 1. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 2. 
Struck out—Stoke 5. Left on bases—Stoke 8, Aston Villa 8. Passed balls—Simon. Umpire—W 
Potts. Scorer—A Jones. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 14 JULY 189021 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  9 5 6 3 3 0 Prior, 2b  ................. 4 1 1 5 3 5 

F Barr, c  ................  8 5 6 9 0 2 Dunn, cf  ................. 4 1 2 1 0 0 

J Devey, p  ..............  8 4 5 1 2 0 Eccles, ss  ............... 5 0 1 2 3 0 

Simon, 1b ...............  8 3 5 8 0 2 Bartlett, c  ............... 4 0 1 6 2 1 

Brown, rf  ...............  8 4 2 0 0 0 Holdford, p  ............ 5 0 1 1 1 0 

Cowan, 2b ..............  6 2 4 4 4 2 Underwood, 1b  ...... 4 1 1 9 1 1 

Widdowson, lf  .......  8 5 6 1 0 0 Ainsworth, lf  .......... 3 0 0 1 0 0 

Dawson, ss  ............  8 6 5 1 1 0 Morrell, 3b  ............. 3 2 1 1 0 1 

Simmonds, cf  ........  8 5 5 0 0 1 Powner, rf  .............. 2 1 1 1 0 1 

   Total  ...................  71 39 44 27 10 7    Total  ................... 34 6 9 27 10 9 

Aston Villa  .............................  12 2 5 6 8 1 4 0 1 — 39     

Stoke  .....................................  1 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 — 6     

Two-base hits—W Barr, F Barr, Simon 2, Widdowson, Simmonds 2. Three-base hits—F Barr 2, 
Brown. Home runs—J Devey, Simon, Widdowson. Stolen bases—Aston Villa 13, Stoke 9. First base 
on balls—Aston Villa 2, Stoke 5. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 2. Struck out—Aston Villa 1, 
Stoke 5. Left on bases—Aston Villa 7, Stoke 8. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—2h. Scorer—W Tilt. 
 

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 12 JULY 189019 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  7 4 3 7 6 1 Livesey, 3b  ............. 6 2 2 2 0 1 

F Barr, 1b ...............  7 4 6 15 0 0 Maskrey, c  ............. 5 2 2 5 2 0 

J Devey, p  ..............  7 2 2 0 6 1 Sanders, lf  .............. 5 1 0 0 0 3 

Simon, c  ................  6 1 1 2 3 0 Colford, ss  .............. 5 3 1 1 5 3 

Brown, rf  ...............  7 1 3 0 2 2 Hogan, p ................ 5 1 2 1 5 2 

Cowan, 2b  .............  6 3 2 2 0 4 Dobson, cf  ............. 5 1 1 3 0 3 

Widdowson, lf  .......  6 1 3 0 0 0 Drummond, rf ........ 5 1 1 1 0 1 

Dawson, ss  ............  4 2 2 1 3 1 Stewart, 1b  ............. 4 3 3 11 0 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  4 2 1 0 0 0 Gillespie, 2b  ........... 3 1 2 3 1 2 

   Total  ...................  54 20 23 27 20 9    Total  ................... 43 15 14 27 13 15 

Aston Villa  .............................  6 3 2 3 0 0 1 0 5 — 20     

Preston  ..................................  4 1 4 0 0 0 0 6 0 — 15     

Two-base hits—W Barr, F Barr. Three-base hits—F Barr, Widdowson. Home runs—F Barr, 
Maskrey 2, Colford. Sacrifice hits—Simon 2. Stolen bases—J Devey, Simon, Widdowson, Dawson, 
Livesey 2, Sanders, Colford 2, Drummond 2, Stewart, Gillespie. First base on balls—Aston Villa 1, 
Preston 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Aston Villa 2. Struck out—Aston Villa 2, Preston 1. Left on 
bases—Aston Villa 12, Preston 4. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—2h. Scorer—W Tilt. 
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7 – Aston Villa’s faltering form
(16 to 25 July)

Bolstered by his team’s six-game winning streak, William Barr was in a magnanimous mood as 
he penned a dispatch for the Sporting Life on 15 July. This included the following compliment for 
Maskrey and his players:

The Preston Club has a splendid team of hitters and natural ball players, but Manager 
Leech Maskrey has had to do the work alone, unassisted by any fellow American ball 
players, so a larger amount of credit is due him than to any of the English managers.1

This showed that Barr was not purely thinking about catching Derby in the standings as he was also 
mindful of Preston’s potential, and the next few games would prove this to be with good reason.

There were also kind words for Bryan, who was described by Barr as having “been doing some 
splendid batting for his team.”1 However, a comment on Reidenbach that began graciously tailed off 
into a criticism of the Derby team:

Reidenbach still continues as effective as ever for Derby, but his team has not backed 
him up well and the consequence is he tries to strike every batter out in order to retire 
the side.1

Barr obviously felt comfortable offering criticism of the Derby team now that his men had twice 
defeated them, and he would have desperately wanted Derby’s visit to Perry Barr the following day to 
result in a third straight win for the Birmingham team.

Derby at Aston Villa (16 July)

Reidenbach was an unsurprising selection as pitcher for the visitors, after his arm had been rested 
during the previous 6 days with three off-days and a trio of games at second base. William Barr elected 
to face the hard-throwing left-hander himself and restored Simon’s catching duties to complete the 
battery. Frank Barr returned to first, but the fielding configuration took on a new look with the 
posting of Devey at third to cover the manager’s normal spot. A cagey start to the keenly anticipated 
match-up saw the first three innings pass without any score. It was Derby who split the apparent 
impasse by plating a brace of runs in the bottom of the fourth. The lead was extended to 3–0 with 
another tally in the bottom of the fifth. After a scoreless sixth, Aston Villa spoiled Reidenbach’s shut-
out attempt with a run in the top of the seventh. The following frame again resulted in no score for 
either side, and so Aston Villa came to bat in the top of the ninth needing 2 runs to keep the game 
alive. Barr’s men did just this, and the manager then obtained the next three Derby outs without a 
run being scored to move the game into extra innings. This was the second contest in the league to 
go beyond the nine regulation innings, the first having been the 13-inning victory for Aston Villa 
earlier in the month. On the present occasion only one inning was needed to settle the contest: the 
Perry Barr grandstand watched the home team fail to score in the top of the 10th and Derby plate 
the game-ending run with one out in the bottom half of that inning.2
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Barr struck out 11 batters in the game and conceded only one hit, a home run off the bat of Booth. 
Most of Derby’s offence came from free passes (five walks and a hit by pitch) and errors (one each by the 
Barr brothers, Cowan, and Devey). In contrast, Derby committed a solitary error, contradicting Barr’s 
written observation the day before that Reidenbach’s fielders did not back him up well. However, the 
Villa manager was right in noting that Reidenbach was still fond of the strike-out: the fresh-armed 
southpaw registered 15 of them in the game. And while he gave up five hits – four more than Barr – 
Reidenbach did not issue a single free pass. Simon was the only player to have a multi-hit game: he 
singled and, for the second straight game, hit a homer as well.2

Conditions did not permit a full nine-inning contest at Deepdale on the same day, where only 
40 or 50 spectators were said to have been in attendance.3 A game report in the Lancashire Evening Post 
included the following description of the weather:

After play had been in progress but a short time the drizzle of rain which had prevailed 
from the very commencement of the game settled down for a wet evening, and owing to 
the downfall of rain, as well as to the encroaching blackness, which it induced, the game 
was declared at an end after the visitors’ sixth innings.2

It was a contest that Preston won comfortably, the score being 24–3 at its termination. Brown was the 
winning pitcher, and Holdford the loser. Hogan had made his first start for Preston outside the pitcher’s 
box, playing in right-field instead of the Edinburgh-born George Drummond. Trainer had returned to 
the line-up, replacing Stewart at first base, and belonged to a quartet of Preston players registering four 
hits in the game, the others being the three men at the top of the batting order: Livesey, Maskrey, and 
Colford. Gillespie had been promoted from ninth to fifth in the line-up after his 4-for-5 performance 
in the previous game and rewarded his manager by collecting three more hits. Brown pitched brilliantly 
for the home team, conceding just one hit in the game.2

Aston Villa at Preston (17 July)

For the first time in the month of July, Maskrey was able to put Hendry and Trainer, two of the team’s 
most proficient domestic players, in the same line-up. Hogan pitched and Gillespie was moved to 
right-field, with Brown being dropped to make way for Hendry, who had not played since his father 
died. Aston Villa adopted their usual configuration, with John Devey remaining the only domestic 
player to have been assigned pitching duties by William Barr. A crowd of 500 and “very favourable” 
weather conditions greeted the two teams at Deepdale,3 but approximately 45 minutes into the game 
the sky “became threatening” and the closing stages of the game were played in poor light.4

All of Aston Villa’s losses up to this point in the season had been against Derby, but Preston put 
on 5 runs in the opening inning of this game and the team from Birmingham never came close to 
challenging the lead. Maskrey’s men had built a 14–3 advantage by the middle of the fourth and 
ended up victors by 18 runs to 9. The Villa catcher Simon switched positions with first baseman 
Frank Barr during the game, and Preston swiped 18 bases off the pair, while the visitors managed 
just four steals. The Barr brothers and their countryman Simon were uncharacteristically sloppy 
in defence: they combined for 10 errors from a total of 15 committed by the Villa. The youngster 
Dobson led the home team’s offence with four hits, and Hendry and Trainer chipped in with three 
hits each. Brown’s 3-for-5 performance was the best on the visiting team.4

Aston Villa’s loss gave Derby a chance to further ease the pressure being applied by the 
Birmingham outfit, and aiding them on their trip to Stoke was the absence from the home 
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team’s line-up of Bartlett, the regular catcher. This non-appearance was probably a result of 
his continuing illness, although he had bravely remained in the starting nine up till this point.1 
Presbury gained a comfortable victory over Holdford in a one-sided contest. Derby marched 
to a 9–0 lead after two innings and eased to a 14–2 final score. Booth, Bryan, Bullas, and 
Presbury each stroked three hits from five at-bats, while Stoke’s leading batters were Dunn and 
Underwood, both of whom went 2-for-4.4

Aston Villa at Derby (19 July)

After William Barr and his men ended Derby’s eight-game winning streak with back-to-back 
victories over the league leaders in early July, Ley’s side had started another run of wins. Aston 
Villa visited Derby with the aim of extinguishing this second streak at five wins. “Beautifully 
fine and warm” mid-afternoon conditions and an estimated crowd of 2000 awaited the players’ 
arrival.5 William Barr and John Reidenbach assumed the pitching position for their respective 
teams, and a tight contest unfolded on Ley’s carefully laid field. Barr was in “excellent” form in 
the box,6 and he began the game by retiring the first three Derby batters. The pitcher was eager 
to gain an early advantage and after leading off the bottom of the first by reaching on an error by 
Bryan he quickly stole second. Batting behind him was his brother Frank, who stroked a single, 
but William Barr was tagged out attempting to run home on the hit. The misjudgement proved 
to be a costly one (assuming the inning would have unfolded in a similar way were William Barr 
to have advanced more cautiously), since Frank crossed the plate with Devey at bat for the only 
tally of the frame. Thus, what could have been a lead of 2 runs was instead just a single score, and 
Derby quickly restored parity when Middleton was driven in by Bates in the top of the second. 
Middleton was also involved in the next run to cross the plate, although this time his contribution 
was a mistake that allowed Aston Villa to regain an advantage. In the bottom of the fourth, Simon 
hit a fly ball to right-field, but Middleton was unable to haul in the catch, and the Villa player 
crossed the plate later in the inning to make the score 2–1.5,6

The next three innings were scoreless, but Mellors completed a circuit of the bases in the 
eighth frame to make the scores level once again. It took a “fine” catch in left-field from the 
cricketer Widdowson on a hard hit ball by Middleton to leave Allsop stranded on third in the 
inning and prevent the visitors from falling behind.5 After failing to score off Reidenbach in the 
bottom of the eighth, Aston Villa again allowed a runner – this time Bullas – to get to third, but 
Derby failed once more to bring the go-ahead run home. Thus, the Birmingham side came to the 
plate in the bottom of the ninth requiring 1 run to win the game. With a runner on third base, 
Simon drilled the ball to right-field, but Middleton – atoning for his earlier error – pulled off a 
“magnificent catch” to send the game into a 10th frame.5,6 This was the third time in four games 
that extra innings had been required to separate the two teams, and on this occasion it was Derby 
who came out victorious, taking the game 6–2 after one additional set of at-bats. In the words of 
the Derby Evening Telegraph journalist:

With the scores equal, a further innings became necessary. Mellors succeeded in 
getting home amidst loud cheers, and this appeared to demoralise the Birmingham 
men. The Derby men put more life into their play than they had done previously, 
and in very rapid succession [three more players] succeeded in planting their foot on 
the home plate. Birmingham were consequently set a heavy task, and they altogether 
failed to accomplish it, not a single run resulting from their efforts at the bat.5
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Bryan reflected on Derby’s increased vigour in the 10th inning within a column he wrote for the 
Sporting Life a couple of days later. After noting that whenever his side met Aston Villa there was 
“blood upon the moon,” he described the end of the game as follows:

The game stood 2 to 2 at the close of the ninth inning, and when Derby went to 
the bat it was for gore, and we got it. We got the pitcher and catcher rattled, and 
scored four runs on the erratic, wild throwing of the infield, and then shut them 
out in their half.1

In the column, the Derby player–manager was keen to applaud the Barr brothers, noting 
that Frank was “putting up a fine game at first base and hitting the ball well” and describing 
William’s pitching as being “impossible to hit.”1 However, Bryan was similarly eager to tease 
his Birmingham-based rivals for their habit of “kicking against the umpire.”1 “Kicking”, which 
referred to the challenging of calls rather than a form of physical contact, was something that 
had been outlawed in the league, even from teams’ captains. The fact that William Barr had 
drawn attention to this rule in a previous column,7 yet still regularly fell foul of it, caused Bryan 
some amusement.

I also read Mr. Barr’s letter and quietly smiled at some of his remarks and would like 
to answer some of them if my letter was not already a lengthy one. I will quote one, 
though. Willie says that the rule in regard to kicking against the umpire is enforced 
here in England. Well, Willie should know, as he has been fined several times for his 
jaw to said umpire. […] [L]ess kicking, Willie and Frank, and you will have a larger 
bank account at the end of the season.1

Bryan also observed that some of the native players had picked up the habit from the other side 
of the Atlantic, although they did not tend to be as vociferous in delivery: “The English players 
are learning to be pretty good kickers, some of them. But they are fearfully afraid of being fined 
five or ten shillings and keep very quiet, and only kick in an undertone.”1

The fifth victory over the Villa for Bryan’s men had come on a fine day in Derby, and 
conditions were similarly favourable up in Preston, the weather being described as “all that could 
be desired.”8 A crowd of 800 witnessed Preston’s hurler Brown spar with John Eccles.9 The Stoke 
City defender had been moved to the pitcher’s box from his usual position of shortstop, and 
Bartlett was back in the line-up as catcher. Hendry’s protracted absence from the Preston squad 
had not hurt his ability to hit a baseball: his second straight three-hit game since his return, this 
time comprising two doubles and a home run, powered Preston to another victory. Stoke ensured 
a tense finish with a trio of runs in the bottom of the eighth that reduced Preston’s advantage to 
8–6, but the home team delighted the local fans by crossing the plate twice in the ninth and then 
holding the visitors scoreless to close out the game.

Preston at Aston Villa (21 July)

Monday 21 July marked the first day of the National Base Ball League of Great Britain’s second 
month. At Perry Barr, Aston Villa and Preston rattled through nine innings, completing their 
contest in a mere 80 minutes. Stewart had replaced Trainer at first base for Preston, while Hogan 
had been brought in for Brown to face John Devey in the pitcher’s box.10
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Devey gave himself an early lead by clubbing a 2-run homer in the top of the first. Simon 
attempted to leg out an inside-the-park home run in the at-bat immediately following Devey’s 
but was thrown out at home, and the Birmingham side’s first effort ended without a further 
score.11 Maskrey’s men responded with 3 runs in their opening turn, edging them into the lead. 
No runs were plated in the next three innings, as fielding came to the fore. Frank Barr, who 
finished with 15 put-outs in the game, contributed “splendid first-base play” while Dobson of 
the Preston team excelled to a similar degree in centre-field: in the fourth inning, for instance, he 
took all three put-outs.12 In the fifth frame, the Perry Barr grandstand watched their team cross 
the plate three times to take a 2-run lead, although the advantage was halved in the bottom of the 
inning. Two more scoreless innings were followed by a 2-run eighth for the visitors to vault them 
back into a 1-run lead. Hogan signed off a solid pitching display by shutting Aston Villa down in 
the top of the ninth to secure the win. Devey may have felt slightly aggrieved to have lost, for he 
had struck out a quintet of batters and conceded just three singles, a double, and a triple, while 
Hogan had registered four fewer strike-outs and given up two more hits. The most important 
statistic, however, was another tally being added to the losses column for Aston Villa.10

Meanwhile, Derby continued to enjoy success despite being restricted to their English hurler 
Presbury when not playing the team from Birmingham. This time the visitors to Ley’s baseball 
ground were Stoke, and Ellis was kept in the pitcher’s box after his steady performance against 
Preston 2 days earlier. The weather was “very pleasant” and the attendance “very fair,” and the early 
exchanges gave Stoke hope of an unlikely victory as they amassed a 4–1 lead after two frames.13 
Derby, soon asserted their authority on the contest, however, with a sequence of 13 unanswered 
runs that included eight in the top of the sixth. The final score was 17–5 and four hits from five 
at-bats for Sim Bullas was the highlight of Derby’s dominant offensive performance.

In reflecting on the opening month of the season, Will Bryan likened Derby to a “crazy base 
ball town in America,” commenting that he had never seen “more enthusiasm anywhere than there 
is here” for the game. Observing that over 14,000 fans had attended the club’s first seven home 
games, Bryan remarked “How is that for a new game in a prejudiced country?”1

Individual averages after the first month

The completion of the first month’s play also led to consideration of individual performances in 
the dispatches being sent to the Sporting Life. A list of batting averages for games up to 21 July 
– excluding Derby players (for reasons made clear in the next chapter) – was published in the 
newspaper in late August (the list is provided in full in Appendix C).14 At the top of the list, with 
a batting average of .479, was Charles Bartlett of Stoke. Jimmy Trainer, Preston’s first baseman, 
was the highest-placed domestic player, sitting second with a figure of .400 (he is depicted in 
Figure 7.1). Three more players from the United States completed the top five: James Prior (.396; 
fourth), Stoke’s other imported player, was sandwiched by the Aston Villa duo of HE Simon 
(.397; third) and Frank Barr (.391; fifth). The next domestic player in the rankings was John 
Devey (.386; sixth), and he was followed by William Barr (.377; seventh), Alfred Underwood 
(.375; eighth), and James Cowan (.371; ninth). The other Villans with enough at-bats to qualify 
for the rankings were Fred Dawson (.347; 12th), Arthur Brown (.321; 17th), Harry Widdowson 
(.313; 19th), and Joey Simmonds (.271; 22nd). Leech Maskrey, Preston’s ex-major leaguer, was 
tied 15th with an average of .325. The leader in base hits was Frank Barr, who had 36 to his 
name, while the player with the most runs scored was his older brother William, who had planted 
his foot on the plate 37 times.
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Aston Villa at Stoke (23 July)

After four straight losses, two of them by a single 
run, Aston Villa’s trip to Stoke on 23 July provided 
the players with an opportunity to restore some 
confidence before their match-up with Derby 
the following day, even though they were missing 
William Barr. The captain’s customary spot of 
third base was covered by Arthur Brown, and the 
resulting gap in right-field was filled by a player 
named Trevett, who made his only appearance 
for Aston Villa in the game. Another change to 
the visitors’ formation was a switch of Cowan 
and Widdowson so that the former played left-
field and the latter second base. Devey pitched 
for Aston Villa and Eccles for Stoke.

Both sides plated a couple of runs in the first 
inning, but Stoke moved the score to 6–2 with 
4 runs in the top of the third. The visitors halved 
the advantage in the bottom of that inning and 
then scored three times in the fifth to seize the 
lead. Stoke edged back ahead with a 2-run sixth 
and then made a decisive move by rallying for 
5 runs in the top of seventh. The final score was 
17–11 to the team from the Potteries, representing 
their first victory over either of the league’s top 
two sides. While they had been outhit 17 to 16 
by the visitors, Stoke had drawn 11 walks, stolen 
13 bases, and committed five fewer errors. The 
win had thus been a convincing one; moreover, 
as was noted in the Lancashire Evening Post, “good 
coach and player though [Barr] is,” his absence 
could not “account for the six runs his side were 
behind.”15 Eccles was 4-for-5 on the day, and 
Bartlett had also shone once more with the bat, 
picking up a two-bagger and a brace of singles 
from his six at-bats to boost his league-leading 

batting average. For the Villa, Cowan and Devey also improved their averages by going 3-for-5 and 
3-for-6, respectively. Dawson, who had been placed third in the Villa order despite not having batted 
higher than eighth since June, was another player to collect three hits in the game.15

In Derby, Bryan gave a first pitching start to Mellors, whose regular position of shortstop was 
covered by Reidenbach, with Presbury returning to second base. Mellors’ opposite number was Hogan 
in a Preston line-up that featured Trainer at first base once more. The large Derby crowd witnessed an 
evenly matched battle in which Derby cancelled out an early 4-run Preston advantage before having a 
lead of their own annulled three times by the visitors. The last of these occasions was in the bottom of 
the ninth, where a pair of runs for the Lancashire outfit tied the game at 10–10. In the first extra inning, 

Figure 7.1: A sketch of Jimmy Trainer, Preston’s first 
baseman, reproduced (courtesy of the British Library) from: 
The Umpire, 6 July 1890. © British Library Board, M75712.
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Ley’s side were unable to take the lead for a fourth time, and Preston secured the run they needed for 
victory in the bottom of the frame with no outs. An examination of the box score from the game reveals 
a horrible day for Presbury: he committed eight errors at second base.15

The respective victories for Preston and Stoke on 23 July meant that the only unbeaten 
record remaining in the league was that of Derby over the men from the Potteries. The results 
also drew Preston to within half a game of Aston Villa in the standings. The latter would thus 
need to beat Derby the next day and end their five-game skid in order to protect their position 
in the top half of the table.

Aston Villa at Derby (24 July)

Breaking the pattern of games being officiated over by a single arbiter, a double-umpire system was 
employed for Aston Villa’s visit to Derby. This decision was attributed by William Barr to the closely 
fought nature of several recent contests between the teams.16

The latest instalment in the flourishing rivalry was another occasion with “blood upon the 
moon,” to borrow Bryan’s expression. Barr decided to take another crack at Reidenbach, despite 
having been unsuccessful in his previous two attempts. Devey played third, Brown was restored in 
right-field, and Cowan and Widdowson were flipped back after having switched fielding spots in 
the previous game. In addition, the batting line-up was given a more familiar configuration with 
Dawson moved back down to the eighth spot.17 Bullas continued to receive Reidenbach’s heat, in 
spite of his injured hand; “he must have suffered agonies with the pain at times,” Barr reflected in 
the Sporting Life.16

In a game said to have been “watched with intense interest,”18 only one runner made it to 
home in the opening three innings – a Derby man in the top of the first. William Barr’s tight 
pitching was rewarded when his brother and Devey both scored in the bottom of the fourth to 
hand the Villa a 2–1 lead. The home team fought back to level the game in the sixth frame and 2–2 
is how it remained going into the bottom of the ninth. Extra innings loomed, but Simon succeeded 
in finding a route round the bases to end the game in the visitors’ favour. Aston Villa had turned 
in a display that validated their professional status: Derby’s proficient offence had been stifled by 
Barr’s “excellent” two-hit pitching and his team’s “splendid” fielding, which was blemished only 
by a Widdowson error in the outfield.18 Simon, the amateur ballplayer from Chicago, was the only 
individual on either team with more than one hit in the game; his line read 2-for-4 with a sacrifice 
hit and that game-winning run.17

Aston Villa’s triumph over Derby proved to be necessary in preserving their second-placed 
standing in the league, for Preston recorded their sixth straight win on their trip to Stoke. Brown 
gained the victory over Eccles as the visitors amassed 16 runs to the home team’s 8. Hendry was 
rampant for Preston, hitting two doubles and a triple, while Sanders justified his selection as the 
fourth hitter in the line-up with a season’s best 4-for-5 showing.16

The recent results had injected interest into the pro league, as was observed in a weekly 
baseball round-up appearing in the 26 July issue of the Lancashire Evening Post:

Each day seems to be bringing the baseball championship contest into a more open state, 
and if Preston North End and Stoke can only maintain the improvement they have of 
late manifested, neither Derby nor Aston Villa will have the easy chance of getting the 
honours they had at the outset of the struggle. […] The scores made during the week 
have been on the small side, a sure indication that the play is becoming better all round.19
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As the competition became more absorbing, there was, in parallel, an apparent increase in the 
urgency to cover baseball in the press. The following account, penned – with tongue almost 
certainly in cheek – by a journalist writing under the alias of “Ajax”, describes an experience on 22 
July in the office of Sport and Play, which was a sporting publication serving the Birmingham area:

Last Tuesday morning there was a disturbance at our office. The man who is supposed 
to rule the roost went round wagging the paper in his hand, stamping angrily, and 
using language the reverse of polite. “Not a line of baseball in the paper,” says he; 
and after going and rousing up everybody with a long pole, so to speak, finished by 
dropping heavily on yours truly, and giving me smartly to understand that for the 
future “the American game,” as he called it, was to be carefully looked after, which is 
extra labour, as I am supposed to know all about every kind of sporting stuff from a 
cricket ball to a Quadrant machine.20

The editor’s instruction was clearly carried out, for baseball appeared four times within the pages 
of the 29 July issue. The material included a perspective from Ajax on the sport’s growth:20

There is no doubt that the game is fast gaining a popularity that few folks in the 
sporting world dreamt of, and as the public get educated into its art and mysteries, the 
more they seem to like it. I have interviewed several of its most prominent players and 
officials, besides a few critics who are in the habit of expressing their opinion pretty 
decidedly on matters of this kind; and they all agree that the pastime is an excellent one 
for spectators, and is sure to become extremely popular before very long.20

On the same day that the Sport and Play chief demanded greater coverage of baseball, the 
game received rare prominence in the London press. The 22 July edition of The Sportsman carried 
a feature on the pro league, complete with a league table. The story, which was approximately 400 
words in length, carried the news that the league’s governing body had granted teams permission 
to reduce admission fees from 6 pence to 3 pence.21 Major Sudell, Preston’s representative on the 
body, had already expressed his views in the press on why 6 pence was too high:

A sixpenny gate is too much for a new game. People don’t care to pay so much as 
sixpence night after night to see a game which they are only learning. We have had 
good gates; there is nothing to complain of except the price is too high.22

Summary and league standings

After the Villa’s run of six straight wins was terminated by Derby’s extra-innings victory over the 
Birmingham team on 16 July, they had gone from challenging Ley’s side for top spot to staving off 
Preston’s assault on second place. However, there were signs that the new ruling on pitchers was 
beginning to put pressure on Derby: forced to turn to Mellors, Bryan’s men had suffered their first loss 
to a team in the bottom half of the table.
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Aston Villa’s box scores between 16 and 25 July

The box scores for the games covered in this chapter are presented in this section. See Appendix A for 
box scores of league games not featuring Aston Villa.

LEAGUE STANDINGS AS OF 25 JULY 1890 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Derby ............................................................  19 15 4 .789 – 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  18 10 8 .555 4.5 

Preston  .........................................................  19 10 9 .526 5.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  18 2 16 .111 12.5 

 

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 16 JULY 18902 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, p  ...............  4 1 1 1 2 1 Bryan, 1b  ................  4 1 0 14 0 1 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  4 0 0 11 1 1 Reidenbach, p  .......  3 0 0 0 4 0 

J Devey, 3b  ............  4 1 1 0 1 1 Presbury, 2b  ...........  4 0 0 2 5 0 

Simon, c  ................  4 1 2 12 0 0 Booth, lf  .................  3 1 1 0 0 0 

Brown, rf  ...............  4 0 1 1 0 0 Bullas, c  .................  4 0 0 12 2 0 

Cowan, 2b  .............  4 0 0 0 1 1 Middleton, rf  ..........  3 1 0 2 0 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  4 0 0 1 1 0 Bates, cf  .................  3 0 0 0 0 0 

Dawson, ss  ............  4 0 0 2 5 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  3 0 0 0 1 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  3 0 0 0 0 0 Allsop, 3b  ...............  3 1 0 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  35 3 5 28 11 4    Total ....................  30 4 1 30 12 1 

Aston Villa  ..............................  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 — 3    

Derby ......................................  0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 — 4    

Home runs—Simon, Booth. Stolen bases—W Barr 2, Simon, Brown, Bryan, Reidenbach, Booth, 
Middleton, Mellors. First base on balls—Bryan, Reidenbach, Booth, Middleton, Mellors. First base 
on hit by pitcher—Allsop. Struck out—Aston Villa 15, Derby 11. Left on bases—Aston Villa 2, 
Derby 5. Double plays—Widdowson and W Barr; W Barr, F Barr, and Simon. Wild pitches—W 
Barr. Passed balls—Simon 2. Umpire—W Potts. Time—2h10. Scorer—W Tilt. 
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 17 JULY 18904 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  7 2 3 4 3 1 W Barr, 3b  ..............  5 3 2 0 4 4 

Livesey, 3b  ............  7 5 2 2 2 1 F Barr, 1b-c  ............  5 3 1 12 1 3 

Maskrey, c  .............  6 1 1 2 1 0 J Devey, p  ..............  6 0 1 0 6 1 

Colford, ss  .............  5 3 2 0 1 1 Simon, c-1b  ............  5 0 0 2 1 3 

Sanders, lf  ..............  5 0 1 3 0 1 Brown, rf  ................  5 2 3 3 1 0 

Gillespie, rf  ............  6 1 1 3 3 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  5 0 0 4 3 1 

Trainer, 1b  .............  5 3 3 10 1 2 Widdowson, lf  ........  4 1 1 2 1 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  5 1 1 1 5 0 Dawson, ss  .............  4 0 2 2 2 2 

Dobson, cf  .............  6 2 4 2 0 0 Simmonds, cf  .........  4 0 2 2 0 1 

   Total  ...................  52 18 18 27 16 6    Total ....................  43 9 12 27 19 15 

Preston  ...................................  5 3 3 3 0 1 0 2 1 — 18     

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 1 1 0 1 1 3 0 1 — 9     

Two-base hits—Trainer, W Barr. Home runs—Maskrey. Stolen bases—Preston 18, Aston Villa 4. 
First base on balls—Preston 3. First base on hit by pitcher—Preston 1. Left on bases—Preston 8, 
Aston Villa 5. Double plays—Brown and Cowan. Wild pitches—J Devey. Passed balls—Simon and 
F Barr 7. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h55. 
 

PLAYED IN DERBY ON 19 JULY 18905,6 

DERBY AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Bryan  .....................  – 0 – – – – W Barr, p  ...............  – 0 – – – – 

Reidenbach, p  .......  – 1 – – – – F Barr  .....................  – 1 – – – – 

Presbury  ................  – 1 – – – – J Devey  ..................  – 0 – – – – 

Booth  .....................  – 0 – – – – Simon  .....................  – 1 – – – – 

Bullas  ....................  – 0 – – – – Brown  ....................  – 0 – – – – 

Middleton ..............  – 1 – – – – Cowan  ....................  – 0 – – – – 

Bates ......................  – 0 – – – – Widdowson  ............  – 0 – – – – 

Mellors  ..................  – 2 – – – – Dawson  ..................  – 0 – – – – 

Allsop  ....................  – 1 – – – – Simmonds  ..............  – 0 – – – – 

Derby ......................................  0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 — 6    

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 — 2    
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 21 JULY 189010 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  5 2 2 1 2 2 Hendry, 2b  .............  3 2 0 2 4 1 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  4 1 1 15 0 0 Livesey, 3b  .............  4 1 0 4 3 1 

J Devey, p  ..............  4 1 2 0 4 0 Maskrey, c  .............  3 1 0 3 1 0 

Simon, c  ................  4 1 1 5 0 0 Sanders, lf  ..............  3 1 1 1 1 0 

Brown, rf  ...............  4 0 0 1 0 0 Colford, ss  ..............  4 1 1 0 2 2 

Cowan, 2b  .............  4 0 0 0 6 0 Gillespie, rf  ............  4 0 1 1 0 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  4 0 0 1 0 0 Stewart, 1b  .............  4 0 1 10 0 2 

Dawson, ss  ............  4 0 1 0 3 0 Dobson, cf  .............  4 0 1 5 0 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  3 0 0 1 0 1 Hogan, p  ................  3 0 0 1 4 0 

   Total  ...................  36 5 7 24 15 3    Total ....................  32 6 5 27 15 6 

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 — 5     

Preston  ...................................  3 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 X — 6     

Two-base hits—F Barr, Sanders. Three-base hits—Simon, Colford. Home runs—J Devey. Stolen 
bases—W Barr 2, Simon, Cowan, Dawson, Hendry, Gillespie. First base on balls—F Barr, 
Simmonds, Hendry, Maskrey, Sanders. Struck out—Aston Villa 1, Preston 5. Left on bases—Aston 
Villa 6, Preston 5. Passed balls—Simon 2, Maskrey. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h20. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 23 JULY 189015 

STOKE AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Prior, ss  .................  5 2 1 1 3 1 F Barr, 1b ................  6 2 2 12 1 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  5 1 1 5 1 0 J Devey, p  ..............  6 4 3 0 9 2 

Eccles, p  ................  5 2 4 1 9 0 Dawson, ss  .............  5 2 3 2 3 0 

Bartlett, c  ...............  6 2 3 6 3 0 Simon, c  .................  5 1 2 10 0 3 

Underwood, 1b  ......  5 1 0 8 0 1 Brown, 3b  ..............  6 0 2 0 2 0 

Holdford, 3b ..........  3 4 2 4 0 0 Cowan, lf  ................  5 1 3 1 1 0 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  5 1 2 1 0 0 Widdowson, 2b  ......  5 0 2 2 1 2 

Powner, rf  ..............  2 3 0 0 0 1 Simmonds, cf  .........  2 0 0 0 0 1 

Booth, cf  ................  5 1 3 1 0 0 Trevett, rf  ...............  3 1 0 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  41 17 16 27 16 3    Total ....................  43 11 17 27 17 8 

Stoke  .......................................  2 0 4 0 0 2 5 2 2 — 17     

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 0 2 0 3 0 1 2 1 — 11     

Two-base hits—Bartlett, F Barr, Dawson, Widdowson 2. Three-base hits—F Barr. Stolen bases—
Stoke 13, Aston Villa 2. First base on balls—Stoke 11, Aston Villa 5. First base on hit by pitcher—
Stoke 1. Struck out—Stoke 8, Aston Villa 5. Left on bases—Stoke 10, Aston Villa 12. Double plays—
F Barr and Widdowson. Passed balls—Simon. Umpire—W Potts. Time—2h17. 
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PLAYED IN DERBY ON 24 JULY 189016 

DERBY AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  3 1 0 12 0 0 W Barr, p  ...............  4 0 1 0 12 0 

Reidenbach, p  .......  3 1 0 2 13 1 F Barr, 1b  ...............  4 1 0 12 0 0 

Presbury, 2b  ..........  4 0 1 2 4 3 J Devey, 3b  .............  4 1 1 0 1 0 

Booth, lf  ................  4 0 0 2 0 0 Simon, c  .................  4 1 2 8 1 0 

Bullas, c  .................  3 0 0 6 5 1 Brown, rf  ................  3 0 0 0 0 0 

Middleton, rf  .........  3 0 0 1 1 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  4 0 0 3 7 0 

Bates, cf  .................  2 0 1 2 0 0 Widdowson, lf  ........  3 0 0 0 0 1 

Mellors, ss  .............  2 0 0 0 2 0 Dawson, ss  .............  3 0 0 3 0 0 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  3 0 0 0 1 1 Simmonds, cf  .........  1 0 0 1 0 0 

   Total  ...................  27 2 2 28 26 6    Total ....................  30 3 4 27 21 1 

Derby ......................................  1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 — 2     

Aston Villa  ..............................  0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 — 3     

Sacrifice hits—Simon. Stolen bases—Derby 2, Aston Villa 3. First base on balls—Derby 4, Aston 
Villa 3. Struck out—Derby 8, Aston Villa 6. Left on bases—Derby 3, Aston Villa 2. Double plays—
Cowan. Wild pitches—W Barr. Passed balls—Bullas, Simon 2. Umpires—F Brown and W Potts. 
Time—1h25. 
 



8 – Derby’s dying days and pressure
from Preston (26 July to 5 August)

The Birmingham team’s win over Derby on 24 July had been a bold response to the defeat inflicted 
by Stoke the previous day. The next game in the schedule offered a chance for Aston Villa to show that 
their loss to the men from the Potteries was merely an aberration in a run of otherwise unchecked 
superiority in that particular battle.

Aston Villa at Stoke (26 July)

In the game at Stoke, Joey Simmonds was absent from the line-up for the first time since opening 
day.1 Filling in at centre-field was John Devey’s brother Will.2 The debutant was a local association 
football player of some renown; his recent accomplishments included hammering in a double hat-
trick for Small Heath against Nottingham Forest several months earlier.3 The six-goal performance 
still stands 120 years later as a competitive record for the football club, which since 1905 has borne 
Birmingham in its title (Birmingham City, as the team is now known, has become Aston Villa’s 
fiercest rival in the modern game).4 John Devey and William Barr swapped positions from the 
game against Derby so that the former pitched and the latter played third, complying with the 
league’s ruling on the use of imported players. Devey’s opponent in the box was Eccles, who was 
making his fifth pitching start in 8 days.

A 7-run blitz from Aston Villa in the bottom of the second – at a point when Stoke were 
still to plate their first run – removed any doubt as to which team was superior. Stoke’s third 
baseman, Holdford, was brought in to pitch part-way through the contest, but this had little effect: 
the visitors progressed steadily to record a 16–6 win. Devey struck out just one Stoke batter in 
the game, but he made excellent use of his infield. Frank Barr received 16 put-outs at first base. 
Although he starred in the box, the Birmingham-born pitcher was overshadowed by his brother at 
the plate; Will went 3-for-5 with a double, while John managed only a solitary hit. Frank Barr, Fred 
Dawson, and Arthur Brown all matched the newcomer’s three-hit performance. A pair of two-
baggers for Underwood was the highlight of Stoke’s offence.1 For Aston Villa, 26 July went down 
as simply another tally in the wins column, but for their Midlands rival Derby, the date marked the 
beginning of a far more significant development.

At Ley’s recreation ground, Hogan was handed the opportunity to attempt a second straight 
win over Derby. This time, instead of Mellors, he faced Presbury, who was given his first start 
since 21 July. As in the previous contest between the teams, neither side was able to build a 
commanding advantage. An 8–7 lead for Derby after four innings became a 10–8 scoreline in 
Preston’s favour through six. Derby trimmed a run off the difference in the top of the seventh. 
Then, in a blatant contravention of the league’s agreement on the use of imported pitchers, 
Bryan ordered Reidenbach into the pitcher’s box.5 The move led to a protest from Preston,6 
but the southpaw remained in position and kept the home team from adding to their score 
during the remainder of the contest. Hogan, though, also prevented any further scoring, and 
this secured a second 1-run victory for Preston over Derby in the space of 4 days, by 10 runs 
to 9.5 No immediate action was taken against Will Bryan’s outfit for the infringement of the 
pitching agreement.
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Aston Villa at Preston (28 July)

Preston’s win over Derby 2 days earlier had kept the Lancashire team within half a game of Aston 
Villa, which meant that defeat for the Birmingham nine at Deepdale would see the home team 
vault into the top half of the table for the first time. Simmonds – the sole surviving Villan from the 
1889 baseball team – returned to the line-up, but Will Devey retained a spot in the side as Dawson 
was absent this time. With John Devey pitching and William Barr covering Dawson’s position of 
shortstop, Arthur Brown was brought back into the infield to play third base. An estimated crowd 
of between 600 and 900 assembled at the ground;6,7 this represented a swelling of numbers at 
Deepdale, which was presumably helped by both the reduced admission fee and the local team’s 
seven-game winning streak.

Hendry provided an early signal of Preston’s offensive intent by smashing the baseball over 
right-field and out of the ground in the game’s opening at-bat. By the end of the second inning, 
Maskrey’s apprentices had built a 9–2 lead and this became 14-3 after five frames, aided by another 
home run, this time for Colford. In the top of the sixth, Preston brought all nine men to the plate 
and cashed in their three outs for 5 runs, which put an end to Devey’s pitching for the day. With 
William Barr unable to use himself or his brother Frank in the box under the league’s agreement 
on the use of imported pitchers, the manager was forced to hand the ball to a new face. Arthur 
Brown was the chosen man, and his inexperienced but fresh arm “effectually scotched Preston’s 
run-getting,” in the parlance of the Lancashire Evening Post scribe.7 While the home team were shut 
down over the final third of the game, Aston Villa scored 6 runs to make the final score 19–9, which 
was a lot more respectable than it could have been without the flip in momentum. Nevertheless, 
Preston had obtained the victory they needed to replace Aston Villa as the league’s second-placed 
team. John Devey, who went 3-for-5, was the only Villan to record a multi-hit game. Hendry 
added two singles to his lead-off home run to finish 3-for-6, which was a performance matched by 
Gillespie. Tellingly, Preston amassed a dozen steals, including three by the speedster Colford, while 
the visitors, in contrast, swiped just one base.7

In Derby that evening, Bryan made it clear that Reidenbach’s appearance in the pitcher’s box 
against Preston 2 days earlier was not a temporary aberration: in this game, the tricky left-hander 
was given the start. The decision for Reidenbach to pitch was attributed somewhat cryptically in the 
Derby Express to “Presbury’s inability to do so,”8 and even though Mellors, the other domestic pitcher 
they had used, was absent from proceedings, the circumstances do not equate to a full explanation of 
why Bryan did not hand the ball to another player from his crop of native talent. Stoke responded 
pragmatically to Bryan’s violation by also breaching the agreement; they threw Prior, their own 
imported pitcher, and in doing so offered much-needed rest to their limited selection of domestic 
arms (although Eccles did relieve Prior later in the game). “In beautiful weather and before an 
excellent attendance of spectators,”9 the pitchers served up a tight game in which only once did a 
team manage to score more than a solitary run. That occasion was a 4-run rally for Derby in the top 
of the third, and it proved to be the difference in a game that finished 6–3.

Stoke at Aston Villa (30 July)

On 30 July, Perry Barr hosted its first match in 9 days. For Birmingham’s baseball enthusiasts, the 
local team’s line-up had an unfamiliar look, but it was not down to the period of absence. The 
lead-off role had been assigned to Dawson by Barr, who himself was batting in the shortstop’s 
customary spot of eighth. And not only was Barr batting way down the order; he had also moved 
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himself to the outfield for the first time in the 
season, favouring John Devey at third base. 
Arthur Brown’s strong showing in the pitcher’s 
box against Preston had earned him a first 
start as hurler for the Villa, and it came on the 
ground where he had dazzled home spectators 
in the 1880s with his footballing talent. His 
opponent was Eccles.10

Aston Villa outscored Stoke 5 runs to 0 in 
the first, 2 to 1 in the second, and – killing any 
thoughts of a possible comeback – 11 to 0 in 
the third. The visitors were spared humiliation 
when rain brought the game to an early finish. 
The final score was 29–3, with a third of 
the innings left unplayed. Simmonds, Aston 
Villa’s ninth-placed hitter, was the offensive 
stand-out with a single, a two-bagger, and a 
round-tripper from his five at-bats. Brown 
also homered, while a haul of three hits from 
the lead-off spot by Fred Dawson (pictured in 
Figure 8.1) included a triple. Most impressively, 
Aston Villa made no errors in the game, which 
was the only time this feat was achieved by 
any team all season (in contrast, the visitors 
committed 15 of them).10

At Deepdale, nearly “a thousand 
spectators had assembled to witness” Derby’s 
latest visit.11 The Lancashire Evening Post 
attributed the growing attendance to “the 
recent splendid play on the part of the North Enders,” which had “roused great interest in their 
doings.”11 Additionally, there would have been some curiosity with regard to the identity of the 
visitors’ chosen pitcher. Seeing Reidenbach position himself 50 feet from the plate in the top of 
the first caused Preston to lodge an immediate verbal complaint, but Bryan refused to remove his 
countryman from the box. Playing under protest, Hendry led off the game with a battling plate 
appearance in which he fouled off a series of pitches, but eventually struck out. This was a fate 
also experienced by Livesey and Maskrey, the second- and third-placed hitters.

After 2 runs for Derby in the bottom of the first, Major Sudell, Preston’s president, escalated 
the complaint against the visitors to a written protest and then gave an order to his team that led to 
what must be one of the strangest professional baseball contests in the history of the game. In contrast 
to Stoke’s pragmatic response of putting an imported pitcher of their own in the box, the Preston 
players were instructed to not swing their bats. Of course, the Lancashire side did not have the option 
that the team from the Potteries had, but it was nevertheless a brash move that instantly turned the 
match into a farce. In addition, it effectively signalled an end to Preston’s eight-game winning streak, 
which was the equal longest by any team that season, tying with Derby’s run of wins to start the pro 
league. The Lancashire Evening Post reported that Sudell’s ambition was to “mark their sense of want 
of fairness, and to have the matter definitively settled by the League Executive.”11

Figure 8.1: A photograph of Fred Dawson from 1887 
(from an unattributed reproduction in the author’s 
collection).
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Bryan later claimed in the Sporting Life that Sudell was inebriated when he gave the order to 
his players:

[W]hen we were playing the second inning, he was so drunk he could hardly stand. 
Staggering about, and in a thick, loud maudlin voice, [he] called out that he “protested 
the game; it was no game,” and went on at a fearful rate, and he stood up near the home 
plate and ordered the Preston Club players to refuse to strike at the ball, to let them go, etc., 
which they obeyed. He was on the field most of the time during the game, and was a 
disgusting sight to sober, sensible people.12

Another correspondent for the Sporting Life on Britain’s pro league noted that “the papers expressed 
the indignation of the spectators who were deprived of the game they had expected to witness, and 
criticized very severely Mr. Ley’s course.”13 In the Lancashire Evening Post, the following observation 
was made.

Why Reidenbach pitched last night is not known, but one of the Derby players explained 
specially to Mr. Sudell that they were not to blame, as they were simply carrying out 
orders. This was, of course, understood by the North End and the spectators, and no 
blame was attached to them personally.11

Although the game was played in farcical circumstances, the facts still merit discussion. The Preston 
pitching combination of Hogan and then Gillespie – the latter being given his first taste of the position 
– limited the fully operational Derby offence to three scoring innings for a total of 9 runs. While no 
Preston player swung his bat after the first inning, the team managed to engineer a run to break up the 
shut-out in the top of the ninth:

Dobson was given his base on balls He quickly stole second and third, and while Livesey 
was striking out Bullas dropped the ball. Dobson started for home, and, with the idea of 
fastening him, the Derby catcher threw to third base. Allsop dropped the ball and Dobson 
got home, scoring a run without his team having ever hit a fair ball. The crowd cheered 
the feat heartily; indeed, from the moment the North End ceased to strike each one was 
cheered as he left the home plate.11

The box score suggests that Dobson tried this trick earlier in the game as well, but after drawing a 
walk was gunned down by Bullas while attempting to swipe second. This was the only put-out not 
to come from three strikes, and thus Reidenbach accumulated 26 strike-outs in the game. He also 
technically gained a no-hitter. If there is truth within the speculation in Chapter 4 that the teams in the 
British league of 1890 might have been the first professional outfits beyond today’s boundary for North 
America, then this would give Reidenbach the first professional no-hitter outside of that geographical 
area, although it is one requiring an emboldened asterisk.

Aston Villa at Derby (31 July)

With no immediate ruling being made to discount Derby’s win the previous day from the standings, 
the result had pushed Aston Villa back ahead of Preston in the league. But the Birmingham team’s 
position in the top half of the table immediately came under pressure again, as their next game was a 
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trip to Derby. Ley, who had earlier in the season entertained the Australian cricket team at his recreation 
ground, this time had figures from the world of boxing as guests of honour.13 The pugilists were Nunc 
Wallace and George Dixon, who had – as champions of England and America, respectively – contested 
the world bantamweight title a month before at London’s Pelican Club. Dixon claimed the crown by 
knocking out the English champion in the 18th round.14

In a duel of a very different nature, William Barr, who had pitched so effectively against Derby 
in recent games, took on Reidenbach, the man at the centre of the intensifying controversy. His use 
as a pitcher was supposed to have been limited solely to this match-up, of course. The Villa line-up 
had a more familiar appearance than in the game against Stoke the previous day. The captain led 
off once more, and Dawson was restored in eighth; unconventionally, however, they went to bat 
first in the game despite being the visitors. For a reason lost now to time, Bryan had decided that 
the benefits to be gained from batting second outweighed the negative of handing Aston Villa the 
only guaranteed look at a clean ball. On only one other occasion did the home team opt to bat 
second in the 1890 league.13

Aston Villa made good use of their look at the pristine orb, registering two valuable tallies in 
the top of the opening inning. There was no further scoring until the fourth frame, in which the 
adversaries traded a run each, and by the middle of the seventh the visitors had edged out to a 6–1 
lead. In the bottom of the seventh, Barr conceded 4 runs, but he dug deep in the final two innings 
to close out a 6–5 victory for the Birmingham nine. This was adjudged to have been the right result 
by a Birmingham Daily Post scribe, according to whom Aston Villa had “distinctly show[n] the best 
form throughout.”15 William Barr’s single, double, and triple from five at-bats gave him more extra-
base hits than he yielded to Derby’s combined offence; Booth was the only notable performer for 
the home team, gaining a single and a two-bagger from his five trips to the plate. The Villa captain 
notched up more strike-outs than Reidenbach, as he had done in their previous encounter; this time 
he registered 10 to the southpaw’s six.13

This was the sixth loss that Bryan’s nine had now suffered, but on only one occasion had the 
margin of defeat been more than 1 run, that being Aston Villa’s 6–2 victory on 9 July. This latest 
victory for Barr’s men over Derby reduced the latter’s advantage in the series of nine matches played 
up to that point between the teams to a single game.

There would have been more cause for celebration among the Villans when the result came 
through from Preston’s trip to Stoke on the same day. Pitching responsibility for the home team was 
allocated to Johnson, a player who had made his debut, in right-field, just a day earlier. Brown was back 
in the Preston line-up to throw for the visitors – in order to “save Hogan” for the game against Derby 
2 days later, according to one report16 – while Stewart again replaced Trainer at first base. Preston scored 
first, plating a brace of runs in the bottom of the first, and although Stoke then scored 5 runs in the top 
of the next inning, Preston responded with a 7-run rally in the bottom of that frame and another run 
in their next set of at-bats to take a 10–5 lead through three innings. Stoke, however, scored a dozen 
unanswered runs in the next three innings, including a 7-run rally of their own in the top of the sixth, 
to turn the game on its head. Maskrey’s men trimmed the home team’s advantage to 3 runs with a pair 
of tallies in both the seventh and eighth, but Stoke secured an insurance run in the top of the ninth and 
Preston were unable to score in their final turn at the plate. The final score was 18–14. Prior smashed 
two singles and two doubles in the home team’s barrage of 24 hits. Also contributing four hits were 
Johnson – who had gone hitless in his debut the day before – and Underwood. Preston’s offence did 
contain several strong performances, including a single, double, and triple for Hendry and four hits for 
Stewart, but these were largely wasted by the team’s inability to bring men home. The visitors left 10 
base-runners stranded, which was twice as many as the hosts did.16
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Preston’s disappointment over the defeat to Stoke would have been mitigated somewhat by news 
that the league’s governing body intended to convene on Friday 1 August.17 This decision was triggered 
by the Lancashire side’s formal complaint about the use of the imported pitcher on 30 July.13 The 
governing body assembled for an evening meeting at Birmingham’s Colonnade Hotel, although missing 
from the party was the Derby owner. Another notable absentee was Major Sudell, who was reported to 
have had a conflicting engagement. After a full consideration of the details of the case, it was determined 
that Morton Betts would send a letter to Derby’s president Ley formalizing the ban on Reidenbach’s use 
as a pitcher in games against Preston and Stoke. Previously, the rule on Reidenbach and other imported 
pitchers could have been perceived as more of a “gentleman’s agreement” than an official edict.17

Stoke at Aston Villa (2 August)

At Perry Barr, Johnson was kept in the pitcher’s box after his win against Preston in Stoke’s previous 
game, while Aston Villa reverted to John Devey, who, since his last start, had played two games on 
consecutive days in the infield sandwiched within a day’s rest on either side. William Barr started at third 
base for the first time since 26 July.18

The Stoke nine were totally outclassed in the game, with the exception of their first baseman 
Underwood, who went 5-for-5 to set a high-water mark for hits in a game by a Potteries player. Devey 
yielded only two other hits; in contrast, his team amassed 26 in the game. Stoke committed 14 errors to 
the Villa’s two, while the latter stole 23 bases to the eight managed by their opponents. A 12-run ninth 
for the hosts turned a comfortable victory into an emphatic one, the final score being 31–3.

Fred Dawson, who went 4-for-6 with a home run, was described as Aston Villa’s “shining light” 
in the game in Sport and Play.19 Three other domestic players – Brown, Cowan, and Widdowson – also 
had four hits for the Villa, illustrating just how effectively these men from the upper echelons of the 
Midlands sporting scene had transferred their talents to baseball. Aston Villa’s trio from the other side of 
the Atlantic combined for six hits in the game, and each of them sprinted out a three-bagger.18

Before Derby’s game with Preston that day, Will Bryan was served with a copy of Morton Betts’s 
letter by the hand that penned it.17 The memorandum contained the following resolution:

That as Mr. Ley, on behalf of the Derby Baseball Club, undertook at the League meeting 
held on July 9th not to pitch his American pitcher, Reidenbach, against either Stoke or 
the Preston North End clubs in any of the remaining Championship games, and as he has 
broken his promise or obligation by pitching Reidenbach in the game at Preston on July 
30th, it is hereby resolved that the Board require the Derby Baseball Club to comply with 
the above undertaking given by its president in all the remaining Championship games.17

Bryan was reported to have “informed Mr. Betts that he had not received any previous intimation on 
the matter.”17 Thus, when Preston went to bat in the top of the first, they found Reidenbach holding 
the ball in his hand once again. The game went ahead, but Morton Betts gave Bryan formal notice 
that his club had broken the league’s ruling.17 One source stated that the matter would be dealt with at 
the governing body’s next assembly,17 while another extended this by suggesting that Derby would be 
required to appear in front of the committee at the meeting in question.20

The support for baseball at Deepdale had now burgeoned to 1500 spectators. They witnessed 
Derby score 4 runs off Hogan in each of the first two frames to take an 8-2 lead. Although Preston 
trimmed the advantage to 3 runs at one stage, the grasp that Ley’s nine held on the contest was never 
properly loosened, with the final score being 13–9. The visitors’ stand-out batter was their left-fielder 
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Edwin Booth, who had three of the team’s nine hits. For the Deepdale side, the offensive highlights 
came on the base-paths: the speedy Colford swiped four bags, as did Maskrey, while Gillespie secured 
three steals to supplement his team-leading two hits.17

Preston at Aston Villa (4 August)

Arthur Brown, who had conceded just 3 runs in his first nine innings in the box, was given the 
start by William Barr at Perry Barr on 4 August. In Brown’s previous pitching appearance, Barr had 
accommodated the reliable third baseman John Devey at his own favoured spot in the infield by playing 
himself in right-field. This time, however, in order to keep Devey at third the manager decided to play 
second base, moving James Cowan into the outfield. It is unlikely that this reflected doubt over the 
fielding form of the talented young Scot, who had committed an error in just one of his previous eight 
games at second, while accepting 39 chances; instead, the decision probably resulted from a desire to be 
audible to the fledgling pitcher (in voicing encouragement), and perhaps to the umpire as well (to keep 
the strike zone to his liking).21

The home team delighted the Perry Barr grandstand by taking an early 6–0 lead. Preston fought 
back with 4 runs in the bottom of the third (the first time that more than a run had been scored off 
Brown in his 12 innings pitched thus far), but a 5-run rally by the Birmingham nine in the top of the 
next frame handed their pitcher all the runs he would need.21 Borrowing words from a summary of the 
game in Sport and Play, Preston “felt the bitterness of defeat on the Perry Barr meadow” in “a fine game 
before a fair sprinkling of spectators.”19

The final score was 16–8, but that was somewhat kind on Preston, who had left just three men on 
base to the Villa’s 11. The home team stole three more bases, committed two few errors, and amassed 15 
more hits than their opponents. Cowan stroked four singles for the second game in succession, Devey 
homered and had two other hits in the game, Widdowson picked up a single, a double, and a triple, 
Simon doubled twice and singled once, and Brown hit a two-bagger and a brace of singles. Maskrey had 
the best showing on the Preston nine, with a single and a triple from five at-bats.21

Bryan persisted with Reidenbach in the box against Stoke and the opponents responded once 
again by throwing Prior, the ballplayer from Connecticut who had once been on the same roster as 
Connie Mack. The result was a game with few balls in play. Bullas, who was still nursing a damaged 
catching hand, was on the end of 18 remorseless strike-outs from Reidenbach, and Bartlett took 15 
from Prior – the total of the two figures was a record for any game in the season. In a hard-fought 
match, the difference came in the bottom of the second, an inning in which Derby scored four of the 
six tallies they would get. Stoke crossed the plate just twice in the nine innings. Underwood had the 
best batting line in the pitcher-dominated game: he hit a single and a double from his four at-bats.21

The official withdrawal of Derby

A difficult decision for the league’s governing body was rendered unnecessary with the announcement 
of Derby’s withdrawal on 5 August.22 The competition in which at one stage it had been hoped to 
include eight teams was now down to just three. The new leaders of the three-team league were Aston 
Villa; they had kept their part of the pitching agreement, which was a fact that the Birmingham press 
did not hesitate to mention.23

Perhaps the most thoroughly – although not the most thoughtfully – expressed opinion on the 
Reidenbach issue was that of Morton Betts, who addressed a lengthy statement to the editor of The 
Sportsman, which was published in other papers as well. The version from which the excerpts below 
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are taken was one that appeared in the Sporting Life (hence the American English spelling), but other 
publications to feature the letter included Sport and Play and the Derby Express.24,25 Betts started by 
describing the evolution of the original agreement about the use of imported pitchers:

On July 9 it was brought before the notice of the board that the use of American pitchers 
was very detrimental to the interest already aroused in the game. The majority of the 
board were in favor of prohibiting these pitchers from pitching in any further League 
Championship games, but as a compromise accepted a suggestion made by Mr. Ley that 
the Derby and the Birmingham clubs should be allowed to put their American pitchers 
in the box when playing against each other, but not when opposing the Preston and 
Stoke clubs. This undertaking was given by Mr. Ley on behalf of the Derby Club without 
any reservation whatever, the truth of which the other five gentlemen who were present 
are prepared to confirm by affidavit.13

This seems to be an uncontroversial presentation of the preliminary resolution (excepting the 
statement about it being made “without any reservation whatever,” a contention that Bryan would 
later challenge on behalf of the Derby club). Betts then explained his views on how the agreement 
had affected the Derby outfit:

Under this agreement, Derby lost four out of six matches to Birmingham and two to 
Preston. This state of things was, of course, not satisfactory to Mr. Ley, and his chances of 
winning the championship, which were naturally very rosy as long as his was the only 
one of the four clubs that pitched an American, were by no means bright. On July 26, 
in order to save the above-mentioned second defeat at the hands of the Preston Club, 
his manager was allowed to substitute towards the end of the game his American for his 
English pitcher.13

These sentiments revealed an incomplete understanding of the issue on the part of Betts. Derby’s 
losses to Aston Villa were not hugely relevant, other than in making victories over Preston and 
Stoke more important in defending their spot at the top of the table. All four defeats were with 
Reidenbach in the box, and this player, if anything, was able to pitch better against Aston Villa 
under the agreement because of his guaranteed rest against Preston and Stoke. He commented 
about Ley’s outfit being “the only one of the four clubs that pitched an American,” but this was 
never the case nor indeed Ley’s wish. Both Aston Villa and Stoke made use of an imported pitcher. 
Betts’s next statement referred to events immediately following the game on 26 July in which the 
agreement was first broken:

That same night Mr. Ley officially wrote me that he should disband his club on Aug. 5, 
no doubt fixing on that date so that, should he win the four matches scheduled to that 
date, his percentage of wins over losses would give him a percentage impossible for any 
of the other clubs to reach.13

This is a strong allegation against Ley’s character, but one that struggles factually. First, it suggested 
that Ley really believed that the league’s governing body would keep his prior results included 
in the standings if he refused to play any more games, which would have been a highly unusual 
expectation. Secondly, the mathematics of the accusation do not work out: Derby actually only 
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needed to win games up to and including 31 July to reach an unassailable percentage if no more 
scheduled games were played against the club thereafter. Betts’s next comments related to the 
formalization of the resolution against Reidenbach:

On Friday, July 31, a meeting of the board of the League was held on receipt of a 
complaint from the Preston Club, when it was resolved to make the undertaking 
previously given by Mr. Ley into a requirement of the board. A copy of this was 
forwarded to Mr. Ley and to his manager before the commencement of the League 
game on the 2d inst.; however, no notice was taken of the order.13

Other than incorrectly stating the date as Friday 31 July rather than Friday 1 August, this part of the 
letter seems more in line with the facts of the case.

Towards the end of the piece, Betts raised another allegation against Ley:

Mr. Ley has also repudiated another agreement entered into with the other League 
clubs, which was suggested and drawn up by himself, but as this last matter may be heard 
of further elsewhere it is not advisable to discuss it in this.13

According to the issue of Sporting Life in which Betts’s letter was reproduced,13 the details of 
this complaint were as follows. On 24 May 1890, Ley had written to Betts stating: “On the 
understanding that the clubs are all in working order and ready to commence playing the League 
schedule of games on June 14, I agree to pay £250 on July 1, 1890, for the League franchise.”13 
The amount was reported to be a reimbursement for the league’s efforts to promote baseball.12 But 
Ley renounced this offer on 5 July, apparently stating that he saw no reason why he should pay the 
sum. He was not technically breaking a promise, as the league did not start until a week after the 
date specified in his statement.

Morton Betts was not alone in offering views in the press on why Derby had reneged on 
the Reidenbach agreement. William Barr avoided few of the league’s major talking points in his 
dispatches to the Sporting Life, and this was certainly not one of the exceptions. Barr, on the whole, 
agreed with Betts that the breaking of the agreement came because Derby started to lose, but he 
went even further by stating that Derby were the weakest of the four teams when they did not 
have Reidenbach in the box.13 This latter suggestion was another claim against Derby that was not 
substantiated by the evidence. In games in which Ley’s nine had started a domestic pitcher, they 
had a 6–0 record against Stoke and a 2–2 record against Preston. One point does come to Barr’s 
defence here, though, which was that Derby had never used a domestic pitcher against Aston Villa. 
The Birmingham team’s manager was thus presumably basing his judgement on observing that 
Reidenbach was the main factor in Derby’s victories over his own team.

Countering these allegations, a defence of Derby’s actions appeared in several pieces in the press. 
For instance, Will Bryan defended both his own behaviour and the club as a whole in the Sporting Life. 
He began by reproducing a 10 July letter from Ley about the meeting the previous day in which the 
Reidenbach agreement was originally formulated. In it, Ley instructed Bryan that the arrangement 
“is subject to Presbury not getting hurt or ill,” adding that “in case our English pitchers are unable 
to pitch from causes beyond my control then you can put Reidenbach on.”12 Bryan challenged the 
league executives to refute his contention that this proviso had been added by Ley at the meeting.12

The Derby manager’s next step was to explain how this eventuality had indeed arisen, going 
into some detail about how he was left no option but to use Reidenbach.
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My pitcher, Presbury, a young English lad, pitched [many games] and finally his arm 
gave out and I was finally compelled to put in Mellors, my short stop, against Preston, 
and we were beaten. Mellors never had even tried to pitch, and he injured his arm so 
badly that I had to lay him off two games, and he was useless during the balance of 
the season. While playing second base, Presbury received a severe injury to his right 
hand, having his index finger knocked out at the third joint, his hand being very 
much swollen, and when Preston came to play us on July 26, I did not know what 
to do, as I did not want to put Reidenbach in the box, knowing the cry that would 
be raised. But Presbury said he would do his best. He was knocked all over the field, 
and we were beaten. In fielding a hard hit ball he got hit on his sore hand and could 
not hold the ball, and, as we were beaten I put in Reidenbach in the eighth inning.12

Beyond the words quoted here, Bryan’s defence also offered an explanation for why Ley might 
not have felt inclined to pay the £250 sum demanded of him by the league’s administrators. Derby’s 
metal magnate had not only developed the finest baseball ground in the country out of his own pocket, 
but also made generous investments in advertising and entertainment – in addition to distributing 
scores of free tickets – in order to ensure that the baseball teams played in front of substantial crowds 
at his field. Of the resulting income, approximately half was handed over to the league’s coffers, 
according to Bryan. Given that games at Ley’s baseball ground had comfortably drawn more fans than 
those at the other three venues, the Derby manager found it far from reasonable that £250 should 
be demanded from his employer to reimburse the league’s administrators for “what they had done to 
elevate and promote the game in England.”12

Another response from the Derby camp was elicited by an interview that a local paper decided 
to conduct with Ley himself.26 In the resulting report, clarification of several points was provided. 
The first relates to why the league originally accepted a “gentleman’s agreement” with regard to the 
Reidenbach issue, instead of insisting on a formal stipulation in the rules. According to a bye-law, the 
league’s constitution could be altered only by a “unanimous vote or at the annual general meeting by 
a majority of three-fourths.”26 But Derby’s president held one of the votes. A second question upon 
which light was shed by the article was why Ley had not attended the meeting on 1 August that was 
called to address Preston’s protest. It was stated that Ley received notice of the meeting late (around 
7 o’clock the night before), and the correspondence did not even include an agenda.26 While Ley’s 
and Bryan’s responses in the main provide a similar defence, there are one or two minor contradictory 
points. For instance, Ley stated that Mellors had begun training as a pitcher once the Derby owner 
had made his original agreement on the use of Reidenbach, while Bryan claimed that Mellors took 
to the box on 23 July having never tried to pitch before.26

There may well have been some truth in the belief of Betts and Barr that Derby reverted to 
Reidenbach out of a strong desire to avoid defeat. After all, they could have used an alternative 
English pitcher to Presbury or Mellors to avoid having to throw Reidenbach. However, if the 
experience of using a native with much less experience than Presbury was seeing the player 
– Mellors – get hurt and being forced to miss games, it is not difficult to understand Derby’s 
reluctance to do so.

In one article it was noted that Ley’s decision to remove his nine from the league was triggered 
by the negative press reaction resulting from the spectators’ indignation at Preston not striking at 
the ball during their protest on 30 July.13 However, this does not match with the facts presented 
elsewhere, as Ley was said to have handed the league notice of his intention to withdraw Derby on 
26 July, giving 10 days notice before 5 August.26
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Whatever the full reason was for Ley removing his outfit from the pro league, it is known that 
he honoured players’ contract to 1 September and he was said to have offered them good jobs in his 
factory.12 Among those men was Sim Bullas, for whom Derby’s withdrawal provided relief from the 
pain resulting from having to catch with an injured hand. However, the relief came under circumstances 
that would surely have been a huge disappointment for a baseball player with such competitive grit.13

Four days after Derby’s departure from the pro league, Ley chaired a meeting to address the 
future of the sport in his town. He commenced with a discussion on the fortunes and misfortunes 
of his pro team, which he concluded by noting that should Mr Sudell wish to challenge him for 
superiority, a series of seven games should be played between their two nines, with “the loser to give 
100 guineas towards a local infirmary.”27 Beyond this, according to a report on the meeting in the 
Derby Express, Ley proposed a future Derby Baseball Club with a “broader basis” than his team, which 
had been essentially a works side:

If the town decided that they wanted a club, and asked [Ley] to assist them he would let 
them have his ground at charges which would not handicap them, and also provide them 
with uniforms and implements, and with a certain number of skilled players […] [Ley felt 
that] on the committee there should be a large proportion of well-known Derby sportsmen. 
[…] In order to advance the movement as much as possible, [Ley] had deposited 50 guineas 
with the proprietors of the Derby Telegraph for the purpose of providing a challenge cup to 
be competed for by local teams […] One had only to go any evening round Littlechurch 
and other parts of the town to see boys playing baseball enthusiastically.27

Summary and league standings

The end of July and beginning of August had been dominated by the story of Derby’s withdrawal 
from the competition. The league administrators chose to remove all games involving Derby from 
the record.28 Given that a decision had not been made at that point on how to handle the five games 
in which the Reidenbach agreement was broken,20 three league tables are presented below: one with 
Derby’s games still standing, including the five games disputed by the league; one with Derby’s games 
still standing, but not including the disputed games; and one with Derby’s games removed from the 
record. Following the removal of Ley’s nine, Aston Villa sat at the top of the league for the first time. 
However, with the Villans’ hard-fought wins over Derby now counting for nothing, the gap between 
them and Preston – which had been slowly growing since the Birmingham side moved back ahead of 
the Lancashire outfit on 30 July – was now reduced to two games.20
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Aston Villa’s box scores between 26 July and 5 August

The box scores for the games covered in this chapter are presented in this section. See Appendix A for 
box scores of league games not featuring Aston Villa.

LEAGUE STANDINGS ON 5 AUGUST 1890 DISCOUNTING DISPUTED GAMES 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Derby ............................................................  20 15 5 .750 – 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  24 15 9 .625 2.0 

Preston  .........................................................  22 11 11 .500 5.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  22 3 19 .136 13.0 

 

LEAGUE STANDINGS ON 5 AUGUST 1890 AFTER DERBY’S WITHDRAWAL 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  15 11 4 .733 – 

Preston  .........................................................  17 10 7 .588 2.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  16 3 13 .188 8.5 

 

LEAGUE STANDINGS ON 5 AUGUST 1890 INCLUDING DISPUTED GAMES 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Derby ............................................................  25 19 6 .760 – 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  24 15 9 .625 3.5 

Preston  .........................................................  25 12 13 .480 7.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  24 3 21 .125 15.5 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 26 JULY 18901 

STOKE AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Prior, ss  .................  5 2 2 6 2 1 W Barr, 3b  ..............  5 1 1 1 5 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  5 1 2 0 2 1 F Barr, 1b  ...............  5 3 3 16 2 0 

Eccles, p-3b  ..........  4 1 2 4 2 2 J Devey, p  ..............  4 1 1 0 3 0 

Bartlett, c  ...............  3 2 2 6 1 1 Simon, c  .................  4 2 1 5 2 4 

Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 2 4 0 0 Dawson, ss  .............  5 4 3 1 2 0 

Holdford, 3b-p  ......  3 0 1 2 2 0 Widdowson, lf  ........  5 1 2 2 0 0 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  2 0 0 1 1 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  5 2 2 2 3 2 

Booth, cf  ................  4 0 0 0 0 1 Brown, rf  ................  4 1 3 0 0 0 

Pedley, rf  ...............  3 0 0 1 0 0 W Devey, cf ............  5 1 3 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  33 6 11 24 10 6    Total ....................  42 16 19 27 17 6 

Stoke  .......................................  0 0 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 — 6     

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 7 2 4 2 0 0 0 X — 16     

Two-base hits—Dunn, Underwood 2, Brown, W Devey. Stolen bases—Stoke 11, Aston Villa 6. First 
base on balls—Stoke 5, Aston Villa 3. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 1, Aston Villa 1. Struck 
out—Stoke 1. Left on bases—Stoke 8, Aston Villa 5. Double plays—Prior and Underwood; Simon 
and F Barr. Umpire—W Powner. Time—1h30. 
 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 28 JULY 18907 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  6 2 3 2 5 0 W Barr, ss-3b  .........  5 3 1 1 7 4 

Livesey, 3b  ............  6 3 2 1 3 0 F Barr, 1b  ...............  5 2 1 19 1 2 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 4 1 2 1 0 J Devey, p-ss  ..........  5 2 3 0 1 1 

Sanders, lf  ..............  6 1 0 0 0 1 Simon, c  .................  5 1 1 2 0 1 

Colford, rf  ..............  6 4 1 2 4 2 Brown, 3b-p  ...........  5 0 0 0 4 0 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  6 2 3 0 0 2 Widdowson, lf  ........  4 0 1 0 0 0 

Trainer, 1b  .............  6 1 2 16 0 5 Cowan, 2b  ..............  5 1 1 3 3 0 

Dobson, cf  .............  6 0 0 3 0 2 W Devey, rf  ............  5 0 1 1 0 2 

Hogan, p  ...............  5 2 1 1 4 0 Simmonds, cf  .........  5 0 0 1 0 0 

   Total  ...................  51 19 13 27 17 12    Total ....................  44 9 9 27 16 10 

Preston  ...................................  4 5 1 3 1 5 0 0 0 — 19     

Aston Villa  ..............................  1 1 0 0 1 0 3 3 0 — 9     

Two-base hits—Livesey, Maskrey, Hogan, Simon, W Devey. Home runs—Hendry, Colford. Stolen 
bases—Hendry, Livesey, Maskrey 2, Sanders, Colford 3, Gillespie 2, Trainer, Hogan, J Devey. First 
base on balls—Preston 2, Aston Villa 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Aston Villa 1. Struck out—
Preston 3. Left on bases—Preston 4, Aston Villa 4. Double plays—Cowan; Trainer Maskrey, and 
Hogan. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h50. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 30 JULY 189010 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Dawson, ss  ............  6 3 3 0 1 0 Prior, ss  ..................  2 0 0 1 0 3 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  6 3 1 6 0 0 Dunn, 2b  ................  3 0 0 4 0 2 

J Devey, 3b  ............  6 3 3 2 2 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  1 0 0 9 2 2 

Simon, c  ................  5 3 3 3 0 0 Bartlett, c  ...............  3 0 2 2 0 1 

Brown, p  ................  6 3 2 2 2 0 Eccles, p  ................  3 1 1 0 4 2 

Cowan, 2b  .............  6 2 2 0 1 0 Holdford, 3b  ..........  2 2 1 1 0 3 

Widdowson, lf  .......  5 3 3 1 0 0 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  2 0 0 1 0 1 

W Barr, rf  ...............  4 4 3 1 0 0 Booth, cf  ................  2 0 1 0 0 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  5 5 3 0 0 0 Johnson, rf  .............  2 0 0 0 0 1 

   Total  ...................  49 29 23 15 6 0    Total ....................  20 3 5 18 6 15 

Aston Villa  ..............................  5 2 11 6 1 4 — 29        

Stoke  .......................................  0 1 0 1 1 0 — 3        

Two-base hits—Simon, Simmonds. Three-base hits—Dawson. Home runs—Brown, Simmonds. 
Stolen bases—Aston Villa 14, Stoke 8. First base on balls—Aston Villa 2, Stoke 4. First base on hit 
by pitcher—Stoke 1. Struck out—Stoke 2, Aston Villa 1. Left on bases—Aston Villa 3, Stoke 3. 
Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h15. Scorer—W Tilt. 
 

PLAYED IN DERBY ON 31 JULY 189013 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, p  ...............  5 2 3 2 4 0 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 1 0 15 0 0 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  5 2 2 14 0 0 Reidenbach, p  .......  4 1 0 1 2 1 

J Devey, 3b  ............  5 0 0 3 2 0 Presbury, 2b  ...........  5 1 2 2 3 1 

Simon, c  ................  4 1 1 6 4 0 Booth, lf  .................  5 1 2 1 0 0 

Brown, rf  ...............  4 0 0 1 3 0 Bullas, c  .................  4 0 1 6 0 0 

Cowan, 2b  .............  4 1 0 0 4 0 Middleton, rf  ..........  4 0 0 0 0 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  4 0 1 0 0 1 Bates, cf  .................  4 0 0 1 0 0 

Dawson, ss  ............  4 0 0 0 4 1 Mellor, ss  ...............  4 0 0 1 4 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  4 0 0 1 0 1 Allsop, 3b  ...............  4 1 0 0 4 0 

   Total  ...................  39 6 7 27 21 3    Total ....................  39 5 5 27 13 2 

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 — 6     

Derby ......................................  0 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 0 — 5     

Two-base hits—W Barr, Booth. Three-base hits—W Barr. First base on balls—Derby 3. Struck 
out—Aston Villa 6, Derby 10. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h40. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 2 AUGUST 189018 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  8 2 2 1 2 0 Prior, 2b  .................  5 1 1 2 4 2 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  6 3 3 11 0 0 Johnson, p  ..............  5 0 1 2 1 2 

J Devey, p  ..............  6 3 3 1 2 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  5 0 5 15 0 3 

Simon, c  ................  5 5 1 6 0 1 Bartlett, c  ...............  4 0 0 3 0 0 

Brown, rf  ...............  7 3 4 3 2 0 Eccles, ss  ...............  4 0 0 1 5 4 

Cowan, 2b  .............  7 5 4 2 3 0 Holdford, 3b  ..........  3 1 0 3 4 3 

Widdowson, lf  .......  7 4 4 2 1 0 Ainsworth, cf  .........  1 0 0 0 0 0 

Dawson, ss  ............  6 4 4 1 2 1 Booth, lf  .................  4 1 0 0 0 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  6 2 1 0 1 0 Billings, rf  ..............  4 0 0 1 0 0 

   Total  ...................  58 31 26 27 13 2    Total ....................  35 3 7 27 14 14 

Aston Villa  ..............................  4 0 2 6 2 0 5 0 12 — 31     

Stoke  .......................................  0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 — 3     

Two-base hits—Johnson, Underwood. Three-base hits—W Barr, F Barr, Simon. Home runs—
Dawson. Stolen bases—Aston Villa 23, Stoke 8. First base on balls—Aston Villa 5, Stoke 3. First 
base on hit by pitcher—Aston Villa 2. Struck out—Stoke 4. Left on bases—Aston Villa 9, Stoke 3. 
Double plays—Cowan and F Barr. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h40. 
 

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 4 AUGUST 189021 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 2b  .............  6 1 1 5 3 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  3 1 0 6 3 1 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  6 2 2 11 0 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  4 2 2 2 1 1 

J Devey, 3b  ............  6 3 3 2 3 0 Maskrey, c  .............  5 1 2 3 3 0 

Simon, c  ................  5 3 3 3 0 0 Sanders, lf  ..............  4 0 0 2 0 0 

Brown, p  ................  5 1 3 0 2 1 Colford, rf  ..............  4 1 1 0 0 1 

Cowan, rf  ...............  6 2 4 1 0 1 Gillespie, ss  ............  4 0 0 1 1 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  6 4 3 2 0 1 Stewart, 1b  .............  3 1 1 10 0 1 

Dawson, ss  ............  6 0 2 1 3 0 Dobson, cf  .............  3 1 0 1 0 2 

Simmonds, cf  ........  6 0 1 2 0 0 Hogan, p  ................  4 1 1 2 2 0 

   Total  ...................  52 16 22 27 11 4    Total ....................  34 8 7 27 10 6 

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 1 3 5 0 1 2 0 2 — 16     

Preston  ...................................  0 0 4 0 1 0 1 2 0 — 8     

Two-base hits—W Barr, Simon 2, Brown, Widdowson, Stewart. Three-base hits—F Barr, 
Widdowson, Maskrey. Home runs—J Devey. Stolen bases—Aston Villa 6, Preston 3. First base on 
balls—Aston Villa 1, Preston 4. First base on hit by pitcher—Aston Villa 1, Preston 1. Struck out—
Aston Villa 1, Preston 3. Left on bases—Aston Villa 11, Preston 3. Double plays—W Barr and F 
Barr. Passed balls—Simon, Maskrey. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h45. 
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9 – Aston Villa’s push for primacy
(6 to 15 August)

With a rearranged schedule swiftly drawn up,1 in which games involving Derby had been removed and 
arrangements for the other contests tweaked, the administrators intended for the league, in the words 
of Sport and Play, to “go on smilingly.”2 It was still planned for 14 games to be played between each pair 
of teams, giving Preston 11 remaining league games, and Stoke and Aston Villa 12 and 13, respectively, 
assuming they could make up their two postponements from earlier in the season.

For some observers, Derby’s withdrawal had rendered the competition a farce; and even for those 
followers with a continued interest in the league, the two main rivalries that existed up to that point 
had been eliminated. One had been between Derby and Aston Villa, whose players had fought resolutely 
for superiority and whose managers had exchanged blows in the pages of the Sporting Life. The other 
had been between Derby and Preston and it had resulted from the latter’s abhorrence of the former’s 
use of an imported pitcher.

The circumstances that had led to Aston Villa and Preston becoming the league’s major antagonists 
were unquestionably of a peculiar nature, but this did not mean that the rivalry between them would be 
mired in triviality. It was clear from the press coverage of the league that the coaching envoys possessed a 
hunger for success that went beyond their remit of developing the game. This would have almost certainly 
coupled with the pride of the combatants transplanted from the battlefields of British sports to fuel an 
impassioned desire for overall victory, even in the modified league. Moreover, the antagonism between 
the two teams now fighting for the title held greater significance than any involving Derby, owing to the 
deep-rooted rivalry that existed between Preston and the Villa in the world of association football.

Beyond fastening the championship fight to an existing rivalry, there was one other potential 
positive to arise from Derby’s withdrawal. The people of Stoke had a reason for renewed interest in 
the game: their team, although not back in contention, had been handed a chance to at least achieve 
respectability in the standings by the end of the season. If there was an increased optimism among 
the Stoke followers, though, it was to be quickly tested. Their initial task in the modified league was 
to entertain Aston Villa. The Birmingham nine had feasted off Stoke’s pitchers in the last three games 
between the sides, and William Barr would presumably have demanded a commanding performance 
from his players to put a stamp of ownership on the league leadership.

Aston Villa at Stoke (6 August)

This was the second of the two occasions during the 1890 pro league in which the home team opted to 
bat after their opponents. Aston Villa’s regular nine seized the opportunity handed to them to strike at a 
clean ball by plating 6 runs in the top of the first off Johnson. John Devey took to the box in the bottom 
of the first and, supported by Aston Villa’s customary configuration of fielders, limited the opponents 
to a pair of scores. By the bottom of the fifth frame, 6–2 had become 21–3 and another rout was in 
the making. The game ended after eight innings with the visitors leading 26–4 (no reason for the early 
finish is evident in the box score).3

Stoke managed just three singles and two triples off Devey in the game. In contrast, the Villans’ volley 
of hits included seven singles, two doubles, three triples, and six home runs. Three of those round-trippers 
came off the bat of one player, Harry Widdowson. The converted cricketer also hit a single in the game 
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to finish with 13 total bases. His counts of home runs and total bases both set league records that survived 
till the end of the season. Also amassing a double-digit total bases tally was John Devey, who hit a brace 
of three-baggers and a home run of his own, as well as successfully executing the more “scientific” tactic 
of a sacrifice hit. The other two round-trippers belonged to Frank Barr and Fred Dawson.3

The following evening, the men from the Potteries hosted a full-strength Preston squad. With 
Eccles placed in the box, Stoke conceded another 23 hits, but this time their own offence pounded 
out a season-high 29 hits off Hogan to power the team to a 24–15 victory. But for a 7-run rally by the 
visitors in the bottom of the ninth, Preston would have returned home a chastened team. All 18 players 
managed at least one hit, but the stand-out batters were Hendry for Preston, who had four hits from 
his five at-bats, and Prior and Underwood for Stoke, both of whom went 5-for-7 to equal their team’s 
record for hits in a game.4

Preston at Aston Villa (9 August)

Aston Villa entered the contest against Preston at Perry Barr with a three-game lead over their opponents 
in the standings. Devey was handed the responsibility of extending that to four games. Hogan – his 
adversary in the box – attempted to trim it to two. William Barr named an unchanged line-up from his 
nine’s win over Stoke 3 days earlier, while Leech Maskrey made just one change to the side that was 
humbled by Stoke the day after, bringing in Stewart for Trainer at first base.5 Wet conditions led to an 
error-strewn contest. In the words of the Sport and Play correspondent, “the weather was altogether against 
first-class play, as a drizzling rain was falling, which made the ball greasy and hard to hit and hold.”2

Anyone perusing the sports section of that evening’s Birmingham Daily Post would have read about 
a game in which Aston Villa held a comfortable 11–6 lead after five innings; a print deadline prevented 
coverage of the latter part of the game.6 A rare highlight for Preston in the early stages was a home run 
for Hendry off Devey’s first pitch of the game.6 The sixth frame saw Aston Villa extend their advantage 
by 2 runs, but the direction of the game was about to be spun right around.5 A description of the final 
three innings appeared in Sport and Play:

[T]he score standing 13 to 6 at the end of the sixth innings […] it looked to be all 
over barring the usual hullabaloo at the finish; but in the seventh innings the Villa were 
despatched for 1, while Preston got no fewer than eight men home, and this told a woeful 
tale. In the eighth and ninth innings, the Villa could only make 1 run, and as Preston 
obtained 3 in the eighth, they had no need to trouble themselves about the ninth, and 
won the match—a most exciting affair—by 17 runs to 15.2

Led by a 5-for-5 performance by their catcher Simon and a 4-for-6 day for first baseman Frank Barr, the 
home team amassed 20 hits in the game, which comfortably exceeded the visitors’ total of 12. However, 
Aston Villa’s 16 errors – five more than the Lancashire side committed in the testing conditions – was 
their highest total in any match that season. This differential was compounded by Devey issuing eight 
free passes to Hogan’s three.5

Stoke at Aston Villa (11 August)

Two days after Aston Villa’s untidy defeat to Preston, the Perry Barr faithful witnessed a far more 
accomplished display of baseball from the home team. John Devey made his third straight start in 
the pitcher’s box, locking horns with Stoke’s hurler Eccles. William Barr opted to move himself 
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down the line-up from first to fourth, promoting his brother Frank to the lead-off spot and John 
Devey to second. HE Simon batted third in the game, breaking a run in the fourth spot that 
stretched back to the beginning of the previous month.7

An 11-run eighth inning cemented the overwhelming superiority of the Birmingham men 
in the contest. William Barr excelled from his new position in the batting line-up, contributing 
five of the 27 hits amassed by the Villa. Also making a stand-out contribution to the home team’s 
onslaught, HE Simon singled twice and doubled twice. Matching the hit tally of the catcher 
from Chicago was Joey Simmonds, who pounded out four singles off Eccles from the bottom of 
the order. Finally, James Cowan had three hits, including his first home run. This left the team’s 
manager as the only one of the regular nine to have not hit a round-tripper during the season.

The game was summarized by a Sport and Play correspondent, with some humour being injected 
at the expense of the Stoke camp, particularly the “birdcage”-wearing catcher, Charles Bartlett:

Before a strictly select coterie on Monday evening they encountered Stoke, and playing 
with extraordinary dash and determination, won the game by no fewer than 23 runs to one. 
Some of these boys are real charmers at it, and if you want to see some jolly smart fielding 
and lightning-like throwing and catches, hie down to Perry Barr when the next match 
takes place, and have a look at them. I am told that we did not see Stoke at their best, and 
this I am fully prepared to believe, for they certainly made a shocking mess of it. One or two 
of their men are lively customers, and likely to train into fair performers: but he who wears 
a birdcage over his face and wags the unsightly apron about wants to be shorn of “side” and 
supplied with a little more good temper. One thing that struck me was the difference in 
captaining the two nines. The pleasant and affable Barr spoke to the men under his care as 
though he had some sort of regard for them—his ways are ways of pleasantness and all his 
words were peace. In fact, “They sailed along quite pleasantly, And all was calm and bright.” 
The other joker said things to some of his comrades which would have riz my dander 
somewhat if I had been one of them, and I should have told him to go to Jericho, or some 
warmer place, if I had been yelled at like that. […] After the match was over Mr. F. Barr very 
kindly gave me some exhibition of pitching, and I must confess that my scepticism of their 
ability to break a ball in the air was completely shattered. Every curve he said he could make 
he accomplished […] [A] smart pitcher will send a ball straight on a line with a batsman’s 
waist till it gets within half-a-dozen yards of him, when it suddenly takes a downward or 
upward, or right or left direction, and unless he’s got an eye like an eagle, and a very ready 
pair of hands to act in union with his optic, he strikes at the wind, and the deceptive ball 
is not there, while a wicked gleam of triumph illumines the countenance of the demon in 
the pitcher’s box. That may seem a very remarkable feat to the uninitiated, but [i]f you don’t 
think it’s right, ask some of the Stoke people—they’ll tell you.8

There were no shut-outs in the 1890 pro league, and this game was one of only two occasions 
in which a team was held to a single run. For an idea of how close Devey came to a shut-out, 
it is necessary to turn to the account in the Birmingham Daily Gazette, which offered the more 
traditional stream of facts.

They only succeeded in scoring once, and that through a bit of wild play on the part of Devey 
in the fifth innings, caused no doubt by over-anxiety to prevent Billings getting from second 
to third. Cowan missed the ball. Billings got his base, and finally scored the solitary run.7



110   What about the Villa?

Billings was a right-fielder for Stoke who had made his debut back at the end of July. Cowan was 
charged with the error that led to the run that the outfielder scored, but it seems that Devey’s own 
wildness had sabotaged his best shot at a professional shut-out.7

The 23–1 victory completed a run of four games involving Aston Villa and Stoke that had 
confirmed the existence of a chasm in quality between the standards of the two teams. In 32 innings of 
baseball, the Birmingham men had amassed a cumulative run advantage of 109–11 while committing 
just nine errors to their opponents’ 55. There were similarly lop-sided comparisons for hits (94 versus 
23), extra-base hits (27 versus four), and home runs (nine versus none).

Aston Villa at Preston (13 August)

In between Aston Villa’s defeat of Stoke and their next league match, which involved a trip to 
Deepdale, Barr’s troops had played the opener in a five-game exhibition series against Preston. These 
games were scheduled around the existing league fixtures over a period of 15 days, and the five 
venues chosen were Blackburn, Bolton, Glasgow, Liverpool, and Middlesbrough (full details of the 
series are provided in Chapter 11).9

Maskrey opted to continue in the box with Hogan, who had thrown eight innings in 
the exhibition game the night before.10 His opponent was Brown, who had pitched only two 
frames as a reliever in that contest.9 Stewart covered for Dobson in centre-field and Trainer was 
selected to play first base. Aston Villa’s line-up contained the names of the nine regulars, and 
William Barr maintained his new configuration for the top part of the order, which had Frank 
Barr, John Devey, and HE Simon batting ahead of him. John Devey was positioned at third and 
the centre-field spot was filled by William Barr, with Joey Simmonds being accommodated in 
right-field instead. Wet grass presented an obstacle to entertaining play, but the players overcame 
the conditions and provided the 1000-strong crowd with an absorbing contest. The result would 
determine if Aston Villa’s lead over Preston in the standings would be extended to three-and-a-
half games or trimmed to one-and-a-half.10

Brown certainly appeared to possess the fresher of the arms as he allowed just one base-runner 
in the top of first, while Hogan was dispatched for 4 runs in the bottom of the frame, including a 
3-run homer into the right-field stands off the bat of Widdowson. The lead was short-lived, though, 
as Brown’s next visit to the box was far less convincing than his first. In what was described in the 
Lancashire Evening Post as the “most remarkable innings ever seen at Deepdale,”10 Preston brought 
12  men to bat and plated 8 runs, four of them from a grand slam hit over the short centre-field stand 
by player–manager Leech Maskrey (depicted in Figure 9.1). Aston Villa’s response was to register 
three more tallies of their own in the bottom of the inning. The tying and go-ahead runs were at third 
and first when Brown popped up to Hogan for the third out of the inning.11 After this, the pitchers 
seized control of the game, and the score remained 8–7 to the home team at the half-way point.10

With runs now at a premium, Brown provided a significant platform in Aston Villa’s fifth set of 
at-bats with a lead-off single. While the chance to capitalize on the early base-runner appeared to 
have slipped away after Cowan and Simmonds both grounded out, hits from the top of the order 
brought Brown home and scored Frank Barr behind him to hand the Villa a 9–8 lead. Preston were 
kept quiet for the next two innings, with a base on balls drawn by Maskrey in the sixth being their 
only form of advancement towards the plate. However, Aston Villa could not add to their tally either, 
despite John Devey making it to third base in the seventh with two outs and the potent bat of 

Figure 9.1 Opposite: A photograph from 1888 of Leech Maskrey, Preston’s player–manager
in the pro baseball league (courtesy of the National Baseball Hall of Fame and Museum).
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William Barr at the plate. In the opening at-bat of the eighth inning, a single for Hogan – the home 
team’s ninth-placed hitter – gave the Deepdale crowd cause for optimism, but Simon gunned him 
down as he attempted to swipe second and the scoring threat fizzled out.11

The visitors were retired in order in the bottom of the eighth, and so the game moved into 
the ninth inning with the Villa’s advantage still of the most slender nature. Devey – who had been 
brought in to relieve Brown – just needed to keep his opponents scoreless for one more frame to 
give his team the win and place them in a strong position in the league with games running out. 
However, Preston had shown themselves to be capable of mounting last-inning rallies on several 
occasions earlier in the season, and Devey was to face the middle of the home team’s line-up, 
starting with Maskrey, who had a grand slam and a walk to his name already. Devey won that 
battle, though, retiring the ex-major leaguer with a strike-out. Batting behind Preston’s manager 
in the order was Sanders, and he crushed a double to ensure an even more anxious finish for the 
Birmingham party. Colford was up next, and he drove a fly-ball to the outfield, but this was hauled 
in by Simmonds, who had shifted to centre-field from right-field during the positional changes 
necessitated by Brown’s departure from the box. Sanders advanced to third on Colford’s fly-out. 
Gillespie, Preston’s shortstop, was the man given the opportunity to drive in the tying run and he 
planted wood against leather, but he only managed to loft the ball into foul territory near Sanders 
at third base. Covering the position of third base that was vacated by Devey (the relief pitcher), 
William Barr swallowed the out that sealed his team’s 9–8 victory.11

No Preston player had more than a hit in the game, but there were five multi-hit performances 
in Aston Villa’s half of the box score. Brown, Simon, and the Barr brothers each bagged a brace of 
hits, while Devey ended with a 4-for-5 day. Hogan had managed to keep the contest tight by not 
issuing a single free pass.10 (Appendix B shows a scorecard from the game.)

The game’s final catch had been taken with darkness setting in. In the opinion of the 
correspondent for the Lancashire Evening Post, the daylight had faded enough by the end of 
the seventh inning to make conditions unsuitable for play thereafter. Although the match had 
continued, it was noted in the article that a decision was made afterwards for 6 o’clock to become 
the latest acceptable start time. Given that the game prompting this move had started only quarter 
of an hour after the cut-off introduced, the reporter seemed justified in “recommending an even 
earlier start time [as being] advantageous.”10

Aston Villa at Stoke (14 August)

James Cowan was handed the ball for his first start in the league. His pitching debut had come 2  days 
earlier in the opener to the exhibition series, and in that contest he had turned in six solid innings. 
His opposite man was Johnson in this evening game at the Stoke ground. William Barr elected to 
place himself at third base and John Devey as cover for Cowan at second. John’s brother Will came 
into the line-up as a replacement for Simmonds in centre-field. The manager of the Villans batted 
fourth for a third straight league game, suggesting that his move out of the lead-off spot was to be 
a permanent one.12

The Stoke batters struggled with the unfamiliar pitching of Cowan in the early stages of the match 
and they did not tally a score until a 1-run seventh. By this time, the visitors from Birmingham had 
crossed the plate eight times. However, a 4-run rally by the men from the Potteries in the top of the 
eighth made the score 8–5, and this is how it stood going into the final frame. Stoke managed to get 
the scoring going again in the ninth, but Cowan held his nerve to quash the threat at 1 run, handing 
his team an 8–6 victory.12
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The batting performance of the day belonged to Johnson, who belted a single and two doubles 
from his five at-bats. Prior also had a pair of two-base knocks for Stoke. Highlights for the Villa were 
three singles for Brown and a single and a double for William Barr.

Summary and league standings

As was remarked in a weekly summing-up of the league provided by the Lancashire Evening Post, 
there had been “only one team in it” during the recent stretch of league games.13 In the 9 days 
since Derby’s withdrawal from the league, Aston Villa had doubled their lead over Preston in the 
standings to four games.

Aston Villa’s box scores between 6 and 15 August

The box scores for the games covered in this chapter are presented in this section. See Appendix A for 
box scores of league games not featuring Aston Villa.

LEAGUE STANDINGS AS OF 15 AUGUST 1890 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  20 15 5 .750 – 

Preston  .........................................................  20 11 9 .550 4.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  20 4 16 .200 11.0 
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1 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 6 AUGUST 18903 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  5 2 0 2 1 1 Prior, 2b  ................  4 2 2 5 5 1 

F Barr, 1b  ...............  6 3 3 9 1 0 Johnson, p  .............  4 0 1 0 2 1 

J Devey, p  ..............  5 4 3 0 6 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  4 1 0 15 0 5 

Simon, c  .................  5 3 1 8 0 0 Bartlett, c  ..............  3 0 1 1 0 3 

Brown, rf ................  5 4 2 0 0 0 Eccles, ss  ..............  4 0 0 0 4 0 

Widdowson, lf ........  6 4 4 2 1 0 Holdford, 3b  .........  3 1 1 1 3 3 

Cowan, 2b  ..............  5 1 0 1 3 4 Ainsworth, cf  .........  1 0 0 0 0 1 

Dawson, ss  ............  6 2 2 2 2 0 Booth, lf  ................  3 0 0 0 1 2 

Simmonds, cf  .........  6 3 3 0 0 0 Billings, rf  .............  3 0 0 2 0 1 

   Total  ...................  49 26 18 24 14 5    Total ...................  29 4 5 24 15 17 

Aston Villa  .............................  6 4 4 5 2 0 0 5 — 26      

Stoke  ......................................  2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 — 4      

Two-base hits—Brown, Simmonds. Three-base hits—J Devey 2, Simmonds, Prior, Holdford. 
Home runs—F Barr, J Devey, Widdowson 3, Dawson. Sacrifice hits—J Devey. Stolen bases—W 
Barr 2, J Devey, Simon 2, Brown 2, Widdowson, Bartlett, Holdford, Ainsworth 2. First base on 
balls—Aston Villa 5, Stoke 6. Struck out—Aston Villa 1, Stoke 4. Left on bases—Aston Villa 5, Stoke 
6. Passed balls—Simon 3, Bartlett 3. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h35. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 9 AUGUST 18905 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

W Barr, 3b  .............  6 4 3 4 3 5 Hendry, 2b  ............  6 1 2 7 5 3 

F Barr, 1b  ...............  6 3 4 9 0 0 Livesey, 3b  ............  3 2 2 1 0 2 

J Devey, p  ..............  6 1 3 1 1 1 Maskrey, c .............  6 2 2 3 2 2 

Simon, c  .................  5 1 5 6 1 2 Sanders, lf  .............  6 2 4 2 0 0 

Brown, rf ................  6 0 1 1 0 2 Colford, rf ..............  6 1 0 3 1 0 

Widdowson, lf ........  5 1 0 0 1 1 Gillespie, ss  ...........  5 2 1 0 0 2 

Cowan, 2b  ..............  4 1 1 2 4 1 Stewart, 1b .............  3 1 0 9 0 0 

Dawson, ss  ............  4 2 1 0 2 3 Dobson, cf  ............  5 2 0 1 1 2 

Simmonds, cf  .........  5 2 2 1 0 1 Hogan, p  ...............  5 4 1 1 0 0 

   Total  ...................  47 15 20 24 12 16    Total ...................  45 17 12 27 9 11 

Aston Villa  .............................  1 4 0 3 3 2 1 0 1 — 15     

Preston  ..................................  1 3 0 2 0 0 8 3 X — 17     

Two-base hits—F Barr, J Devey, Simon. Three-base hits—Dawson. Home runs—Hendry. Stolen 
bases—W Barr, F Barr, Simon 2, Widdowson, Livesey 2, Maskrey, Sanders 2, Colford. First base on 
balls—Aston Villa 3, Preston 7. First base on hit by pitcher—Livesey. Struck out—Aston Villa 1, 
Preston 1. Left on bases—Aston Villa 8, Preston 13. Wild pitches—J Devey. Passed balls—Simon 2. 
Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—2h17. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 11 AUGUST 18907 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

F Barr, 1b  ...............  7 3 2 11 0 0 Prior, ss  .................  3 0 1 5 2 3 

J Devey, p  ..............  7 2 2 2 2 0 Johnson, 2b  ...........  3 0 1 2 6 1 

Simon, c  .................  7 4 4 5 1 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 0 13 0 1 

W Barr, 3b  .............  7 2 5 1 3 0 Bartlett, c  ..............  4 0 1 2 1 1 

Widdowson, lf ........  6 2 2 1 0 0 Eccles, p  ...............  4 0 0 1 3 1 

Dawson, ss  ............  7 3 3 4 3 1 Holdford, 3b  .........  4 0 0 1 1 1 

Brown, rf ................  6 3 2 1 0 0 Ainsworth, cf  .........  4 0 1 1 0 0 

Cowan, 2b  ..............  5 3 3 0 2 1 Booth, lf  ................  4 0 1 0 0 0 

Simmonds, cf  .........  6 1 4 2 0 0 Billings, rf  .............  3 1 1 1 0 1 

   Total  ...................  58 23 27 27 11 2    Total ...................  33 1 6 26 13 9 

Aston Villa  .............................  2 1 0 2 3 3 0 11 1 — 23     

Stoke  ......................................  0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 — 1     

Two-base hits—Simon 2. Three-base hits—F Barr, W Barr, Widdowson, Brown. Home runs—
Cowan. Sacrifice hits—J Devey, Widdowson, Dawson, Johnson, Bartlett, Holdford, Ainsworth. 
Stolen bases—J Devey, Simon 2, W Barr 2, Widdowson, Dawson, Cowan, Simmonds, Prior. First 
base on balls—Aston Villa 1, Stoke 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Cowan. Struck out—Stoke 4. 
Left on bases—Aston Villa 9, Stoke 7. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h35. Scorer—W Tilt. 

Note: One of the outs made by Aston Villa was on a hit by batted ball, for which no put-out was assigned (today, 
a put-out would be credited to the catcher). This explains why the put-out total for Stoke is 26 rather than 27. 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 13 AUGUST 189010 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 1 1 6 1 1 F Barr, 1b  ...............  5 3 2 12 1 0 

Livesey, 3b  ............  5 1 1 0 1 0 J Devey, 3b-p  .........  5 1 4 1 1 1 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 1 1 0 1 0 Simon, c  .................  5 2 2 4 1 1 

Sanders, lf  ..............  4 1 1 1 0 1 W Barr, cf-3b  .........  5 1 2 0 4 2 

Colford, rf  ..............  5 1 1 4 0 1 Widdowson, lf  ........  5 1 1 0 0 0 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  3 1 0 0 6 1 Dawson, ss  .............  5 0 0 1 1 1 

Stewart, cf ..............  2 1 0 3 0 0 Brown, p-rf  ............  5 1 2 1 3 0 

Trainer, 1b  .............  4 0 0 10 0 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  4 0 1 5 1 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  4 1 1 0 4 0 Simmonds, rf-cf  .....  4 0 0 3 0 1 

   Total  ...................  36 8 6 24 13 4    Total ....................  43 9 14 27 12 6 

Preston  ...................................  0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 — 8     

Aston Villa  ..............................  4 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 X — 9     

Two-base hits—F Barr, Simon. Home runs—Maskrey, Widdowson. Stolen bases—Sanders, 
Colford, Gillespie, W Barr. First base on balls—Preston 4. First base on hit by pitcher—Preston 1. 
Struck out—Preston 1. Left on bases—Preston 6, Aston Villa 9. Double plays—W Barr and F Barr; 
Cowan. Passed balls—Simon. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h37. 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 14 AUGUST 189012 

STOKE AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Prior, 2b  .................  5 1 2 6 4 0 F Barr, 1b  ...............  4 1 1 7 0 0 

Johnson, p  .............  5 0 3 0 2 0 J Devey, 2b  .............  5 2 2 5 2 1 

Underwood, 1b  ......  3 0 0 8 0 0 Simon, c  .................  4 2 1 4 3 1 

Bartlett, c  ...............  4 2 2 3 0 1 W Barr, 3b  ..............  4 1 2 2 0 0 

Eccles, ss  ...............  3 0 1 3 2 1 Widdowson, lf  ........  4 1 2 3 0 0 

Holdford, 3b ..........  4 0 0 0 1 1 Dawson, ss  .............  4 0 0 1 2 0 

Ainsworth, cf  .........  3 1 2 1 0 0 Brown, rf  ................  4 0 3 2 0 0 

Booth, lf  ................  4 1 0 2 0 0 Cowan, p  ................  3 0 0 1 5 1 

Billings, rf  .............  3 1 0 1 0 0 W Devey, cf ............  3 1 1 2 0 0 

   Total  ...................  34 6 10 24 9 3    Total ....................  35 8 12 27 12 3 

Stoke  .......................................  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 1 — 6     

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 X — 8     

Two-base hits—Prior 2, Johnson 2, Bartlett, W Barr. Stolen bases—Stoke 3, Aston Villa 4. First base 
on balls—Stoke 4, Aston Villa 4. Struck out—Stoke 2, Aston Villa 2. Left on bases—Stoke 4, Aston 
Villa 6. Double plays—Prior and Underwood; J Devey and F Barr. Umpire—W Powner. Time—
1h20. 
 



10 – The concluding contests 
(16 to 30 August)

Britain’s pro baseball season of 1890 had reached its critical point. The Villa’s next two scheduled league 
games were in Preston, on 16 and 18 August, and a brace of wins for the Birmingham team would make 
it impossible for Maskrey’s men to overtake them in the standings.

Aston Villa at Preston (16 August)

Hogan pitched for the home team and John Devey was handed the ball for the visitors in front of 
approximately 2000 spectators. The previous evening, the sides had squared off in the second of the 
series of five exhibition games. Hogan had been rested by Maskrey in that game, while Devey had been 
used as a reliever for the Villa.1 Will Devey remained in the line-up from the Villa’s previous league 
game, against Stoke; Dawson was the absentee this time, as Simmonds returned to centre-field. Will 
Devey was placed in right-field to allow Brown to cover Dawson’s position of shortstop. Maskrey went 
with the same line-up as the one that had been defeated 9–8 by the Villa in their previous league game.2

John Devey limited the Deepdale dwellers to a single score in the top of the first, and his team 
replied with 2 runs in the bottom of the frame to edge into an early lead. In the second, though, Devey’s 
pitching was knocked around the field for 4 runs, and this time the Villa could only respond with a 
solitary tally. The sides exchanged a pair of runs in the third, which made the score 7–5 to Preston.

Cowan and Brown had both enjoyed success in the box in recent games, which gave William 
Barr more pitching options. Thus, with the aim of keeping the game tight, Brown was brought in to 
relieve Devey in the fourth. The move proved to be a disastrous one as before the Villa could retire three 
Preston players to get out of the inning, the home team had crossed the plate seven times. The visitors 
gained a run in the bottom of the fourth, and with the score 14–6 Barr opted to bring in Cowan in the 
top of the fifth as his third pitcher of the game. He too suffered a batting assault by Preston, with a 5-run 
rally being the result this time. Cowan did settle down after this and conceded just two more tallies in 
pitching the final four innings, but the Villa could only manage 3 runs of their own in this period and 
so the game ended with a resounding 21–9 defeat for the visitors.2

Preston amassed 21 hits to the Villa’s 13. Livesey and Trainer were each responsible for four of 
Preston’s haul, with the latter’s figures including a triple and a home run. Hendry and Hogan also made 
notable contributions, with both players collecting three hits. The best return among the Villans was that 
of John Devey, who drilled a double and a pair of three-baggers from five at-bats. Preston also outclassed 
their opponents in running the bases. Livesey and Hendry were especially rampant, swiping four and 
five bags, respectively.2

The home team amplified their offensive dominance through their superior handling of ground-
balls. Both teams struggled with fly-balls, though, perhaps owing to a bright sun presenting a difficult 
background. Colford, playing in right-field for Preston, was an unfortunate victim of this: with his 
vision hindered by the light, he allowed a fly-ball to slip through his hand and onto his nose. This was 
not sufficient for him to be taken out of the game, but this does not necessarily indicate that the injury 
sustained was trivial. Ballplayers of the late 19th Century were not easily removed from the battlefield, 
even if a substitute was available (the rule permitting a substitution had been introduced not long before 
Britain’s first baseball league, as described in Chapter 1).2
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Aston Villa at Preston (18 August)

In what was the second game between Preston and Aston Villa at Deepdale in the space of 3 days, the 
home team secured an even more convincing win than they had in the first, triumphing by a margin 
of 34 to 8 in the seven innings that the daylight permitted. In doing so, Preston gave William Barr 
and his reports a cause for serious reflection on their prospects of closing out the title easily. Dawson 
– who was described as having “played wretchedly” in the game on account of his four errors – had 
returned to the line-up at shortstop, pushing Brown back out to right-field in place of the departed 
Will Devey. This was the only change that had been made by either manager.3

Hendry was relentless in his assault on the base paths against both the Villa starter John Devey and 
their reliever James Cowan. In total, he stroked two singles, two doubles, and a triple to register the 
Lancashire team’s only five-hit performance of the campaign, and he supplemented this by stealing 
five bases for the second straight game. Sanders also tormented the visitors’ pitchers, accumulating 
two singles, a double, and a triple. Preston’s offensive engine was oiled by 10 free passes; in contrast, 
Hogan made the Villans earn every trip to first base by not walking or hitting a single batter. Frank 
Barr’s 3-for-4 showing was the only performance of note for the league leaders.3

Hogan’s marked superiority over his Villa opponents in the box gave the correspondent for the 
Lancashire Evening Post at the game a chance to offer the hurler strong praise; the scribe was impressed 
not only by his pitching talent but also because “he fields all balls which come his way to perfection, 
and, in addition, bats considerably above the average.”3 Hogan’s performance would have almost 
certainly been a popular topic of conversation among Deepdale’s baseball devotees that evening, but 
another subject discussed might well have been the possible cause of Aston Villa’s sudden decline in 
form. The Lancashire Evening Post journalist offered one unsympathetic conjecture:

The Birmingham men have certainly done a lot of travelling of late, but it is not this 
which has told on them, but sight-seeing and pleasuring. Added to this, all their three 
pitchers complain of their arms, and F. Barr is suffering from a slight sprain. In the matter 
of pitchers the Villa cannot, however, claim any indulgence, for they have three men who 
can occupy the box, against Hogan of Preston.3

Hogan was certainly showing remarkable durability for a newcomer to the strains of pitching, and it 
was getting to the point in the season where the importance of physical resilience was approaching 
that of natural talent in deciding the outcome of contests. Frank Barr’s injury, although played down 
by the reporter, would trouble the first baseman for the remainder of the season and provide another 
headache for his brother.4

The next game in the league schedule saw Preston entertain Stoke at Deepdale on 20 August. 
For the home team, a win would reduce Aston Villa’s league lead to a mere one-and-a-half games. The 
visitors, though, had nothing more than pride at stake: Preston’s win on 18 August had guaranteed 
Stoke a last-placed finish. Maskrey again kept the same line-up, with Hogan as hurler. Including nine 
frames that he had pitched the previous evening in the third exhibition game against Aston Villa,5 
Preston’s ace had clocked up 25 innings in the last 4 days, and in this game he added another seven 
in the box against the Stoke duo of Johnson and Eccles.6

Preston secured a 22–9 victory by outscoring Stoke in every inning except the fifth, in which 
the teams plated 4 runs each. Colford, Gillespie, and Livesey each stroked three hits, with the 
haul of the last of these players including a three-bagger. As a team, Preston swiped a remarkable 
19 bases, 14 more than their opponents managed. A triple from Stoke’s shortstop Prior, who also 
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had a single in the game, was the solitary extra-base hit conceded by Hogan. Bartlett and Eccles 
were the only Stoke men besides Prior who had multi-hit games, both of them collecting a pair 
of one-base knocks.

The following night it was Aston Villa’s turn to take on the team from the Potteries. The 
performance by the Birmingham nine would have inflicted on their manager further cause for anguish. 
Going into the bottom of the third, the Villa faced a 7–1 deficit and the prospect of having their lead 
over Preston in the standings trimmed to a single game, but at this point the weather conditions in 
Stoke became such that play had to be suspended. No further play was possible, and thus the game was 
abandoned, with the minimum number of innings for a regulation contest not having been reached.7 
Since Aston Villa and Stoke’s two abandonments back at the start of the season had not yet been made 
up, there were now three extra games between the teams that might need to be incorporated into the 
end-of-season schedule. As was noted in Sport and Play, the competition was certainly close enough for 
the league administrators to reasonably expect these matches to be played.7

With England’s wet August weather persisting, Preston and Stoke met at Deepdale on 25 August, 
the league’s next scheduled game date. An article in the following day’s Lancashire Evening Post 
summarized the negative effect of the wet conditions on the quality of play, providing observations that 
would have applied to other rain-affected contests in the league, especially those played on association 
football pitches, which did not possess the carefully laid drainage and dirt cut-outs boasted by Ley’s 
facilities at Derby:

The play at Deepdale last evening was shorn of much of its interest by the wet and 
slippery state of the ground, which prevented the batsmen getting a firm foothold, the 
base runners from starting and stopping readily, and the pitcher from handling the ball 
with anything like certainty.8

The Preston nine was unchanged from the previous encounter with Stoke. Their opponents had 
a solitary change to their line-up from the last contest, with the composition of the outfield being 
tweaked. Despite not getting underway until 5 o’clock, the teams ambitiously attempted to squeeze 
a double-header into the short period of playable light that the dark clouds overhead would offer. 
A  throng of fans numbering just under 1000 witnessed another fine display from Hogan in the first 
game. Over the first five innings, he allowed just three base-runners and 2 runs, one of them a solo 
homer struck by Bartlett. During this same period, Preston amassed 13 runs off Johnson and Holdford 
on eight hits, 11 free passes, and six Stoke errors. The prolific stealer Hendry and his team-mate Stewart 
had both swiped four bases of the team’s total of 13 up to then.8 With the contest 50 minutes old at 
this point, the unusual decision was made to call this first game as a win for Preston and move on to 
the second one, and so by 6 o’clock the players were squaring off in part two of the double-header.9 
After 30 minutes of one-way traffic the Lancashire nine led 17–1, but at this point, owing to the rain, 
an abandonment was called with the game two innings short of the five needed to make it official.8 
Morton Betts was reported to have ordered the game to be made up in 3 days’ time by turning the 
teams’ meeting at Stoke into a double-header.9 The disparity that existed in Aston Villa not also being 
asked to play double-headers against Stoke was noted in the Lancashire Evening Post.8

If that second game had been completed, Aston Villa’s lead at the top of the table would have been 
clipped to half a game. As it was, Preston sat one game back and were ratcheting up the pressure on the 
Birmingham nine. Since Derby’s withdrawal, the Lancashire team’s ace, Hogan, had risen to the position 
of the league’s star pitcher. As evidence of this, he had issued the meagre total of two free passes over 
Preston’s last five league games, despite having pitched every inning in these contests.
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Aston Villa at Stoke (27 August)

Aston Villa made the trip to Stoke on 27 August with only seven men fit enough to take the field. 
Regular shortstop Fred Dawson was one of the missing players. He had made his first appearance in 
the pitcher’s box for the Villa in the fourth exhibition game with Preston, on 22 August, but was absent 
from the line-up for the fifth game in the series, which had taken place the day before the visit to Stoke. 
This may well have been a result of stress on the body from a complete-game pitching debut. The 
other player from among the nine regulars to be unavailable in Stoke was HE Simon. He had missed all 
three exhibition games played in the 9 days since Aston Villa’s last completed league game. The reason, 
reported the Birmingham Daily Gazette, was that “his hand was badly hurt.”4

One of the few factors working in William Barr’s favour was his option of assigning pitching duties 
to the well-rested John Devey. The Villa manager moved himself from third base to first base and asked 
Frank Barr to cover for Simon as catcher, despite the hindrance caused by his brother’s persisting injury. 
Brown came in from the outfield to play third, which left a hole in right-field to go with the gap at 
Dawson’s position of shortstop. Both spots were filled by Stoke men. Batting eight and playing right-
field was William Rowley, the ex-England goalkeeper who had impressed Will C Bryan with his raw 
pitching talent at the start of the season but then disappeared from the Stoke set-up shortly thereafter.10 
Batting nine and playing shortstop was Potts, who had competed in one game for Stoke, in centre-
field, back on 21 July.11 With Simon absent, William Barr moved himself up to third in the line-up and 
promoted Widdowson to bat fourth.10

The fresh-armed Devey conceded just 3 runs and six hits over nine innings, while striking out 
six and walking only one batter. Three hits of his own and four from his manager were the major 
contributions to a team total of 14 that powered Aston Villa to an 11–3 victory. The Barr brothers 
accepted 24 of the 27 put-outs made by the Villans, with the other three chances being taken by 
Widdowson in left-field.10

In a report appearing in the Lancashire Evening Post it was noted that, according to the 
league rules, Stoke had the option to claim a forfeit victory because of Aston Villa’s borrowing of 
players.10 But they had little to gain from doing so, having already been condemned to a last-placed 
finish. Preston, however, would have viewed the matter differently, as it had serious implications 
for the championship fight. No immediate ruling was made by the league executives on Aston 
Villa’s infringement.

The focus of the league remained in Stoke as the next day Preston visited for a pair of games. 
In what was the only double-header played to a completion in the pro league, the Lancashire men 
gained a sweep. Game one finished 5–4 and game two 8–7.11 The second of these 1-run victories 
was the make-up game for the abandoned second contest on 25 August. The date and venue for the 
rearranged fixture was stated in the Preston Herald as having been decided upon by Morton Betts,9 the 
governing body’s secretary; however, it was noted in a different report that the league’s rules had been 
broken as the make-up game should have been played at the same ground as the original contest, 
namely Deepdale. If this was the case, this meant that both Aston Villa and Preston had now gained a 
victory that was not in accordance with league rulings.11

The events of recent days had left confusion surrounding the league standings. In a table counting 
all results, Aston Villa now held a lead of just half a game over Maskrey’s outfit. If Preston’s make-up 
victory was discounted and the Villa’s disputed win was overturned to become a Stoke victory, this 
would leave the teams tied at the top of the standings. Finally, if only Aston Villa were affected by 
league sanctions then it would be the Lancashire team who would top the table, with a margin of half 
a game. The last games of the season were played before a ruling had been made.
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Preston at Aston Villa (29 August)

Preston and Aston Villa met at Perry Barr on 29 August, to contest the penultimate game in the 
league schedule. The teams would return to the Birmingham ground the following day to play the 
final game. Assuming that no victories were removed or overturned and that Aston Villa were not 
requested to make up any of their three postponed games against Stoke, a win for the Birmingham 
nine in front of their home fans would be sufficient to seal the league title. Preston would not be able 
to pass the Villa in percentage of games won, which is the number that would be used to settle the 
championship in the event that the teams finished with a different number of games played.

The Lancashire team entered this crucial game on a run of six straight victories and were 
favourites to extend that streak to seven. William Barr, whose side had won only one of their last 
four league games against Preston, was forced to field another makeshift line-up. Simon’s injured 
hand had recovered sufficiently for his bat to be brought back into the line-up, but he was still not 
ready to catch and so was placed in right-field. Frank Barr continued as replacement catcher and 
William Barr and Arthur Brown remained at first and third base, respectively. Dawson was back 
in the line-up at shortstop. Perhaps feeling the need to offer a different offensive option against 
Preston, the manager flipped his brother and John Devey at the top of the order so that the latter 
was now in the lead-off spot.12

Playing “under the usual unfavourable meteorological conditions,”12 Aston Villa went into 
bat first in front of the Perry Barr grandstand and plated a score off Hogan. Preston cancelled 
this run out in the bottom of the first off Devey, and then neither team brought anyone home in 
the second. The Villans scored 2 runs to the visitors’ 1 in the next inning to move into the fourth 
frame holding a 3–2 advantage.12 Just as it seemed that this critical contest would be one to reflect 
the tightness of the season as a whole, the Villans offered an astounding flash-back to their early-
August form by piling on 10 runs in the fourth. After Devey prevented Preston eating into Aston 
Villa’s suddenly large lead in the bottom of that inning, the home team added another 5 runs in 
the fifth. By the time Preston came to bat in the bottom of the eighth, which was the last inning 
that the conditions would permit, they trailed their opponents by a score of 20–5. A brave rally 
from the Lancashire men was quashed at 6 runs, and thus, in the parlance of a Birmingham Daily 
Gazette reporter, “the home team” had “lowered the Preston colours by 20 to 11.”12 The final out 
entered into the scorebook of William Tilt signed off a victory for the Villa that gave them an 
unassailable lead in the standings, unless the league executives were to intervene on one or more 
of the outstanding questions.

The prominent figure in the victory that carried William Barr’s team over the line was the 
manager’s brother. Frank crossed the plate four times and went 4-for-5, with the replacement catcher’s 
haul including the final Perry Barr home run of 1890. Other stand-outs were Dawson, Devey, and 
Widdowson, all of whom stroked three singles in front of Birmingham’s baseball enthusiasts. A single 
and a double for Maskrey represented the visiting team’s best individual performance.12

Preston at Aston Villa (30 August)

The final scheduled game in Britain’s pro baseball league of 1890 saw Aston Villa overwhelmed by the 
visitors from Lancashire.13 But the game did not appear to have been treated by the home spectators 
as anything more than an exhibition, despite the lingering questions on which the league’s governing 
body needed to adjudicate. For instance, one report in the Birmingham press suggested that the region’s 
baseball community already considered the championship to have been settled:
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After winning hands down on Friday and securing the championship, the Villa simply 
went and grovelled in the dust before the Preston team. No doubt it was done purely out 
of generosity and a magnanimous desire to make Preston some compensation for losing 
the top place; but all the same it was disappointing to the spectators to see the last game 
thrown away; and certainly it is not conducive to the interests of baseball in Birmingham 
in the future to disgust the patrons of the game in this final show.14

The Lancashire Evening Post did not agree with the Birmingham scribe’s assertion that the game had 
been gifted to Preston, but no alternative explanation was offered for the overnight reverse in fortunes. 
The nature of Preston’s victory was described simply as having “rendered the defeat of the previous 
evening all the more unaccountable.”13

In the contest, Maskrey’s students ran up a 20–6 advantage by the end of the fifth and then 
accumulated six further tallies to finish victors by a score of 26–8. The comfortable superiority had 
arisen from cleaner fielding and a difference in class on the base-paths: the visitors committed four 
errors to the home team’s 10 and swiped 14 bags to the hosts’ one. Preston amassed 17 hits in the 
contest, but the fact that Aston Villa also thumped out 17 hits suggests that the match was not gifted 
to Preston in the way that the Birmingham journalist had described. Players collecting three hits 
in the game were Brown, Dawson, and Widdowson for the Villa and Sanders and Trainer for the 
Lancashire nine. The offensive dominance of these domestic players was a fitting end to a league 
in which coaching envoys from the United States were charged with nurturing British talent. The 
contest, noted the Birmingham Daily Gazette, was the marker post for the end of the envoys’ “course 
of tuition.” They had deposited their baseball wisdom, but would take back “a decidedly gloomy 
impression of the English climate,” it was observed.12 In The Sportsman, the final week’s weather was 
described as simply having been “wretched for baseball.”15

While the newspapers that had followed the pro baseball league were now wrapping up their coverage, 
one question still needed to be answered: Which team should be awarded the title? The Sportsman was 
among the publications noting a need for a final adjudication from the league’s governing body:

The struggle for the Championship pennant of the National Baseball League of Great 
Britain has proved as close and exciting as anybody could possibly have wished. Indeed, 
matters are so close and complicated that the intervention of the board of management 
will be required.15

A decision on the championship victors would not be made until the league executives had met on 
3 September in Birmingham.13

Summary and league standings

Without any intervention from the league, Aston Villa would finish with a proportion won of .680, 
compared with Preston’s .643. In the Sporting Life, it was commented that if Aston Villa had a win wiped 
off for completing their line-up against Stoke with two men from their opponents and if Preston were 
deprived of their win in the make-up game played at the wrong venue, then Aston Villa would still 
finish on top.16 This was true, but the same cannot be said of an additional contention, which posited 
that even if Aston Villa were the only team to lose a win they would even be champions then.16 The 
calculation to support this was made by giving Aston Villa a 16–8 record instead of their 17–8 record. 
However, the win could technically have been overturned and given to Stoke, in which case Aston 
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Villa’s record would be amended to 16–9 for a proportion won of .640. A ruling of this nature would 
have handed Preston the title, and it is not implausible that the league could have opted for this logic. 
After all, Aston Villa’s breach of the rules was a clear-cut one, while the idea for Preston and Stoke 
to make up their rain-out at a different venue, for the sake of convenience, seemed to have come 
from Morton Betts himself. Instead, however, the league’s governing body opted to take the opposite 
course of action when they met on 3 September: Preston’s victory over Stoke was stricken from the 
record, while the Villa’s win was allowed to stand.17 An “interested spectator” at this meeting was Albert 
Spalding, the major shareholder in the league.18

Aston Villa were, thus, finally crowned as Britain’s first league champions. The Lancashire Evening 
Post noted that the emblem of the title would be a “large pennant or streamer, with name of the club 
and the year conspicuously marked thereon, which the winners will fly from the flagstaff on their 
grounds.”17 In addition, the Aston Villa players were to receive “medals or badges.”17 

The Birmingham Daily Gazette signed off the season with praise for the Aston Villa coaching 
staff: “Captain Barr has been indefatigable, and the results he has produced are remarkable for so 
young a manager. He has been loyally supported by Mr Frank Barr and Mr Simon.”14 Appended 
to this expression of local pride was a note of genuine consolation offered to Preston, the 
second-placed team: “Great praise is due to Captain Mask[rey] for the way in which he had 
coached the team single-handed, and the splendid ball players he has turned out, Hendry being 
undoubtedly the finest English player.”14 Maskrey’s efforts were rewarded by his team at an end-
of-season presentation:

Very little time was at the disposal of those who had taken the presentation in hand, but 
the appeal was very readily responded to, and the result was that a valuable gold chain was 
purchased for presentation to Mr. Maskrey.19

Individual leaders

Batting
Appendix C provides end-of-season statistics, including a separate table for Derby players. In the batting 
statistics for the first month of the season, Stoke’s Charles Bartlett had headed the list of averages with 
.479, but he had slipped down the standings to finish the season joint 18th with .316, in part owing 
to the period of illness he had endured. Similarly, the second-placed hitter in the early-season statistics, 
who was Jimmy Trainer (.400) of Preston, had seen his average fall to .356 and eighth position. Trainer 
had been the only domestic player among the top-five hitters after the first month of competition, but 
by the end of the season the list was dominated by the names of the students rather than those of their 
coaches and other imported players.

FINAL LEAGUE STANDINGS FOR 189017 

 
Games 
played 

Games 
won 

Games 
lost 

Proportion 
won 

Games 
back 

Aston Villa  ....................................................  25 17 8 .680 – 

Preston  .........................................................  27 17 10 .630 1.0 

Stoke  .............................................................  24 4 20 .167 12.5 
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At the very top of the list, with an end-of-season batting average of .428, was Aston Villa’s John 
Devey (pictured in Figure 10.1). In second place was Devey’s catcher, HE Simon, who finished with a 
figure of .425. Devey had managed only one hit from his six at-bats on the final day of the season. Simon 
also had six at-bats, and a haul of three hits would have been sufficient to snatch the batting title from 
his team-mate’s grasp, but he managed to pick up only two. Behind the Villa battery in the rankings was 
the Preston duo of William Hendry (.406) and Thomas Livesey (.389). Completing the top five was 
Stoke’s James Prior (.376). The third Villan in the list was Harry Widdowson (.369; seventh), and behind 
him were James Cowan (.353; ninth), Fred Dawson (.340; equal 13th), Frank Barr (.319; 16th), William 
Barr (.314; 20th), Arthur Brown (.312; 21st), Joey Simmonds (.277; 23rd), and Will Devey (.250; 26th).

Figure 10.1: A photograph of John Devey from 1891 (courtesy of the National Archives).

Pitching wins
Fielding statistics, like batting statistics, were presented at the end of the season in contemporaneous 
sources and are reproduced in Appendix C. Statistics for pitching, in contrast, were not handled with 
the same sense of importance at the time. It has thus been necessary here to refer to the box scores and 
reports for each game to establish which pitcher garnered the most wins in the season.
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The player with the most victories in the box was John Devey, who finished the season with a 13–11 
win–loss record. Behind him were Hogan (12–12) of Preston and Reidenbach (10–4) and Presbury (9–1) of 
Derby. It should be noted that source material was inadequate for establishing the winning pitcher in three 
games involving Preston. In one of these, Hogan was not playing, and the other two constituted the double-
header in which one of the games had been stricken from the record. Preston did win the remaining legal 
game of that double-header, but even if Hogan was the pitcher of record he would have finished the season 
with 13 wins and 12 losses, which was still inferior to Devey. Therefore, it can be confidently stated that the 
local star for the Birmingham nine added the league’s best win–loss record to his batting championship.

Notable performances
Appendix D provides lists of complete-game performances by pitchers yielding three hits or fewer, 
games in which a pitcher gained at least 15 strike-outs, performances in which batters collected five 
or more hits, and games in which players hit more than one home run or accumulated at least 10 total 
bases with the bat. The batting feats lists are dominated by Aston Villa players.

Aston Villa’s box scores between 16 and 30 August

The box scores for the games covered in this chapter are presented in this section. See Appendix A for 
box scores of league games not featuring Aston Villa.

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 16 AUGUST 18901 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 4 3 2 3 0 F Barr, 1b  ............... 5 0 1 9 0 0 

Livesey, 3b  ............  6 2 4 3 0 1 J Devey, p-ss-2b  ..... 5 2 3 4 2 1 

Maskrey, c  .............  7 2 2 6 1 0 Simon, c  ................. 4 2 2 5 2 3 

Sanders, lf  ..............  6 1 2 0 0 2 W Barr, 3b  .............. 5 2 2 3 2 1 

Colford, rf  ..............  6 1 1 1 1 1 Widdowson, lf  ........ 4 1 0 3 1 0 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  6 2 2 3 2 1 Brown, ss-p-ss  ....... 5 0 1 0 3 2 

Stewart, cf  ..............  4 2 1 1 1 1 Cowan, 2b-p  .......... 5 0 0 2 0 3 

Trainer, 1b  .............  6 5 4 11 0 0 W Devey, rf  ............ 5 1 1 0 1 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  6 2 3 0 2 0 Simmonds, cf  ......... 5 1 3 1 0 1 

   Total  ...................  52 21 22 27 10 6    Total  ................... 43 9 13 27 11 11 

Preston  ..................................  1 4 2 7 5 1 1 0 0 — 21     

Aston Villa  .............................  2 1 2 1 0 0 0 3 0 — 9     

Two-base hits—Sanders, J Devey, Simon, W Barr. Three-base hits—Trainer, F Barr, J Devey 2. Home 
runs—Trainer. Stolen bases—Hendry 5, Livesey 4, Maskrey 2, Sanders, Colford, Gillespie 2, Stewart, 
Trainer, Hogan, W Barr 3, Widdowson. First base on balls—Preston 8, Aston Villa 1. Struck out—
Preston 4, Aston Villa 5. Left on bases—Preston 9, Aston Villa 7. Double plays—Cowan and W Barr. 
Wild pitches—J Devey. Passed balls—Simon 4. Umpire—F Brown. Time—2h05. 
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 18 AUGUST 18903 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  7 6 5 1 1 0 F Barr, 1b  ............... 4 2 3 11 0 1 

Livesey, 3b  ............  4 4 2 0 0 2 J Devey, p-2b  ......... 4 1 1 0 2 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  7 4 3 3 0 0 Simon, c  ................. 4 1 2 0 4 2 

Sanders, lf  ..............  7 4 4 2 0 0 W Barr, 3b  .............. 4 1 1 0 1 3 

Colford, rf  ..............  5 3 2 0 1 0 Widdowson, lf  ........ 4 1 2 1 0 0 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  6 3 1 3 3 1 Dawson, ss  ............. 4 1 1 0 0 4 

Stewart, cf  ..............  3 4 0 2 0 0 Brown, rf  ................ 4 1 2 3 0 1 

Trainer, 1b  .............  6 2 2 10 0 0 Cowan, 2b-p  .......... 4 0 1 3 4 1 

Hogan, p  ...............  5 4 2 0 2 0 Simmonds, cf  ......... 4 0 0 3 0 0 

   Total  ...................  50 34 21 21 7 3    Total  ................... 36 8 13 21 11 12 

Preston  ..................................  5 3 2 7 1 9 7 — 34       

Aston Villa  .............................  3 0 0 0 0 5 0 — 8       

Two-base hits—Hendry 2, Sanders, Widdowson. Three-base hits—Hendry, Sanders, Colford, 
Trainer. Stolen bases—Hendry 5, Livesey 2, Maskrey 2, Sanders, Colford 2, Gillespie 2, Stewart 3, 
Widdowson. First base on balls—Preston 9. First base on hit by pitcher—Preston 1. Struck out—
Aston Villa 2. Left on bases—Preston 5, Aston Villa 6. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h37. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 27 AUGUST 189010 

STOKE AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Prior, ss  .................  4 1 1 1 2 0 F Barr, c  .................  4 1 0 8 1 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  4 0 0 2 1 1 J Devey, p  ..............  5 3 3 0 12 0 

Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 0 9 0 1 W Barr, 1b  ..............  5 2 4 16 0 0 

Bartlett, c  ...............  4 1 2 6 2 1 Widdowson, lf  ........  4 1 1 3 0 0 

Eccles, p  ................  4 1 1 3 8 1 Brown, 3b  ..............  4 1 0 0 3 0 

Johnson, cf  ............  4 0 1 0 0 0 Cowan, 2b  ..............  5 3 2 0 4 1 

Holdford, 3b ..........  4 0 1 0 0 3 Simmonds, cf  .........  5 0 2 0 0 0 

Ainsworth, rf  .........  3 0 0 1 0 0 Rowley, rf  ...............  5 0 0 0 0 0 

Booth, lf  ................  2 0 0 2 0 0 Potts, ss  ..................  3 0 2 0 1 0 

   Total  ...................  33 3 6 24 13 7    Total ....................  40 11 14 27 21 1 

Stoke  .......................................  0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 — 3     

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 0 3 0 1 0 1 4 X — 11     

Two-base hits—Johnson. Three-base hits—Prior. Stolen bases—Stoke 4, Aston Villa 5. First base 
on balls—Stoke 1, Aston Villa 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Aston Villa 2. Struck out—Stoke 6, 
Aston Villa 1. Left on bases—Stoke 3, Aston Villa 8. Double plays—Eccles and Underwood. 
Umpire—W Powner. Time—1h20. 
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PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 30 AUGUST 189013 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

J Devey, p-rf  ..........  6 1 1 1 7 0 Hendry, 2b  ............. 6 2 1 2 6 1 

F Barr, c-1b ............  5 0 0 6 1 0 Livesey, 3b  ............. 6 5 2 3 4 0 

Simon, rf-c  .............  6 1 2 1 0 3 Maskrey, c  ............. 6 3 2 3 1 0 

W Barr, 1b-3b  ........  5 0 2 10 1 3 Sanders, lf  .............. 6 5 3 1 0 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  5 0 3 3 0 0 Colford, rf  .............. 6 1 2 4 1 2 

Dawson, ss  ............  5 1 3 0 2 2 Gillespie, ss  ............ 5 3 1 1 5 1 

Brown, 3b-p ...........  4 3 3 0 2 2 Trainer, 1b  ............. 6 4 3 13 0 0 

Cowan, 2b  .............  5 1 2 0 2 0 Stewart, cf  .............. 6 2 2 0 0 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  4 1 1 3 0 0 Hogan, p ................ 5 1 1 0 2 0 

   Total  ...................  45 8 17 24 15 10    Total  ................... 52 26 17 27 19 4 

Aston Villa  .............................  2 1 0 1 2 0 1 0 1 — 8     

Preston  ..................................  6 4 2 1 7 3 2 1 X — 26     

Two-base hits—Sanders, Trainer, Hogan. Three-base hits—Simon, Maskrey, Colford, Stewart. 
Sacrifice hits—W Barr. Stolen bases—Simmonds, Hendry 2, Livesey 3, Sanders 2, Colford, Gillespie 2, 
Trainer 3, Stewart. First base on balls—Aston Villa 2, Preston 3. First base on hit by pitcher—F Barr, 
Livesey. Struck out—Aston Villa 1, Preston 1. Left on bases—Aston Villa 12, Preston 5. Time—1h41. 
 

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 29 AUGUST 189012 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

J Devey, p  ..............  5 3 3 0 6 1 Hendry, 2b  ............. 5 4 1 6 2 2 

F Barr, c  ................  5 4 4 5 0 0 Livesey, 3b  ............. 4 2 0 3 0 0 

Simon, rf  ................  6 2 2 1 0 1 Maskrey, c  ............. 5 1 2 2 3 2 

W Barr, 1b  .............  6 2 2 13 0 1 Sanders, lf ............... 4 2 2 0 0 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  6 2 3 0 0 0 Colford, rf  .............. 5 0 1 2 0 1 

Dawson, ss  ............  6 3 3 0 2 4 Gillespie, ss  ............ 5 0 1 0 0 1 

Brown, 3b  ..............  4 1 2 1 3 0 Trainer, 1b  ............. 5 1 1 9 1 1 

Cowan, 2b  .............  5 1 2 1 1 1 Stewart, cf  .............. 3 0 0 1 1 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  5 2 2 3 0 0 Hogan, p ................ 4 1 0 1 6 0 

   Total  ...................  48 20 23 24 12 8    Total  ................... 40 11 8 24 13 7 

Aston Villa  .............................  1 0 2 10 5 2 0 0 — 20      

Preston  ..................................  1 0 1 0 1 0 2 6 — 11      

Two-base hits—Maskrey. Three-base hits—Brown, Simmonds, Colford. Home runs—F Barr. Stolen 
bases—F Barr, Widdowson, Cowan, Hendry 3, Livesey, Maskrey, Sanders, Trainer 2. First base on 
balls—J Devey, F Barr, Brown, Livesey, Sanders, Stewart. Struck out—Aston Villa 1, Preston 3. Left 
on bases—Aston Villa 7, Preston 8. Umpire—A Cooknell. Time—1h40. Scorer—W Tilt. 
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11 – The Aston Villa–Preston
exhibition series

In addition to their contests in Britain’s pro baseball league of 1890, Aston Villa and Preston 
competed in a series of exhibition games during the closing weeks of the season. The potential 
for the league schedule to accommodate demonstration games in order to bring the new game 
to a wider audience had been discussed from late spring.1,2 Aston Villa’s player–manager William 
Barr described the plan as follows:

As there will not be a League match every day it is the intention to send the professional 
teams to various towns in England and Scotland and thus promote a wider interest in 
the game. Scarborough and other noted seaside resorts will be visited in this way in the 
height of the season, and as these places are thronged with visitors from all over the 
United Kingdom, the exhibitions cannot fail to have a good effect.1

The arrangement of exhibition contests was rightly viewed as an important step in the growth of 
baseball in Britain, since the majority of amateur clubs would not otherwise have been afforded an 
opportunity to see the game being played by a team of instructed athletes.3

During the first 7 weeks of the season, the only attempt made to develop baseball in this 
manner was an occasional game between one of the professional outfits and an amateur team 
(on 5 August, for instance, Preston defeated a Liverpool nine 46–8 in front of an estimated 
100 spectators).4 The desire to stage a strong programme of exhibition contests seemed to have 
withered. However, the withdrawal of Derby in early August opened up additional gaps in the 
schedule, and the idea was revived.3

With their battle in the baseball league amplifying the established rivalry that existed between 
the teams in association football, Preston and Aston Villa were logically chosen as the contestants 
for a series of exhibition games slotted into August’s diminished league schedule. Three destinations 
in the series – Blackburn, Bolton, and Liverpool – were within a 30-mile radius of Preston. In 
addition, the teams were scheduled to visit the Scottish city of Glasgow, as well as Middlesbrough, 
which was a principal site in the burgeoning amateur baseball scene of north-east England. The 
proposed trips to Scarborough and other traditional seaside get-aways had been abandoned. The 
league’s governing body had decided that the chance to sow seeds in strongholds for association 
football, as the five destinations were, was of greater importance than the opportunity to attract 
large crowds from among swarming holidaymakers.5 Even so, the series succeeded in attracting 
some reasonably large assemblages of spectators. The contests were of a high-scoring nature, which 
would have appealed to many newcomers to the sport, and one observer wrote that the games were 
gaining baseball “an army of friends.”6

Game one, in Bolton (12 August)

The nines instructed by William Barr and Leech Maskrey commenced their exhibition series at the 
ground of Bolton Wanderers Football Club, aided by favourable weather conditions but hindered 
by a poorly prepared field of long grass.5 A crowd of approximately 1500 watched Preston’s ace, 
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Hogan, and Cowan of the Birmingham nine release alternate bursts of fire from the box. In the 
early stages of the game, the men from the Midlands were more successful in greeting these 
projectiles with the barrel of their bats. By the completion of the fifth frame the Villa had built 
an 11–0 lead. In the sixth, though, Cowan conceded a pair of runs and was relieved by Brown. 
With the light fading, the Birmingham team did not score in the bottom of that inning; nor could 
they bring men home in the next two frames. In contrast, Maskrey’s pupils were able to answer 
Brown’s pitching with 5 runs in the seventh and 4 runs in the eighth. Devey was brought into 
the box in place of Brown in the ninth inning, but this did not check the run-scoring, as Preston 
crossed the plate six more times.5

With Preston leading 17–11 and Aston Villa needing an unlikely rally in the bottom of the ninth 
just to stay in the contest, the umpire decided that the conditions had become too dark for play. As the 
ninth inning was incomplete, it would not count; therefore, the game was reset to its score of 11–11 at 
the end of the eighth and called a tie.5

Widdowson punched four hits from five at-bats to lead the Villans’ offence. For Preston, there 
were two batting highlights: a 3-for-4 performance by Hogan and Colford’s conversion of five at-
bats into a double and a triple.5 Box scores for this contest and the other games in the exhibition 
series can be found at the end of the chapter.

Game two, in Blackburn (15 August)

Alexandra Meadows in Blackburn was the venue for the second game in the exhibition series, 
and the field was described in the Lancashire Evening Post as “the best the teams have played on in 
this country.”7 The weather was fair once more, and the attendance was again estimated at 1500. 
Cowan returned to the box as starting pitcher for the Villa, but his rival was a new name on 
Preston’s roster, that of the professional cricket player Jack Crossland.

Having started his working life as a coal miner, Crossland first gained employment as a 
cricketer in 1876, the year he turned 24, and soon after joined the Lancashire county cricket 
team.8 In a brief biography, he is noted to have been “a most effective fast bowler” but with an 
action “considered by many to be a pure throw.”8 His release may have thus been more like that 
of a pitcher in baseball than a bowler in cricket. In one of his most distinguished performances 
in England’s traditional summer pastime, Crossland led the Liverpool and District bowling attack 
against a touring Australian national team in 1882 by taking seven of the 10 wickets.9 He spent 
the second part of the 1880s with East Lancashire,8 playing home matches at Alexandra Meadows, 
the venue for Blackburn’s baseball exhibition game.10 Crossland had been trialled as a pitcher 
during one of the Preston practice sessions that Leech Maskrey led.7

For much of the contest it looked like Preston’s debutant in the box would pick up the win 
over Aston Villa, for whom James Cowan was the starting pitcher and John Devey the reliever. A 
run in the bottom of the seventh for Maskrey’s men gave them a 12–8 advantage with two frames 
left. It was at this point that the inexperienced Crossland “showed signs of tiring, and was hit 
about.”7 The Villans plated 7 runs in the eighth and brought two more men home in the ninth. 
The final score was 17–13 in favour of the Midlands party, who – by drawing first blood – had 
left their adversaries needing to win all of the remaining contests in the series to secure overall 
victory (assuming no more tied games).7

The catchers Simon and Maskrey each had four hits in the game, but the most 
notable performance was arguably that of Simmonds, ninth-placed hitter for the Villa, who 
legged out two triples as well as connecting for a single.7



The Aston Villa–Preston exhibition series   131

Game three, in Glasgow (19 August)

The Glasgow Herald took great interest in the first baseball game between British pro teams on 
Scottish soil, publishing both a preview article and a game report.11,12 In the preview, the following 
recommendation was made in relation to the prospects of baseball being grown in Britain through the 
exhibition series:

[I]t would be well that as many as possibly can who occupy positions of responsibility 
in our football clubs should be present to-morrow, and form for themselves an 
unbiased opinion of the merits of the game, and of the possibility of it ever becoming 
popular in Scotland.11

The baseball delegation made its way to Glasgow’s Hampden Park, the ground of Queen’s Park 
Football Club,11,12 where an estimated 2000 spectators assembled for the evening contest. Aston Villa’s 
nine included the fourth member of the Devey family to be selected by Barr during the course of 
the season, with “A Devey” being a new entry in the box score, in right-field.12 This player may have 
been John’s 17-year-old brother Abel, a developing cricketer who would later go on to represent the 
Staffordshire county team.13

Cowan and Hogan both went the distance in the contest, but only the Preston man avoided the 
effects of fatigue. In the early stages, Aston Villa held a 2–0 lead and then nullified a trio of tallies from 
their opponents with a 3-run flourish that made the score 5–3 after three frames. Here the pitchers’ 
paths diverged: Cowan yielded 15 run over the remainder of the game, while Hogan completed his 
opponents’ row in the line score with six straight zeroes. Maskrey led his team’s offence in the 18–5 
victory by weighing in with four hits for a second straight game in the exhibition series.12

Game four, in Middlesbrough (22 August)

Linthorpe Road, the ground of Middlesbrough Football Club,14 welcomed an estimated 1500 
spectators for the evening game between Aston Villa and Preston. Both managers opted for untried 
pitchers, with Dawson throwing for the Villa and Sanders entering the box for the Lancashire nine. 
An injury ruled Simon out of the contest, and guesting in his position behind the plate was Charles 
Bartlett of Stoke.15

Middlesbrough was a locale showing potential for a mushrooming in baseball interest, and this 
promise for a growth in the game would probably have been aided by the back-and-forth nature 
of the contest between the visiting pro teams. Aston Villa went into bat first and plated 2 runs, but 
Preston landed a 4-run counter-punch in the bottom of the first frame. The Birmingham nine’s 
response was immediate as they brought five men home in the top of the second, and in the top of 
the next inning they extended their advantage to 8–4. Another 4-run burst from the Lancashire outfit 
tied the score in the bottom of the third. Barr’s men opened up a lead once more in the top of the 
fifth with a pair of tallies, but a 5-run reply from Preston in the bottom of the frame ensured that this 
was short-lived. The teams exchanged a run over the next two innings, and then Aston Villa scored 
twice in the top of the eighth to reduce Preston’s lead to 14–13. This became 17–13 in the bottom 
of the eighth and the Villa had no answer in the game’s final set of at-bats.15

The day after the game in Middlesbrough, Aston Villa and Preston played a demonstration 
game that was not considered a part of the baseball-promoting exhibition series, since it was played 
at Deepdale, a venue used in the league. The game formed part of an event called North End 
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Sports, which was an annual festival of sport at Deepdale. Preston triumphed 13–9 in five innings.16 
The contest was mistakenly billed in the Preston Chronicle and Lancashire Advertiser as being a play-off to 
split a tie in the league championship, which was perhaps a scheme to attract more spectators.17

Game five, in Liverpool (26 August)

Liverpool’s Police Athletic Ground hosted the final game of the exhibition series, in which Aston Villa 
hoped to secure a series-levelling victory. The enclosure was described as being “capacious” and having 
“level, closely-clipped turf,”18 but recent rain had left the ground “wet and heavy.”19 Hogan threw for 
Preston, while the Villa pitcher was Brown in a battery that was completed once more by Bartlett of Stoke. 
Aston Villa also had a Preston man among their ranks, with William McKennie covering the absence of 
Fred Dawson.19 McKennie was a Scottish-born association footballer with Preston North End.20

Maskrey’s troupe opened the scoring in the bottom of the first frame and never surrendered 
their lead. The game was won 15–8 and thus the series too, 3–1. The players most hindered by the 
wet conditions were the left-fielders, Widdowson and Sanders, for whom an “almost ankle deep” pool 
of water presented an aquatic obstacle in the area of the grass they were responsible for covering. 
Widdowson endured the greater struggle and at one point fell into the water, “much to the amusement 
of the spectators.”19 He made a better impression when on the drier ground around home plate, though, 
being one of a trio of Villans to pick up three hits in the game. Only Livesey in the Preston line-up 
bettered this, with four hits coming from his five at-bats.

The game was described in the Liverpool Mercury as having been “watched with critical attention, 
but rais[ing] little demonstration of appreciation.”18 This was probably due to Liverpool being a nucleus 
for the traditional English bat and ball game of rounders,18 with the Liverpool Rounders Association 
being strongly represented in the crowd.19 An initiative planned to help fertilize baseball’s seed in an area 
showing opposition to its introduction was the proposal for a game to be played immediately afterward 
between representatives from the local association football clubs of Bootle and Everton. Unfortunately, 
these players were unable to take the field as the light had become too poor for play by the time the 
exhibition game had been completed. The horizon did not appear to hold promise for the immediate 
future of the sport in this part of Britain, but some years later Liverpool would become a major hub in 
the British baseball scene.

Box scores for the Aston Villa–Preston exhibition series

The box scores for the Aston Villa–Preston exhibition series are presented in this section.
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PLAYED IN BLACKBURN ON 15 AUGUST 18907 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  5 1 0 11 0 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  4 3 2 3 2 1 

J Devey, 2b-p  .........  6 1 0 3 2 0 Livesey, 3b  .............  5 1 2 2 5 1 

Simon, c  ................  6 3 4 5 0 1 Maskrey, c  .............  5 3 4 0 0 0 

W Barr, 3b  .............  5 3 2 2 2 0 Sanders, lf  ..............  6 2 2 1 0 0 

Widdowson, lf  .......  5 2 0 1 0 0 Colford, rf  ..............  6 1 1 2 1 0 

W Devey, rf  ...........  5 1 1 1 0 0 Gillespie, ss  ............  5 2 3 1 3 1 

Brown, ss  ...............  5 2 3 0 4 2 Stewart, cf  ..............  5 1 1 2 0 1 

Cowan, p-2b  ..........  4 2 2 0 3 1 Trainer, 1b  .............  5 0 3 16 0 1 

Simmonds, cf  ........  5 2 3 4 0 2 Crossland, p  ...........  5 0 1 0 5 1 

   Total  ...................  46 17 15 27 11 6    Total ....................  46 13 19 27 16 6 

Aston Villa  ..............................  3 1 1 0 3 0 0 7 2 — 17     

Preston  ...................................  6 1 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 — 13     

Two-base hits—Simon, W Barr. Three-base hits—Brown, Simmonds 2, Hendry, Colford, Gillespie, 
Stewart. Stolen bases—Aston Villa 8, Preston 8. First base on balls—Aston Villa 2, Preston 2. First 
base on hit by pitcher—Aston Villa 2. Struck out—Preston 5. Left on bases—Aston Villa 4, Preston 
9. Passed balls—Simon 3. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h45. 
 

PLAYED IN BOLTON ON 12 AUGUST 18905 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 1 0 1 1 2 F Barr, 1b  ............... 5 2 1 18 0 1 

Livesey, 3b  ............  5 2 1 2 1 1 J Devey, 2b  ............. 5 0 2 2 6 1 

Maskrey, c  .............  5 1 0 3 0 0 Simon, c  ................. 5 0 0 1 1 0 

Sanders, lf  ..............  4 1 1 1 0 1 W Barr, 3b  .............. 5 1 1 0 3 1 

Colford, rf  ..............  5 0 2 1 0 0 Widdowson, lf  ........ 5 1 4 0 0 0 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  5 0 0 0 5 0 Dawson, ss  ............. 5 2 1 2 2 5 

Stewart, cf  ..............  4 2 1 4 0 1 Brown, rf-cf-p  ........ 5 2 1 0 2 0 

Trainer, 1b  .............  4 1 1 11 0 0 Cowan, p-rf  ............ 4 2 0 1 3 2 

Hogan, p  ...............  4 3 3 1 1 1 W Devey, cf-rf-cf  .... 4 1 1 0 0 1 

   Total  ...................  41 11 9 24 8 6    Total  ................... 43 11 11 24 17 11 

Preston  ..................................  0 0 0 0 0 2 5 4 — 11      

Aston Villa  .............................  1 3 2 0 5 0 0 0 — 11      

Two-base hits—Livesey, Colford, Stewart. Three-base hits—Colford, F Barr. Sacrifice hits—Simon. 
Stolen bases—Hendry, Livesey, Maskrey, Sanders, Colford, Stewart, Hogan, F Barr 2, J Devey, 
Dawson 2. First base on balls—Livesey 2, Sanders. First base on hit by pitcher—F Barr. Struck 
out—Sanders. Left on bases—Preston 7, Aston Villa 7. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h35. 
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PLAYED IN GLASGOW ON 19 AUGUST 189012 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  7 2 2 1 5 0 F Barr, 1b  ...............  5 0 2 13 0 0 

Livesey, 3b  ............  5 4 1 0 1 0 J Devey, 2b  .............  5 0 0 4 1 1 

Maskrey, c  .............  6 2 4 4 0 2 W Barr, c  ................  4 2 2 4 2 2 

Sanders, lf  ..............  7 1 3 3 0 1 Widdowson, lf  ........  5 2 0 0 0 0 

Colford, rf  ..............  6 1 1 1 1 0 Dawson, ss  .............  4 1 2 2 3 1 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  6 0 2 1 4 0 Brown, 3b  ..............  4 0 1 2 6 0 

Stewart, cf ..............  4 2 1 1 1 1 Cowan, p  ................  4 0 0 0 2 0 

Trainer, 1b  .............  4 3 3 13 0 1 A Devey, rf  .............  4 0 1 1 0 2 

Hogan, p  ...............  6 3 3 3 3 0 Simmonds, cf  .........  4 0 2 1 0 4 

   Total  ...................  51 18 20 27 15 5    Total ....................  39 5 10 27 14 10 

Preston  ...................................  0 0 3 4 0 3 0 3 5 — 18     

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 — 5     

 

PLAYED IN MIDDLESBROUGH ON 22 AUGUST 189014 

Aston Villa  ..............................  2 5 1 0 2 1 0 2 0 — 13     

Preston  ...................................  4 0 4 0 5 0 1 3 X — 17     

Aston Villa—Dawson (p), Bartlett (c), F Barr, W Barr, Widdowson, Devey, Brown, Cowan, 
Simmonds. Preston—Sanders (p), Maskrey (c), Hendry, Livesey, Colford, Gillespie, Stewart, 
Dobson, Hogan. 
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PLAYED IN LIVERPOOL ON 26 AUGUST 189019 

ASTON VILLA AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

F Barr, 1b  ..............  4 2 3 13 0 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  4 1 2 5 5 1 

J Devey, ss  .............  5 1 3 1 8 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  5 2 4 0 3 0 

W Barr, 3b  .............  4 0 1 1 1 1 Maskrey, c  .............  5 1 1 3 1 1 

Bartlett, c  ...............  4 1 0 3 3 2 Sanders, lf  ..............  3 1 0 0 0 0 

Brown, p  ................  5 1 1 0 2 0 Trainer, 1b  .............  5 1 1 16 0 0 

Cowan, 2b  .............  4 1 0 4 1 1 Gillespie, ss  ............  5 2 3 1 3 0 

Simmonds, cf  ........  5 1 1 0 0 0 Stewart, cf  ..............  5 3 2 1 0 2 

Widdowson, lf  .......  5 1 3 1 0 0 Dobson, rf  ..............  5 2 3 1 1 1 

McKennie, rf  .........  4 0 2 1 0 0 Hogan, p  ................  5 2 3 0 5 1 

   Total  ...................  40 8 14 24 15 5    Total ....................  42 15 19 27 18 6 

Aston Villa  ..............................  0 0 0 2 0 0 3 3 0 — 8     

Preston  ...................................  2 1 0 0 1 3 7 1 X — 15     

Two-base hits—F Barr, Hendry, Gillespie, Stewart. Three-base hits—Gillespie. Home runs—
Maskrey. Stolen bases—W Barr, Bartlett, Cowan, Hendry 4, Livesey 2, Sanders, Stewart. First base 
on balls—Aston Villa 2, Preston 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Brown. Struck out—Aston Villa 1. 
Left on bases—Aston Villa 9, Preston 6. Passed balls—Bartlett. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h40. 
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12 – Reflections on the 1890 pro league

Among all the facets of the 1890 pro league, only one has received enduring attention from baseball 
writers: the ruling on imported pitching and Derby’s resulting withdrawal. This manifestation of the 
league’s creaking existence provides a suitable beginning for a chapter of reflections.

Imported pitching and Derby’s withdrawal

In a dispatch to the Sporting Life penned less than a week after Derby’s official abandonment of the 
competition, player–manager Will Bryan argued that no team could catch his team’s proportion of 
games won, and his tone carried the implication that Derby should be considered the real champions.1 
The supporting logic mirrored Morton Betts’s intimation – mentioned in Chapter 8 – that Derby’s 
withdrawal was timed to coincide with the team securing an unassailable lead in the standings. The 
sentiment that Bryan’s men had secured the championship before they pulled out was echoed in 
the 1891 Spalding’s Official Base Ball Guide,2 and it has been repeated in several historical accounts 
published more recently, including British Baseball and the West Ham Club.3 But the view was not 
universally accepted in 1890.

Around the time of Bryan’s article for the Sporting Life on the subject, William Barr offered the 
same newspaper an alternative view. He felt that his team was “crawling up on Derby hand over hand” 
and that “there was an excellent prospect of an exciting finish.”4 While this may have been a partisan 
assessment of the Birmingham nine’s chance of catching Derby, it does suggest that the title was yet to 
have been secured. But which contention was correct: the belief initially expressed by Bryan and then 
embedded by repetition over the years, or the view put forward by Barr?

Derby finished with a 19–6 record, and thus a proportion won of .760 (the disputed games from 
the climax of the Reidenbach saga were only stricken from the record as part of Derby’s complete 
removal from the league standings). Aston Villa were the next team in the table, and the rearranged 
schedule would have allowed them at best to convert their 15–9 showing at the time of Derby’s 
departure into a 28–9 record, equivalent to a proportion won of .757. Bryan was thus at least partially 
correct. However, had Derby continued in the league, it is possible that their proportion of games won 
would have been lower than .760 by the end of the season, and this is why Barr considered Aston Villa 
to still have been in the hunt. This fact has been lost over time, and it is important, therefore, to state here 
that while Derby might have been favourites to win the championship, they had not already secured 
the title by the time they withdrew.

Another topic relating to Derby’s withdrawal that merits discussion is the question of whether 
the incident, on balance, caused more harm or benefit to the league. The major harm was the damage 
inflicted to the perception in the press and among the public of a league billing itself as a professional 
competition. The argument was pitched most forcefully – and most eloquently – by a scribe for the 
Birmingham Daily Post, whose condemnation of the event was such that the word “championship” does 
not once appear outside of mocking quote marks.

The small and unimportant body with the pretentious title of the National Baseball 
League are just passing through a crisis, as the refusal of Mr. Ley, the proprietor of the 
Derby club, to keep to his bargain whereby he agreed not to pitch Reidenbach against 
the Preston North End and Stoke, has resulted in the Derby club being expelled from 
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the league. Mr. Ley, indeed, did not wait to be formally expelled, as he cancelled the 
agreement with his players last Monday, having previously notified the secretary of the 
league (Mr. M. P. Betts) that he should not place his team in the field again. The so-
called “championship” of baseball is now reduced to three clubs—Aston Villa, Preston 
North End, and Stoke—as the matches played with Derby have been struck out of the 
“championship” results. Without entering into the question as to whether Mr. Ley did 
or did not agree to prohibit Reidenbach from pitching, to those unacquainted with the 
mysteries of baseball the arrangement appears to have been absurd. The idea of making the 
games longer and more interesting by allowing an inferior pitcher to take Reidenbach’s 
place against Stoke and Preston North End shows the hollowness of the struggle for the 
“championship” and was certainly detrimental instead of beneficial to the game.5

To reinforce the antipathy towards the decision, the journalist drew on perhaps the most famous British 
sportsman of all, the cricketer WG Grace, in order to present an analogy:

If Warwickshire were to play Gloucestershire at Edgbaston, and were to stipulate 
that Dr. W. G. Grace should not bat, would the stipulation increase the interest that 
might be felt in the match? The public were more likely to be attracted by seeing 
Reidenbach pitch than by seeing an unskilful novice trying his ’prentice hand. In 
any branch of sports skill is always appreciated by the crowd, and a scientific player is 
watched with closer interest than an ungainly one.5

The analogy with WG Grace, while not an inappropriate one, may have been better fitting if the writer 
had used as an example a dominant cricket bowler, whose skill was such that batters were unable to 
flourish whenever they faced him. In any case, the critic believed that baseball should be played in its 
natural form, instead of creating an artificial environment of high scores to lure the nascent interest. It 
might be that a low-scoring exhibition game played as a one-off in a country new to the sport would 
have been disadvantageous to its prospects of gaining a foothold, but it is hard to disagree with the 
journalist’s view that over the course of a season the game would have been served best by the most 
skilled demonstration possible. This contention receives support from a comment by Will Bryan that 
Reidenbach’s presence had a beneficial influence on gate sizes, although this might have been affected 
to some extent by the controversy built up around him.

Nevertheless, the opposite view – that pitchers’ battles would never be in favour with the British 
– was regularly expressed. Generally, however, this was backed up with nothing more than anecdotal 
evidence, as exemplified by the use in one article of the following amusing quote from a spectator who 
had clearly been hoping for a runs tally of cricket proportions: “Why, the blarsted things wouldn’t make 
a hundred runs if we stayed here the whole afternoon.”6

In view of the reasonable but damning view expressed via the Birmingham Daily Post, coupled 
with the inevitable damage caused to the league’s reputation, is it possible that there were any positives 
that could have had sufficient magnitude to put the balance of benefit and harm in the black? One 
advantage was the gap opened up in the schedule for the professional teams to play exhibition games 
across northern England and in Scotland to demonstrate a higher-quality brand of the sport to pockets 
of enthusiastic amateurs. Two other corollaries of Derby’s withdrawal that might have benefited the 
game were described in Chapter 8: the chance to draw on the existing rivalry between Aston Villa and 
Preston from battles on the association football field; and a kick-start for the waning interest in baseball 
among Stoke’s fans. Indeed, one commentator wrote in the Sporting Life that Derby had “assumed such 
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a lead as to rob the league of all its interest,” and that the league competition was made better by their 
removal.4 The withdrawal was described as being “so thoroughly unique as to lead one to believe that 
is has no parallel in the annals of base ball.”4 This writer was not alone in stating that the interests of the 
game in Britain were best served by a “hard-hitting game with chances for good fielding and plenty of 
base-running,” but no thought was given as to whether the increased frequency of blow-out victories 
in an environment weighted towards offence might lessen the chance of spectators getting hooked on 
the game in the way one might when witnessing a series of closely fought contests.4

The truth is that we will never know how much of an impact the ruling against imported pitching 
and the withdrawal of Derby had on baseball’s prospects in Britain, or even whether the net effect was 
positive or negative. History allows the deck to be shuffled and dealt but once.

As a final thought on the matter, there is a way in which Reidenbach’s talent could have been kept 
on display without prolonging the competitive imbalance. The league could have offered him a contract 
to pitch in turn for each of the teams while financially compensating Derby for depriving them of his 
full-time service. The fans of Derby’s rivals would certainly have become more favourable towards his 
talent if it was securing victories for their team.

British aptitude for the game

If the Birmingham Daily Post article was correct in stressing the importance of “scientific” versus 
“ungainly” play, then baseball’s chances in Britain would have been even more dependent on the quality 
of the native practitioners than on the talent among the minority of players who had been imported. 
One view on the subject was provided by Preston player–manager Leech Maskrey, some years after the 
1890 season: “I had no difficulty in making ball players out of them. […] They were all trained athletes 
and could run bases faster than any nine men I ever saw.”7

A more thorough and contemporaneous opinion was presented towards the end of the season by 
Viator, a London-based correspondent for the Sporting Life. He was flattering to the point of exultation 
on the natives’ proficiency in the art of batting:

Many of your readers will doubtless feel a curiosity to know what kind of a game the 
Englishmen are putting up. I can only say that I am astonished at it. I have always been 
an enthusiast on the subject, and never for a moment doubted that, sooner or later, the 
material here would be of the best character. But the actual performance has far exceeded 
my wildest expectation. […] When it is remembered that at least six out of the nine men 
playing in each team never had a base ball in their hands until this summer, and that the 
hitting, when the pitching has been straight over the plate, has been very heavy, this result 
must be considered more than remarkable.4

On turning to the subject of defence, Viator’s enthusiasm was sharply tempered. Even so, arrows of 
disparagement were aimed only at the outfielding, and signs of improvement in all aspects of defensive 
play were noted.

The fielding is rank as far as outfield play is concerned. It has been difficult to get men 
who can judge a fly ball or make an effort to hold one that does not come directly into 
their hands. The men who have taken base ball up are mostly foot ball players, whose 
ideas of fielding are gathered from cricket experiences. A cricketer rarely tries for a long 
outfield ball, and seems to have no conception of how to judge one or get under it. Even 
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in first-class [cricket] matches the fielding is absurdly ludicrous, and will not rank with that 
of a scrub nine at a fat man’s picnic in America. Under these circumstances the men here 
[…] have done very well. Some of the infield work has been most praiseworthy. When 
the record is finally published for the entire season it will show a great improvement over 
that now made up, as each successive game shows a decided progress over its predecessor.8

The professional players were not the only natives being appraised in the pages of the Sporting 
Life and elsewhere. William Barr noted in one of his dispatches to the Sporting Life that “the scorers 
and umpires are all English, but it is surprising how readily they pick up the points of the game.”9 
Applications to officiate in the league from umpires in the United States were reportedly received, but 
the league administrators were said to have no interest in importing arbiters.9 Barr’s words of praise 
for Britain’s baseball community even extended to the journalists covering the league: “the originality 
of some of their sentences ought to be copied by some of our American reporters instead of some 
hackneyed expressions in use.”10 But his greatest compliments were saved for the native baseball players: 
“The natural aptitude of the young men for the game and the avidity with which the school boys take 
it up are glorious indications of its ultimate success.”9

William Barr’s confidence in the talent of his own apprentices led him to consider the possibility 
of challenging the champions of Australia, which was another country where a baseball seed planted 
by Spalding’s world tour was now beginning to germinate. Barr’s first mention of this possibility was a 
friendly comment penned on 9 July 1890, in which he stated an interest in “the probability of having an 
opportunity some day to see an English club cross bats with the Australian champions.”9 A week later, 
his dispatch to the Sporting Life contained a more developed view on the idea:

I think the champion English nine for 1890 would defeat the best team in Australia in 
a series of games next winter. I, for my part, would like to see such a series of games 
come off, even at such an early date as this coming season in Australia, as their season 
begins just as ours ends, and I am confident such an international contest would draw 
splendidly, and the novelty of the contest would spread a general interest in the game. 
[…] Talk about the rivalry between America and England in sports, it is nothing to the 
feeling which exists between the Australians and the English. The former […] simply 
claim the earth. I have met a number of Australian athletes since I came to England, 
and their egotism in regard to their native athletes is simply awful. […] However, 
they certainly have some ground to boast on, for, taking into consideration the small 
population of Australia in comparison with England and America, they certainly have 
made a grand showing in the athletic line.10

In the 19th Century, a war of words between baseball correspondents in England and Australia 
within the pages of a newspaper published in the United States inevitably had a slow pace. Nevertheless, 
the response from the southern hemisphere was worth the wait. It took the form of two pieces by 
different authors published on consecutive Saturdays in November. The first came under the title “Why 
shouldn’t Australia Crow?” and read as follows:

Your English correspondent, William J. Barr, I see thinks Australian “egotism in 
regard to their native athletes is simply awful.” He, however, admits they have “some 
ground” to go on. I should just think they have. When Australia out of her little 
population of four millions can wipe the floor with England with her thirty millions 
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and America with its sixty millions, the way Australia has done in nearly all lines of 
sport, I should imagine that the Australian rooster has “some ground” to get on the 
fence and crow. Rather. I can easily understand, however, that to effete, mossback, old 
England it is “simply awful.” However, when Mr. Barr comes over to Australia with a 
base ball team we will show him that we can give him “an awful good time” as well 
as his team an awful licking. In fact, Mr. Barr will get so infatuated with Australia that 
when the time comes for the team to return home he will play possum at being sick 
so he can stop altogether.”11

The second author was equally enthusiastic for the proposed series, but was keen to stress that a team 
fielding players imported from the United States would not be welcome:

I wish to ask Mr. William J. Barr, of Birmingham, England, why so strong against 
Australian egotism? You know, Mr. Barr, that we are many thousand miles from any other 
country, and if we do not blow our horn very loud and long they will forget that there is 
such a place, but at the same time I do not see that we have given any grounds for such 
slurs upon our ball playing. Still, if he thinks we have been blowing too strong for our 
good, let us not waste any more words over it. Now, you have several professional base 
ball teams in England, and you propose to bring a picked team over here and play our 
colonies team. I think that if we had a wager of a suit of clothes on each game I would 
have enough clothing to last me for some years to come. But when I say a picked team 
of English players I do not mean players imported from the States. Each player must be a 
native of England. I will be able to pick out twenty clubs here, entirely native, who will 
make it at least a little warm for you.12

Despite the evident keenness for such a series among the baseball correspondents in both countries, 
it never materialized. This was perhaps partially attributable to the inefficient mechanism for 
correspondence.

The business element

William Barr’s confidence in the British baseball scene led him to make a particularly bold statement 
in one of his dispatches: he rated baseball’s long-term prognosis as being healthier in Britain than in 
the United States.9 In defending this view, he restated two facts that had already been considered 
even before the league was established: the gap for a summer sport among the working classes and 
the availability of association football grounds to meet the demand. However, Barr had now formed 
strongly positive opinions on the native propensity for baseball in Britain, and this he viewed as 
the puzzle-completing piece. Nevertheless, the prediction was of an extraordinary nature. Perhaps 
owing to an editorial desire to add balance, the baseball editor for the Sporting Life chose to follow 
Barr’s acclamation with an excerpt from the Dispatch of Pittsburgh which presented a markedly 
contrasting view, summed up in its concluding sentence: “Altogether there are many elements at 
work against the introduction of the game here.”9

Rather than simply considering the outlook for an amateur version of the game, all of the 
elements mentioned were of direct relevance to pro baseball, and its need to either generate self-
sustaining income or draw in external funding. The first was the failure of the league administration 
to market the game to the working class, where the greatest potential fan base lay. The second was 
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the prejudice against the British baseball scene in the country’s major newspapers, to the extent 
that few published any content on the subject at all (this comment may have been somewhat 
biased, as the author of the piece was based in London, away from the focus of the league and its 
expansion efforts). The third was described as follows:

There is another element that will work, and is working hard, against the 
introduction of the game into England. The business people who deal in sporting 
goods are watching Spalding Bros. with a suspicious eye. The Britishers don’t want 
Spalding here with his great sporting goods establishment, and if base ball is a 
success he will come.9

As was hinted at back in Chapter 2, it is quite possible that Albert Spalding’s principal rationale 
for supporting the league, which included providing backing for three of the four teams, was to lay 
the foundations for his business. This is certainly the opinion formed by a British journalist who 
was given an assignment on the pro league for The Umpire. He was led to the conclusion from 
observing that all of the equipment being used was branded with the “Spalding Bros” stamp.13

The Sporting Life correspondent Viator was among those who were less willing to accept that 
Spalding’s support had been merely a “business scheme to cover the placing of […] goods on the 
English market.”14 Instead, the scribe argued, Spalding’s enthusiasm for baseball’s growth in Britain 
had arisen from his witnessing the fertility of the country’s soil: “the proximity of the big centres 
of population, the climate with its inducement to outdoor exercise and the long twilights.”14 While 
there may have been truth in Viator’s statement, the positives listed are the same factors that would 
have opened the eyes of an entrepreneur with purely financial motives.

One thing is clear, though: Spalding was not a total mercenary. It is true that seemingly 
selfless gestures such as his gift of several trophies for amateur baseball competitions could have 
been interpreted by his critics as a means of increasing the number of people drawn to the game 
(and needing a glove with which to play it). But even the most cynical individual would struggle 
to criticize a donation made by Spalding to help prevent the Essex County Cricket Club from 
losing its ground at Leyton.15

Without at least one backer who had business interests in the game, the professional league 
would need to become self-sustaining in order to survive. In the days before broadcast rights, major 
sponsorship deals, and production lines of team-related merchandise, it was money collected at the 
gate that made by far the largest contribution to an organization’s income. Away from Derby – 
where sizeable crowds had been attracted from the start of the season – it was generally agreed that 
attendances had been slow to grow and had been hindered by the poor weather conditions, but 
that towards the conclusion of the campaign had achieved respectable proportions, particularly in 
Preston.2,14 The Deepdale crowds had swelled by the end of the season to become “as large as [those 
in] the average Minor League cities in the United States,”2 and it was observed that the club’s 
stockholders had become “radiant with smiles.”14 In spite of this positive picture, William Barr 
admitted in September that the pro league had not been a financial success,16 and here his view 
agreed with that of the Derby owner. Writing at a time when his nine were still in the competition, 
Ley noted that the “Derby Club is not, and cannot be expected to be, a success from a pecuniary 
point of view.”17 The club’s bank balance would not have been helped by the league’s rule that gate 
money was divided equally between the hosts and the visitors. Such was the difference between 
Derby’s gates at home games and at away games that they were reported to have given over £50 
to visiting teams while taking back less than £10 in return.5
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Prospects for pro baseball in 1891

In summing up the success of the 1890 pro season, the correspondent Viator observed that while the 
decision to launch a pro league in a country without an established amateur scene had been a strange 
one, the enterprise had to be judged a success against the criterion of awakening professional interest, 
particularly when the difficult landscape was taken into account.14 There were no suggestions in the 
press that the league would fold in 1891; nor was there talk of mere consolidation. Instead, growth was 
the subject being discussed. Viator reported in mid-September that an interest in expanding the league 
had been expressed by a number of leading association football teams, all of which were “from large 
cities which are in rivalry with Preston and Birmingham.”14 The cities may well have included at least 
some of the places mentioned by William Barr as targets for expansion, when he was musing, shortly 
after Derby’s withdrawal, on the prospects of an eight-team pro circuit in 1891. The locations listed by 
Barr were Blackburn, Bolton, Liverpool, Manchester, and Nottingham.4 The focus for baseball’s growth 
in the immediate future appeared, then, to remain in the Midlands and north of England. In accordance 
with this was a late-September report in Sport and Play stating that Spalding Bros had decided to move 
their depot from London to Birmingham.18

Will Bryan was another to consider the topic of expansion, back when his club were still 
in the league. For him, growth to six or eight teams would necessitate a rethink of the schedule. 
Chiefly, Bryan predicted a need for the introduction of the three-game series instead of simply 
opting for single games at each ground. As justification for this, he presented details of a typical 
day when Derby travelled to play Preston:

Instead of playing a series of three games in each city as in America, we play one game 
and then come home, go to another city next day and home at night. We can leave here 
at 10:40 a. m., arrive at Preston at 2:30, play our game from 6 to 8 p. m., take the 9:15 p. m. 
train and be home at midnight. […] It is a great deal of traveling, for England.19

Bryan’s team had withdrawn from the league subsequent to these thoughts being penned, but it was still 
possible that his pro baseball team might have considered re-forming to become part of an expanded 
circuit. However, one major condition was stipulated by Bryan that would permit such a sequence of 
events to unfold:

If there is a change in the present officials of the League of Great Britain Derby will 
be in the League next season. But if the present managers and officials continue[,] 
excuse Derby.1

By “managers and officials,” Bryan did not mean his fellow player–coaches and the umpires, but 
instead the figures involved in managing the league, especially Spalding’s agent, Jim Hart. Derby’s gripes, 
according to Bryan, went beyond the Reidenbach issue.

Allegations against Jim Hart and James Prior

Britain’s pro league of 1890 was not the first baseball competition in which Will Bryan and Jim Hart 
had clashed. In Chapter 4, it is noted that Hart and Bryan had been rival managers in the Western 
Association circuit of 1888. It is also mentioned in that chapter that Hart reportedly exerted “full and 
exclusive control” over the players at Aston Villa, Preston, and Stoke. An example of this control that had 
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got Bryan particularly riled was one that involved Preston and Stoke. Details had been relayed to the 
Derby man in a letter written by Charles Bartlett. The Stoke catcher had already accused Hart of bias 
towards Leech Maskrey and Preston:

Hart evidently took my remarks about his trying to favor Maskrey to heart, and thought he 
would get back at me by retiring me from management. In Prior he has had an able assistant 
(to let Preston win). Even when I desired Prior to pitch and placed him in the box against 
Preston he merely put the ball over the plate, saying:—Hart had told him to let them win.1

There is a third piece of information from Chapter 4 that it is timely to recall here, before discussing 
the allegation further: Hart and Maskrey had become close acquaintances through their baseball 
associations in the United States during the years immediately preceding the 1890 season. Evidence 
for the survival of their bond of friendship was the presence of Jim Hart at Maskrey’s end-of-season 
send-off in Preston.20

It seems then that if Hart had become close to one of the four clubs and in doing so abused 
his position of power, Preston is the team to which he might naturally have been drawn. However, 
the pre-existing friendship with the Lancashire player–manager is insufficient evidence to condemn 
Hart as being guilty of ordering Stoke’s imported pitcher to allow Preston to win. An alternative 
interpretation, which has been offered in a modern source, is that Hart’s intention was merely to 
allow the batters and fielders to decide the contest.21 Circumstantial evidence for this argument is 
that Hart was one of the figures involved in the pro league who felt that British crowds would never 
appreciate low-scoring baseball games.6

It is not possible to determine whether Hart – as Spalding’s agent – was motivated purely by a 
desire to see the game grow, or whether he had developed a bias towards Preston. Even if his intentions 
were of an honest nature, though, he would have needed to have issued the same instruction to the 
Preston pitcher in order to make the partially competitive contest at least a fair one. Evidence does not 
seem to exist that suggests this to have been the case, and Bryan was firmly of the belief that Hart was 
abusing his position in the league to aid Preston’s chances in the competition:

Hart was and is interested in Preston winning the championship. He had placed his 
bosom friend, Maskrey, at Preston as manager, and, using his influence as manager of the 
Limited, hesitated at nothing so long as Preston won.1

James Prior’s reaction to the publication of Bartlett’s letter and Bryan’s commentary in the Sporting 
Life was a retort of untempered denial:

Were your circulation confined to England, where all the persons interested in the matter 
are known on the base ball diamond, I would not deem it necessary to deny the allegation, 
so palpably false is it. But lest your readers in this country be misled by such a story, justice 
to both Mr. Hart and myself urges me to stamp it what it is, an unqualified lie.6

The signing-off to Prior’s response included “Late manager of Stoke,” which suggested that there had 
indeed been a change in roles at the club during the season, as Bartlett had suggested. It is not clear 
when this switch took place, but the game in which Prior was accused of carrying out instructions from 
Hart to let Preston win could have only been on either 3 July or 5 July. In the first of his two pitching 
appearances against the Lancashire nine, Prior was relieved by Bartlett towards the end of the contest. 
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It is tempting to speculate that this was the game referred to, based on the following logic: Bartlett was 
still manager at this point and had made the move out of frustration at Prior gifting hits to the opposing 
team. However, Prior left the pitcher’s box with a 6–5 advantage after throwing seven frames, which 
seems like an unlikely state for the game to be in if he had been pitching in a way that gave Preston the 
best chance to gain hits. Furthermore, an alternative rationale for the pitching switch was a rain delay at 
this point of the contest. The second game fits the facts better: Prior pitched a complete game and was 
dispatched for 17 runs on 16 hits. Even so, this total was not out of the ordinary for the league.

Bryan’s willingness to accept Bartlett’s interpretation of the event was probably influenced by 
the negative opinion that the Derby man had formed of Hart’s behaviour during the 1890 season, 
particularly surrounding the Reidenbach affair:

I think Hart was on the player’s bench with Preston, giving them pointers about the 
game, and when Reidenbach went into the box, Hart jumped up from his seat and he 
did make an exhibition of himself. He called the Preston Club around him, and there 
was no end of a row among themselves. Hart’s language was abusive. He called out that 
Mr. Ley was no gentlemen, etc., etc. When he was remonstrated with by some of Mr. 
Ley’s employees, he called them “dirty English dogs, puppies” etc. etc. The directors 
of the Derby Club are the foremen in his works, who all wear a badge of office. Hart 
said to one of them: “Say, has Mr. Ley got all his dogs tagged, same as he has you? Does 
he own you all?” etc., etc. He called Mellors, Derby’s short stop, a “dirty English pup.” 
To all this abuse from him nothing was said or done at the time, as strict order is the 
rule on the Derby base ball grounds, and Hart escaped what he would have gotten 
any other place—a good beating. If Hart had left the grounds by the main entrance 
he would have been met by a deputation of sturdy English working women (who 
had witnessed his behavior), and they had resolved to give him a “good hiding,” as the 
saying is here. But, luckily for him, he went the back way.1

In addition to making these remarks on the way Hart behaved towards his baseball students, the Derby 
player–manager was eager to convey his belief that Hart was pursuing a vendetta against him:

Hart dislikes me for cause and when he found me at Derby with such a team and 
grounds, etc., he did everything in his power to get me ousted from my position; gave to 
Mr. Ley what he purported to be my record in the States, and making me black as black 
could be. But he failed. Mr. Ley stood by me through thick and thin.1

Bryan’s opinion of Ley could hardly have contrasted more with his attitude towards Hart. He saw the 
iron mogul as the sole explanation for any growth in baseball’s popularity in the country:

Mr. Ley spent large sums in advertising; sent thousands of photos of his club all over 
England, furnished a fine band to play at each match, sent complimentary tickets to all 
the clergy, trades unions, and to him alone belongs the honor of all whatever interest 
there is in base ball in England.1

In drawing together his various strongly expressed views, Bryan’s advice was that for baseball 
to succeed it would require a board of native gentlemen, concluding that “only Englishmen 
understand Englishmen.”1
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13 – Amateur baseball in Britain during 1890

The 21st Century interpretation of a sport with parallel professional and amateur components 
would be the marked inferiority of the latter. In the late 19th Century, though, the same prejudice 
did not apply. If there was a bias, it would have been against the professional format, owing to “the 
English establishment’s adherence to the amateur ethos and its hostility to the commercialization 
of sport.”1 Thus, the amateur baseball scene in Britain in 1890 merits some discussion.

A central figure in the establishment of amateur baseball in Britain was J Lathbury Ash, who 
– as honorary secretary of Moseley Rugby Union Club in Birmingham – drew from experience 
in a sport that vehemently eschewed professionalism.2 Such was the level of assistance he provided 
to the visiting collegians from the United States in the summer of 1889 that his work earned a 
mention on the front page of a December 1889 issue of the Sporting Life.2 His efforts were also 
being picked up on in the British press, with the Birmingham Daily Post reporting on 18 November 
1889 that Ash was “endeavouring to form a team of amateurs to play this popular American 
game.”3 The first fruit to ripen from Ash’s efforts was the Birmingham Amateur Base Ball Club, for 
which officers were elected at a meeting in December 1889. Spalding’s Official Base Ball Guide of 
1891 recognized this club as the first to organize in Britain,4 and in a May 1890 issue of the Sporting 
Life it was commented that: “the Birmingham Amateur Base Ball Club […], whatever its success as 
a playing club, must always be recognized as the premier club of Great Britain.”5

The one club that challenged this view was Francis Ley’s. According to the industrialist, his 
works recreation club had “played occasionally at baseball” under his tuition during the summer 
of 1889 and “were really the first club formed in Great Britain.”6 Perhaps the clubs deserve joint 
credit: Derby for being the first British group to assemble to play baseball of their own volition; 
and Birmingham for being the first to go a step further and form themselves into an official club.

Following Ash’s fertilization of the local landscape, several more amateur outfits sprouted in 
the Birmingham region. By early March 1890 there were five such clubs in Birmingham (as was 
noted in Chapter 3),7 and by late April this figure had become nine, with the promise of three 
more to form a 12-strong local association.8 Another region with sufficient interest to merit an 
amateur circuit was Middlesbrough, a town at the heart of the Teesside iron industry in north-
east England.8

A baseball-promoting circular came to the attention of Walter G Roberts, a young professional 
from the area, and he called a meeting of the secretaries and athletes from local sports teams to 
discuss the prospects of forming a Middlesbrough baseball team. Such was the level of enthusiasm 
that the goal of forming a single team was soon superseded by aspirations for a local league. 
Coaching support came from Thomas B Moore and HA Sheffield, two baseball enthusiasts from 
the Canadian province of Nova Scotia who were studying medicine at Edinburgh University. 
The pair volunteered to use their 4-week Easter vacation to teach the game to beginners in 
Middlesbrough and its surrounding towns, such as Stockton-on-Tees and Darlington. Moore and 
Sheffield also formed a club in connection with their place of study, making Edinburgh almost 
certainly the first British university with a baseball team.8

Numerous other population centres were considered as potential nodes in Britain’s amateur 
baseball network, and the merits of the various sites were still being discussed as the summer 
approached. For instance, William Barr wrote in late May that he was drawn to the possibilities 
offered by Stratford-upon-Avon:
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There is some prospect of my being enabled to be establish an amateur club at Stratford-
on-Avon, and as this place is the usual pilgrimage for hundreds of American tourists there 
will be no doubt but that the games at Shakespeare’s home will be well attended.9

While Britain’s amateur baseball scene continued to grow during June, the sparks of interest remained 
disjointed entities, as they did not fall under the jurisdiction of the council for the pro league. But that 
changed on Wednesday 9 July during a meeting held at the Central Hotel restaurant on Corporation Street 
in Birmingham.10 This was the meeting described in Chapter 13 which saw both the implementation of 
the pro league’s pitching proviso and the extension of the council’s remit to cover the amateur game. At 
the gathering, the original council voluntarily stood down to be considered for re-election,11 and the 
expanded group of executives in the new governing body was as listed in Figure 13.1.

A switch in the focus of British baseball from professionalism to amateurism was instant: the 
first advice of note issued by Reverend F Marshall, the inaugural president of British baseball, was 
that amateurs would not be permitted to compete against paid players and that professionals should 
not have a say in the management of the association.10 The “English establishment’s adherence to the 
amateur ethos” had taken firm root in baseball. Sitting uncomfortably to the president’s side was William 
McGregor, who brought to the role of Honorary Treasurer his experience as the creator of the league 
system that was central to association football’s burgeoning professionalism.

Four days after the meeting in Birmingham, Reverend F Marshall was the subject of a lengthy interview 
published in The Umpire. Of his responses, one leapt out from the page as if the characters were embossed. 
This was his reply to the interviewer’s request for his view on baseball as a game, and it read as follows:

As a game I think it distinctly inferior to both football and cricket and presenting little 
of the scientific features of the latter game.12

When pressed on why he felt the game should be introduced at all, the first president of British baseball 
offered only that it would fill a gap in the summer sports calendar for those without access to cricket 
grounds – specifically, members of the poorer “artisan” classes and pupils at schools that boasted no 
more than a rudimentary playground.

Regardless of Reverend F Marshall’s vision of a limited scope for baseball’s growth, nearly forty 
amateur units had assembled in the Midlands, northern England, and Scotland by the time the governing 
body took shape on 9 July 1890:10 Aberdeen,13,14 Amateur Birmingham School Association, Bede College, 
Birmingham, Bishop Auckland, Bonnyrigg, Cullercoats, Darlington (two clubs), Durham, Edinburgh 
University, Erdington, Eston, Grimsby, Hull, Liverpool (two clubs), Manchester, Middlesbrough (six 
clubs), Mitchell’s, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Northern Harriers, Nottingham,15,16 Oldbury, Preston, South 
Stockton, Spalding Baseball Club (Aberdeen),13,14 West Bromwich, West Hartlepool, West Seaton, 
Workington, Yarm Recreation Club, and York. The view of board member Newton Crane was that 
baseball’s rate of uptake had been remarkable:

Measured by the interest awakened by football, in the first decade of the history of either 
the Rugby or the Association game, the success of baseball within a twelevemonth of its 
arrival is most extraordinary.17

The culmination of the amateur season was the final of the Spalding Amateur Baseball Challenge 
Cup, which was a tournament open to amateur organizations affiliated with the governing body. The 
prize for the overall winner was a 50-guinea silver cup donated by Albert Spalding. Six teams entered 
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Figure 13.1: List of board members for the Base Ball Association of Great Britain and Ireland, reproduced 
(courtesy of the British Library) from: Crane N. Baseball. London, UK: George Bell & Sons, 1891. © British 
Library Board, MIC.A.6682.(14.). (“Base ball” was written as one word in the list, but in other sources citing the 
name it appeared as two.)
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the competition: Birmingham Amateurs and Erdington in the Midlands, Liverpool Amateurs and 
Preston Amateurs in Lancashire, and Darlington Amateurs and Middlesbrough Amateurs in north-east 
England.11,18,19 In a coincidental mirroring of the pro league’s late-August showdown, the teams that 
emerged to contest the best-of-three final were Preston and Birmingham.19 The latter secured a berth 
by beating Erdington on 11 September in a match that was neither tight nor slick: a combined 59 runs 
were plated on 39 hits and 29 errors in the five-inning game.20

The final of the Spalding Amateur Baseball Challenge Cup

The Birmingham Amateurs squad
Batting high up in the Birmingham Amateurs’ order was J Lathbury Ash, the man who led off 
preparations for amateur baseball in the team’s region. The line-up also featured Frank Stevenson, 
who had made one appearance for Aston Villa’s baseball team in the pro league, and A Trevett is 
another individual matching the name of someone to appear once for Aston Villa in the league. 
As is mentioned in Chapter 7, Stevenson was probably a local cricketer, and records indicate that 
several of his team-mates on the Birmingham Amateurs were also scholars of this sport, those being 
C Baynton,21 H Malins,22 E Perkins,23 and JE Perkins.24 However, the most well-known figure in the 
team was Howard Vaughton, who had been a regular for the Aston Villa Football Club in the 1880s.25 
Such was his footballing ability that he had received three caps for England in 1882 and two more in 
1884, but his talent was not confined to this game. He was described as being “adept at every form of 
indoor and outdoor sport” and as having “enriched sport in many directions.”25

The Preston Amateurs squad
It seems that Preston also fielded at least two players from the world of cricket, in J Eastham 
and J Healey,26,27 but the backbone of the line-up was drawn from the ranks of Preston North 
End Football Club. William McKennie, who had played for Aston Villa in the exhibition series, 
was shortstop for the Preston side, and he went on to make eight appearances for the football 
team during the 1890–91 season.28 McKennie’s double-play partner was John Drummond, who 
had signed with the football club during the summer of 1890 from Partick Thistle in his native 
Scotland.28 Completing the infield were the Scottish brothers Nick and Jimmy Ross, at first and 
third base, respectively. Nick has been described as one of football’s “greatest defenders,” but he was 
unfortunate that the one season in which he did not play for Preston between 1883 and 1890 was 
the double-winning campaign of 1888–89 (he played with Everton that year). He would die from 
tuberculosis in 1894 at the age of 31.28 Jimmy followed his elder brother to Preston in 1883, and 
was given his debut in a game he attended as a spectator, only to find the team a couple of players 
short. He scored twice in this unusual first appearance and quickly established himself as a prolific 
goal-scorer for the Lancashire club. Highlights among his scoring feats were seven goals against 
Hyde in a 26–0 win and six against Reading in an 18–0 victory.28 Finally, the Preston Amateurs had 
in F Brown a catcher who was familiar with being behind the plate, as he had umpired numerous 
games in the pro league. Missing from the Preston squad for the final were two more footballers: 
Howarth, through injury; and Kelso, owing to a family bereavement.29

Game one (29 September): Preston Amateurs 43–15 Birmingham Amateurs
The best-of-three final began with a contest of ugly imbalance at Perry Barr. A scoring spree by 
Preston saw them credited by the Lancashire Evening Post with the questionable honour of being 
the first British team to break the 40-run mark. Over nine error-strewn innings, the visitors 
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amassed 43 runs on 34 hits to Birmingham’s 15 runs on 15 hits. Nick Ross, Preston’s lead-off 
hitter, clattered three home runs and three singles from his eight at-bats. J Eastham matched 
Ross’s hits tally with a home run and five singles from his seven at-bats, and John Drummond’s 
5-for-8 game included a fifth Preston round-tripper. The only highlights for Birmingham were 
3-for-6 performances from J Lathbury Ash and Frank Stevenson, with the latter’s trio of hits 
including a pair of homers.29

Game two (1 October): Preston Amateurs 42–7 Birmingham Amateurs
The second game in the series negated the need for a third (interestingly, this was the only national 
championship determined by more than a single game in the first 100 years of the sport in Britain).30 
Preston passed 40 runs again, this time managing the “feat” in just six innings.31 A record haul of 
19 runs in the fifth (three of them scored by Drummond) was another questionable honour and 
contributed to a curtailing of the contest.32 The final score was 42–7, with Preston’s tallies coming 
off 22 Birmingham errors and 35 hits, six of them from Bob Holmes and five from F Brown.31,32 The 
Lancashire side’s run-scoring was greased by 24 steals; Birmingham, in contrast, swiped only one base. 
Nick Ross collected three singles and a double to finish with 20 total bases in the series and a batting 
average of .625. J Eastham added four one-base knocks to his tally of five singles and a home run in 
the opening game, which gave him a series batting average of .714.31

 

PLAYED IN BIRMINGHAM ON 29 SEPTEMBER 189029 

BIRMINGHAM 
AMATEURS 

AB R H PO A E 
PRESTON 
AMATEURS 

AB R H PO A E 

H Beesley, lf  ..........  6 0 1 0 0 3 N Ross, 1b  ............. 8 7 6 12 1 2 

J Ash, 3b  ................  6 1 3 1 0 3 J Gordon, cf  ........... 7 6 4 2 1 1 

H Vaughton, rf  ......  5 2 2 0 0 2 R Holmes, p  .......... 8 5 3 1 3 4 

F Stevenson, ss-p  ..  6 3 3 0 6 1 F Brown, c  ............. 8 4 3 4 2 1 

C Baynton, cf  ........  5 2 2 0 0 0 J Eastham, rf  .......... 7 5 6 5 3 0 

E Perkins, 1b  .........  5 1 1 17 0 2 J Ross, 3b  ............... 8 4 2 1 1 2 

J Perkins, 2b  ..........  4 2 0 2 0 4 J Drummond, 2b  .... 8 5 5 0 0 2 

A Trevett, p-ss  .......  5 3 1 1 0 0 W McKennie, ss  ..... 8 2 2 2 1 2 

A Reeves, c  ............  5 1 2 3 0 2 J Healey, lf  ............. 7 5 3 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  47 15 15 24 16 17    Total  ................... 69 43 34 27 12 14 

Birmingham Amateurs ..........  4 0 4 0 1 4 0 0 2 — 15     

Preston Amateurs  ..................  2 3 10 5 9 1 2 11 X — 43     

Two-base hits—Baynton, Holmes, Healey. Home runs—Stevenson 2, N Ross 3, Eastham, 
Drummond. Stolen bases—Ash, Vaughton, Baynton, N Ross 2, Gordon 2, Holmes. First base on 
balls—Trevett. First base on hit by pitcher—Birmingham Amateurs 1, Preston Amateurs 1. Left on 
bases—Birmingham Amateurs 4, Preston Amateurs 5. Double plays—N Ross; Drummond; Gordon 
and Drummond; Perkins. Passed balls—Reeves 5. Umpire—H McIntyre. Time—2h30. 
 



152   What about the Villa?

Birmingham Amateurs on trial
The tribulations of the Birmingham Amateurs in the Challenge Cup final were followed by a trial. On 
12 December 1890, J Lathbury Ash, who was captain of the nine, appeared at Birmingham County 
Court as defendant against charges that his team failed to pay for goods from Veitch’s British Sports 
Depot, a stockist of baseball supplies.33,34 It was ruled that Ash would have to pay, but the fee was a 
slightly reduced one after he contested the price of several items. It was Ash’s responsibility to recover 
the money from the other members of the club.33
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 1 OCTOBER 189030 

PRESTON 
AMATEURS 

AB R H PO A E 
BIRMINGHAM 
AMATEURS 

AB R H PO A E 

N Ross, 1b  .............  8 5 4 7 0 1 J Ash, 2b-3b  ...........  3 1 0 2 0 4 

J Gordon, cf  ...........  7 6 4 1 0 0 H Malins, cf  ...........  3 1 1 2 0 2 

R Holmes, p  ..........  7 6 6 3 2 0 E Perkins, 1b  .........  3 2 2 9 2 4 

F Brown, c  .............  7 5 5 4 1 0 A Trevett, ss-p  .......  3 2 2 0 2 5 

J Eastham, rf  .........  7 5 4 0 0 1 F Stevenson, p-ss  ...  3 1 1 1 3 1 

J Ross, 3b  ..............  7 5 4 1 1 0 H Organ, 3b-rf  .......  3 0 1 1 1 3 

J Drummond, 2b  ...  7 4 4 1 1 1 A Reeves, c  ............  3 0 0 2 2 1 

W McKennie ss  .....  7 4 3 1 0 2 W Culshaw, rf-2b  ...  2 0 0 1 2 2 

J Healey, lf  ............  7 2 1 0 0 0 W Sergeant, lf  ........  3 0 0 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  64 42 35 18 5 5    Total ....................  26 7 7 18 12 22 

Preston Amateurs  ..................  6 8 2 3 19 4 — 42        

Birmingham Amateurs  ..........  4 0 0 0 3 0 — 7        

Two-base hits—N Ross, Drummond, Stevenson. Three-base hits—Drummond, Healey. Stolen 
bases—N Ross 3, Gordon 4, Holmes 3, Brown, Eastham 4, J Ross 3, Drummond 2, McKennie 3, 
Healey, Malins. First base on balls—Preston Amateurs 2, Birmingham Amateurs 2. First base on 
hit by pitcher—Preston Amateurs 1. Struck out—Preston Amateurs 2, Birmingham Amateurs 4. 
Left on bases—Preston Amateurs 4, Birmingham Amateurs 3. Double plays—Gordon and 
Drummond. Wild pitches—Holmes. Passed balls—Brown 2, Reeves 3. Umpire—W Hogan. 
Time—1h50. 
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14 – Epilogue

The chapter that introduced Aston Villa’s pro baseball team of 1890 began with a brief history of the 
early years of the soccer team. This epilogue will duplicate the pattern in first picking up with Aston 
Villa Football Club. The soccer season that immediately followed the 1890 pro baseball league was 
even more disappointing than the one that had preceded it (in that campaign, Aston Villa had finished 
eighth out of 12 teams in the Football League and advanced only as far as the second round of the 
FA Cup). In 1890–91, the club had an equally short FA Cup run and slipped to ninth in the league. 
As one of the bottom four teams, the Villa were faced with the prospect of a fight for re-election; 
however, a fortuitously timed expansion of the league to 14 clubs spared them this embarrassment. 
This was a humbling start to a decade in which the Midlanders would rise to the peak of English 
football. Fourth-placed finishes in 1891–92 and 1892–93 represented the stepping stone to a run of five 
league championships in seven seasons. FA Cup titles came in 1895 and 1897 (see Appendix G for the 
programmes from these victories). The latter victory coincided with a league title to make Aston Villa 
only the second team to win the double, the first being Preston North End’s “Invincibles” of 1888–89.1

There was a second reason why 1897 was of major significance in Aston Villa’s history: they vacated 
Perry Barr and moved in at Aston Lower Grounds. This would come to be known as Villa Park, and it 
is still the club’s home today (see Figure 14.1).1 Interestingly, Villa Park was – like Perry Barr – used as 
a venue for baseball games. On 15 August 1942, for instance, a US Army nine took on a side from the 
Royal Air Force at the ground.2 From this aside on British baseball in the 20th Century, the epilogue 
returns to the end of the 1890 season.

Figure 14.1: A club lion keeps watch over an entrance to Villa Park, where Aston Villa play football today 
(photograph by the author).
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The end of the pro league

Britain’s pro baseball league had received volleys of criticism from many angles. Even before the 
season started, questions were raised about the approach being taken to launch the sport. For 
example, the following passage appeared in the Birmingham Daily Post a week before the pro teams 
began their challenge for the title:

The phlegmatic Briton does not care to have a pastime which has a considerable amount 
of the advertising element about it foisted upon him; and it is more than probable that 
the baseball people will regret the somewhat rash expenditure of cash which is at present 
going on. If the game is a good one—and that has yet to be proved—it may be taken 
to in the course of ten or a dozen years, when the people have been educated up to it.3

Offered in this article was a hint of an opinion that pro baseball’s introduction had been too rushed. This 
was a point stated more explicitly in The Referee, several weeks into the season:

Apostles of baseball in this country are not slow. Before the public are aware that the 
American game has caught on a little bit, except as a very passing fancy brought into 
notice by performing tourists, we have solemn reports of competitions for professional 
baseball championships. It is rather a pity to solemnly set up a championship of such 
a game as baseball before we have players of decent class. What a ridiculously mean 
pitiful thing a so-called English professional baseball championship must appear to the 
American artists who really are flyers at the game!4

The choir of critics sang loudly and often, but there was no serious suggestion that the professionalism 
experiment was destined to end after just one season.

Will Bryan reported to the Sporting Life in March 1891 that he was ready to assemble his men 
for a return to the league that summer,5 and as late as May reports indicated that British baseball 
was set for its second league season.6 However, this championship never took place. From research 
into this failure, William Morgan noted that: “In 1891 the game went into a tailspin in the centres 
where it had been played professionally in 1890.”7 According to the baseball historian, “Derby did 
not play a game until mid-July, when they accepted a challenge from Preston” to play a pair of 
games.7 Derby had lost about half of their players from 1890, but Preston lined up with most of the 
squad from the year before and defeated their opponents on consecutive July days. Preston travelled 
to Derby for two more games in August and won both of these contests too, but Derby did enjoy a 
comfortable victory over Stoke at the start of that month.7 To supplement Morgan’s findings with 
a contemporaneous view, it is worth reproducing a lengthy but information-dense passage from a 
Will Bryan column in Sporting Life:

I have been patiently waiting for something tangible in the way of base ball news, but 
day after day, week after week has passed and not a word from headquarters. It is now 
the middle of June and nothing done towards the formation of a National League, 
that was to be. Your Preston correspondent’s letter, published in your issue of May 
16, in “facts as to the prospects for the season,” says, “that a six-club league would at 
once be formed, comprising Birmingham, Preston, Everton, Blackburn, Bolton and 
Stoke.” (Ignoring Derby, you notice). He enlarges upon the “interest and enthusiasm 
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abounding,” at the places above named. He mentions that “the Stoke Club would 
rejoice in the sobriquet, the Potteries Base Ball Club;” that they had guaranteed a 
satisfactory attendance, etc., etc. I will here say that I paid a visit to Stoke, June 1, for 
the purpose of looking over the field and seeing how the wind blew, also to arrange 
a match with Stoke, to be played at Derby, on June 6. When I arrived at Stoke I 
found that there was not the slightest feeling manifested in base ball matters, except 
amongst the men who had played there last season. They told me there was no 
prospects of a League club being formed there. I also learned that when these same 
men requested the privilege of practicing on the old grounds from the ex-secretary 
of last year’s Stoke Club (who has control of the grounds), he flatly refused them 
his permission, although the grounds are lying idle, overgrown with grass, not being 
used for any purpose. So much for the enthusiasm at Stoke. A gentleman resident of 
Blackburn, and one who is posted, wrote a letter to Derby, saying most emphatically 
“that Blackburn would not venture into base ball this season.” So this disposes of 
Blackburn. I wrote to Birmingham, and received a reply that “no one there knew 
anything concerning a proposed league team for 1891.” This makes three of the six 
cities who have not organized, and no prospects of their doing so: Derby was not 
considered in your Preston scribe’s letter as a probable league city when, in fact, it 
was the only city in England that had moved in the matter of base ball for 1891.8

The 1891 season offered no formal continuation of the pro league of a year earlier, and while 
Morgan describes games involving Aston Villa, Derby, Preston, and Stoke in 1892,7 the pro league 
never re-formed. The joint stock company underlying Aston Villa’s pro baseball team formally 
ceased to exist on 15 August 1893, when a notice that it had been dissolved was published in the 
London Gazette.9 But to what can the “tailspin” that Morgan described be attributed? For some, the 
explanation lies in a chain of events emanating from a single problem. In the recent book Baseball 
Fiends and Flying Machines, it is argued that the root reason was Derby’s withdrawal, which led to 
the press making a farce of the competition, and this in turn caused the league to fold.10 Other 
modern accounts have assigned multiple causes to the tailspin. In an essay in the International Journal 
of the History of Sport, for instance, Daniel Bloyce concurred that Derby’s withdrawal had a negative 
impact but also observed that the apparent cessation of financial support from Albert Spalding may 
have caused “a significant reduction in the potential power ratio with other sports in the UK.”11 It 
was certainly the case that British clubs would have struggled to keep professionals on their roster 
if they were relying solely on gate income, as was noted in an article in The Graphic published 
several years later.12

A further potential contributor to the league’s extinction can be seen in a later part of the Will 
Bryan column quoted from earlier. The reason was inactivity among baseball’s administrators, and Bryan 
cites two specific cases to exemplify this. The first was a failure to respond to an expression of interest 
in the affiliation of baseball clubs from Newcastle-upon-Tyne. This was a location boasting sufficient 
spontaneous enthusiasm to invite teams from all over England to a baseball competition run as part of 
the North of England Temperance Festival in late June 1891.8 The second of Bryan’s examples was the 
silence that met the following offer from Francis Ley to the baseball executives in 1891:

[Ley] wrote a kind letter to London promising his support, and told them that 
if they could not form a league at present, and could not see any way to get on 
matches, that he would reorganize his Derby Club, and if Birmingham, Preston or 
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Stoke desired to visit Derby and play matches here, that he would pay all expenses 
from either city to Derby and return (railway, hotel etc.), and pay to each member 
of the visiting team seven shillings and sixpence per game. (This is the regular price 
paid foot ball players per game.) That in return he would take the Derby Club to 
each of these cities and play matches and pay all his expenses asking nothing in 
return. He also suggested that if these clubs did not have available uniforms that 
he would have the word Derby removed from one of the club’s uniforms and kept 
cleaned and aired for use of visiting teams to Derby.8

According to William Morgan’s research, the lethargic Base Ball Association of Great Britain and 
Ireland seemed to “have ceased activity in 1891” and was “replaced late in the summer of 1891 by 
the National Baseball Association.”7

There is another possible contributor to the pro league’s collapse, which is one linked to 
Bryan’s complaints of administrative inactivity but that does not appear to have been explicitly 
stated elsewhere. The reason is the installation of Reverend F Marshall as the chief controller 
of baseball in Britain, and the anatomy of this problem had two layers. The first was his 
loathing of professionalism in sport;13 the second was his lack of vigour for the game, as 
exemplified by a willingness to admit to the press that he found baseball “distinctly inferior to 
both football and cricket.”14

The league had brought together men from a variety of sporting backgrounds, and when it 
terminated, the lives of these individuals shot off at different trajectories. The following sections 
describe what happened to the main protagonists after the league folded.

Aston Villa’s regulars

James Cowan
As noted in Chapter 3, James Cowan was the solitary regular on the Aston Villa baseball team to also 
be a first-team footballer for the club in 1890. At the time of the pro baseball league, the defender 
had only recently moved to the Midlands from Scotland, but he went on to become for “a long 
period one of the mainstays” of the Villa line-up, according to a 1906 biographical précis in the Villa 
News and Record.15 “Always a favourite by reason of his untiring energy and skilful tackling,” wrote 
the biographer, Cowan was “uncomplaining after the hardest of games” and “won a high position 
amongst the Villa celebrities.”15

Cowan was capped for his native Scotland three times, against England in 1896, 1897, and 
1898.15 He might have won many more caps were it not for the bias shown by the Scottish selectors 
against players who had moved south of the border to advance their careers in England.16

He sat at the heart of the Villans’ defence in their FA Cup victories in 1895, over West 
Bromwich Albion, and 1897, against Everton. In The Aston Villa Story, published in 1981, Ian 
Johnson notes that experts of the day described the 1897 final as being “the best Cup Final ever.”17 
During a 35-minute spell, the Villa went 1–0 up, and then conceded twice to their opponents – the 
second of these coming directly from a free-kick given away by Cowan – before netting a pair of 
goals to take a decisive 3–2 lead. Johnson’s book also recounts a famous anecdote from the Villa 
vaults involving the Scot. During the 1895–96 season, he feigned a back injury and returned to 
Scotland, “supposedly to recuperate, but in fact to train for the famous Powederall handicap sprint.” 
Cowan defied odds of 6–1 against to win the race and claim the £80 purse. A portion of this would 
have covered the 4 weeks’ wages that he was fined when the club found out.17
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The “Prince of Half-backs” continued his football career after his playing days were over. He was 
appointed as the first manager of Queens Park Rangers in July 1907 and led the west London club to 
two Southern League titles before moving back to Scotland in November 1913. Less than 2 years after 
returning to his native land, Cowan was taken ill. He died within 3 months, aged 47.18

John Devey
Following the end of the 1890 baseball season, John Devey returned to association football and his role 
as a forward for St George’s, but such was the calibre of his performances that he was regularly linked 
with a move to Aston Villa Football Club. After prolonged negotiations, he signed with the awakening 
soccer giant in March 1891,16 and he became a prolific scorer for them.15 Netting goals, however, was 
far from the full extent of his talent. According to a brief biography published shortly after the end of 
his playing days, Devey “was alive to every movement on the field,” believed strongly “in combination,” 
and “possessing the rare gift of ‘intelligent anticipation,’ made a splendid leader.”15 These characteristics 
aided his captaincy of the eleven between 1893 and 1901, the purple patch in which the claret-clad 
Villans secured two FA Cup wins and five league titles.16 The 1895 FA Cup Final victory was very 
different from the five-goal thriller 2 years later: it was settled by a solitary strike. Johnson’s Aston Villa 
Story contains a description of the goal, which was scored by Devey after just 20 seconds:

Before the crowd of almost 46,000 had settled down, Charlie Athersmith dashed down 
the wing, beating the Albion defence, and centred for Bob Chatt to crash in a shot on 
the half-volley. The ball was kicked away by the Albion keeper Joe Reader, but it hit the 
chasing Devey on the knee and flashed into the net – a football fluke which many on 
the day did not see.17

Devey also had made a vital attacking contribution during the 1897 FA Cup Final in providing the 
assist for the opening goal.17

The Birmingham native received caps for England against Ireland in 1892 and 1894, but he never 
achieved his greatest ambition, which was to compete against Scotland.16 At the time, playing in an 
England–Scotland match was considered the highest accomplishment of one’s career.16 On the subject 
of international recognition, the aforementioned biography contained the following remark: “For one 
so skilful, thorough, and effective, his merits when in his prime were inexplicably overlooked by the 
Selection Committee.”15 As was the case with Cowan, it seems that Devey was a victim of circumstance. 
His hindrance was having a career that overlapped with the playing prime of Preston North End’s John 
Goodall and Derby County’s Steve Bloomer, who were described in a football history from 1960 as 
“two of the greatest inside-forwards ever produced in England.”16

Cricket was a third sport in which Devey excelled. Between 1894 and 1907 he played in 154 first-
class matches for Warwickshire and compiled eight centuries, which included a high score of 246. He 
also contributed an occasional spell of right-arm medium-paced bowling, collecting 16 wickets in his 
first-class career.19 The author of an article in a 1912 issue of the Villa News and Record considered the 
short-lived nature of the pro baseball league to be “unquestionably a good thing for Warwickshire cricket 
as ‘our hero’ joined the County subsequent to the retiral of baseball.”20 Also on the subject of cricket, the 
scribe opined that “there probably never was a man who put more heart and liking into the game.”20

After he finished his football career, Devey set up business as a sports outfitter at Six Ways, in the 
Lozells district of Birmingham, and he later became a director of Aston Villa Football Club. He lived to 
the age of 73, passing away in October 1940 in the same city that had been his birthplace and served as 
the backdrop to his remarkable successes in three different ball sports.18
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Other domestic players
Of the four other domestic regulars on Aston Villa’s baseball nine, the soccer players Arthur 
Brown, Fred Dawson, and Joey Simmonds had either already quit the game or passed the peak of 
their career at the time of their diversion into the smaller-balled sport. But the cricketer Harry 
Widdowson was yet to experience the zenith of his playing days. Although he had competed for 
both Warwickshire and Staffordshire in the 1880s,21,22 this was before the advent of either the first-
class County Championship or the Minor Counties Championship. Widdowson made his debut 
in the latter competition on 28 June 1897 as an opening batsman for Staffordshire, according 
to Cricket Archive.23 He lived for many years after the end of his cricket career, passing away in 
Birmingham in April 1929 while in his mid-60s.24

The envoys
The Barr brothers and HE Simon returned to the United States together, shortly after the season’s 
end.25 William was interviewed for the Sporting Life on his return and in the resulting article it was noted 
that he had made Pittsburgh his home once more.26 The Villans’ player–manager did not immediately 
rekindle an involvement in baseball on his native side of the Atlantic: an 1891 issue of the Sporting Life 
contained a remark that he was not “paying much attention to baseball” that year.27 The following season, 
though, he signed to play in the outfield for a minor league outfit in the Pennsylvania State League 
and hit .231 in 78 recorded at-bats.28 That year he also served as president of the State League nine in 
Pittsburgh.29 In 1893, Barr was back out of baseball once more, this time owing to his confinement 
in Pittsburgh’s State Insane Asylum.30 It was clearly a place he did not want to be, for in early April he 
escaped from the institution:

[Barr], in his effort to get away from those who were following him with the view of 
capture, scaled a high fence from which he fell and broke his leg. For over a quarter of 
a mile he dragged himself over the ground and upon reaching the railroad track hid in 
a box car. The train to which the car was attached moved out of the yard and Barr was 
taken to Middletown. At that place the brakeman heard moans, and going to the car 
discovered the unfortunate man. He was taken to Harrisburg on an electric car and 
handed over to the police, the latter conveying him to the hospital in a patrol wagon. 
Barr told the attendants at the hospital that he was cured of his mental troubles and was 
anxious to go home; that he was married, and not hearing from his wife thought she 
had started to meet him and had perhaps been injured in an accident. He begged not 
to be returned to the asylum. His pain was severe. His mental affliction appears to have 
become chronic.30

Fortunately, this troubling development in the life of William Barr – the man who had steered 
Aston Villa to a baseball league title – did not signal the end of his involvement in sport, as he 
later resumed his role as a correspondent for the Sporting Life. In the introduction to an article he 
penned for the publication in 1913 on baseball in Puerto Rico, he was billed as “famed globe-
trotter and quarter century free lance correspondent.”31 His free-lance involvement had begun 
with his dispatches from England in 1890.

Frank Barr appeared briefly alongside William on the diamond during the 1892 Pennsylvania 
State League season; the younger brother manned first base and picked up two hits from his four 
recorded at-bats.32 This made him the sixth player from Britain’s pro baseball league of 1890 to 
have competed as a minor or major leaguer.
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The younger Barr brother remained in Pittsburgh. A birthday party thrown in his honour there in 
1896 attracted local baseball star Tom McCreery,33 who had been the National League’s joint leader in 
triples in the season that had just passed, with 21 to his name.34 Even though Barr’s spell as an envoy in 
Britain had occurred more than 6 years earlier, he was still described as a “well-known local player, who 
will be remembered as one of the young men sent to England” in a Sporting Life article that mentioned 
the party. By the early 1900s, he had moved into the real estate business but was still playing baseball.35 
He was reported to have become a “good team captain” and to have said in 1904 that “he still likes the 
game and means to play it until he gets so old that he cannot walk.”35 Sadly, he died just 2 years later, 
while staying in Kansas City.36

Other teams’ domestic stars

Derby
Derby was the only one of the four baseball teams in the pro league to survive past the early years 
of the 1890s. But they did not merely survive: they thrived. They became the most successful British 
club of the 19th Century, winning amateur national titles in 1895, 1897, and 1899.37 Their champion 
squads featured several domestic players who had appeared in a baseball uniform during the 1890 
season. A photo of the 1897 championship winners, for example, includes Allsop, Booth, Presbury, and 
Mellors, along with Francis Ley as president. Also in the squad was Steve Bloomer, who was one of the 
celebrated attackers keeping John Devey out of the England team.

Preston
William Hendry, the domestic baseball player described in the Birmingham press as being “undoubtedly 
the finest,”38 played in 14 games for Preston North End Football Club during the 1890–91 season 
before moving on to the fifth club of his career at the age of just 26. In the final years of the 19th 
Century he earned a “journeyman” tag by undertaking several other moves. At the end of his second 
season with Shrewsbury Town, in 1901, he died of a heart attack. This occurred a few weeks before what 
would have been his 37th birthday.39 Another Preston baseball star to suffer a tragic death was Jimmy 
Trainer. He had followed up his days playing football with a stint as a director at Preston. He resigned 
from the post, however, to become involved with an indoor exhibition soccer scheme at London 
Olympia. Ultimately, Trainer would meet with financial failure, and he died in poverty while in his early 
50s.39 A third untimely death among players on the Preston baseball squad was that which befell George 
Drummond. He continued to serve as a versatile outfield player for Preston North End Football Club, 
and he even appeared in goal for the team in a pair of FA Cup ties against Middlesbrough in 1893. After 
retiring from playing soccer, he was appointed during 1902 as the Deepdale club’s first-team trainer, 
which was a position he later held at nearby Burnley and then up in Scotland, at Falkirk. While in 
Scotland, Drummond fell ill and returned home to Preston in the autumn of 1913. A year later he died 
aged 49; the cause of death was cancer.39

Hendry, Trainer, and Drummond were already established footballers at the Lancashire club 
at the time of the pro baseball league of 1890. In addition, as was mentioned in Chapter 4, a look 
through an encyclopaedia of Preston first-teamers reveals several names matching those of baseball 
players who were yet to play football at Deepdale.39 Samuel Dobson scored on his debut for the 
club, a 3–1 win over Derby County early in the 1890–91 season, and netted twice during his next 
appearance. After this promising start, though, he played in only six more games that season before 
moving on to Sheffield United.39 William Stewart made his debut on the opening day of the 1890–
91 season and enjoyed a longer spell at the club than Dobson. He gained repute for being capable 
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of an exceptionally long throw-in, but his technique, which relied on running and jumping, was 
eventually outlawed. Stewart moved to Everton for the 1893–94 season and later became captain 
at Bristol City while the club was establishing itself as a professional outfit.39 Finally, there was 
Moses Sanders, who made his first appearance for the club a year later than Dobson and Stewart, 
after signing from Accrington. According to football historian Dean Hayes, “the Deepdale crowd 
idolized him and no game in which he played was ever dull.”39 After eight seasons with Preston he 
moved south to play for Woolwich Arsenal, and he lived for many years after the end of his career. 
Sanders passed away in 1941, 2 years shy of turning 70.39

Stoke
Three of Stoke’s domestic baseball regulars went on to make significant contributions to Stoke’s 
post-1890 football history. Following a last-placed Football League finish in the 1889–90 season, 
Stoke joined the rival Football Alliance. William Dunn, John Eccles, and Alfred Underwood all 
helped Stoke to win that competition in 1890–91,40 and this set up an immediate return to the 
Football League. Dunn stayed at the club until early 1893 and he completed his playing career 
in 1900. Eccles made 191 appearances for Stoke between 1890 and 1901 and in 1902 he became 
the club’s trainer. He was reported to have fathered 14 children, and he died in his early 60s. 
Underwood won two England caps, against Ireland in 1891 and 1892, but retired through injury 
soon after, while in his mid-20s. In the early 1900s he suffered health problems and in July 1908 
was struck down with a serious illness. He was said to have been destitute at the time, but he 
received support from a fund established by local benefactors and was able to battle on for 20 years, 
eventually passing away aged 59.40

Another member of the squad that won the Football Alliance in 1890–91 was William 
Rowley.40 He appeared twice for Stoke during the opening week of the pro league, but his 
only game in the league after this point came at the end of August for Aston Villa when they 
arrived for a game in Stoke two players short of a nine. It was mentioned in Chapter 4 that he 
was capped for England in 1889, and 3 years later he made a second appearance for his country 
in goal. In the 1890s, Rowley was able to extend his time in the game with a stint as secretary–
manager of the Potteries club, but following this he became a publican, running the Cock Inn 
in Stoke. The final chapter of his life was emigration to the United States, and it is tempting to 
speculate that he might have watched some baseball games there following on from his brief 
introduction to the sport in 1890. He died on the other side of the Atlantic from his native land 
while in his mid-70s.40

Other teams’ envoys

Derby
Will Bryan stayed in Derby into 1891, with the hope of returning his team to the league.5 On 12 
January 1892, the New York Times reported that he was one of the entrants in England’s famous 
Sheffield handicap sprint race, although he either did not compete or failed to make it through 
the preliminary heats.41 He remained in England until at least the end of the summer of 1892, 
as is evident from a report he wrote on that year’s baseball season in the country for the Sporting 
Life.42 Some time before 1896, Bryan must have returned to the United States, for by July of that 
year he was working as manager of the Atlantic City Ball Club in a league of prominent college 
players competing to win the “championship of the coast.”43 The circuit included three teams in 
New Jersey – including Bryan’s nine – and an outfit in Newport, Rhode Island.43 His spell with the 
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Sioux City Corn Huskers in 1888 remained his only season of management at a level as high as the 
minor leagues.44 For Sioux City, 1888 was the year in which professional baseball was introduced, 
and Bryan was remembered in a report on the 20th anniversary of this event as “the missionary 
who gave Sioux City her first minor league club.”45 In that report in 1908, it was noted that Bryan 
was living in retirement in Omaha. This chapter of his life was a long one: the man who, with 
Francis Ley, had helped baseball to take root in Derby passed away in 1931.44

Sim Bullas, the catcher on Bryan’s Derby nine, returned to the United States at the close of 
the 1890 pro league and by mid-September was reported to have – along with battery-mate John 
Reidenbach – joined an amateur team in Cleveland.26 He was remembered in Derby for some 
time after his departure. In March 1891, for instance, Bryan wrote that he was “asked about every 
day,” with his friends being “legion.”5 Sadly, Bullas lived only into his mid-40s, passing away in 
Cleveland in January 1908.46

On Derby’s withdrawal from the 1890 pro league, William Barr wrote that John Reidenbach 
“is certainly a good man” and “ought to be able to get a good engagement in the States.”47 His next 
baseball role was for the same amateur team that Bullas joined in Cleveland in September 1890,26 
and from there he moved to a pitching role in 1891 on the squad of Port Townsend in the Pacific 
Northwest.48 Like Bullas, he was fondly remembered in Derby after his departure.5 But his was a 
personality that Derby’s baseball community had not encountered for the last time. He returned to 
help the Derby team win the British amateur national championship in 1897, as evidenced by his 
presence in baseball uniform on a photo of that title-winning squad.

Preston
Leech Maskrey, who had coached the Preston baseball nine single-handedly, began the return voyage 
to his native land on 6 September 1890, following a brief excursion through Ireland with Jim Hart as 
a travelling companion.25 By February 1891, a month in which Maskrey celebrated his 37th birthday, 
he had secured his next baseball appointment, signing as player–manager of the Pacific Northwest 
League’s Tacoma Daisies.49,50 While a .200 batting average for the season may have disappointed the 
aging Maskrey,51 one remarkable victory gave him reason to be proud of his managerial contribution. 
In May, Tacoma hosted Seattle in a game that stood tied at 4–4 after nine innings. The game moved 
into extra innings, and frame after frame Maskrey’s team neither conceded nor scored. In the 17th, 
both sides plated a run, but there was no further scoring until the 22nd inning. In that frame, a solitary 
Tacoma runner crossed the plate and that proved sufficient to give Maskrey’s nine the contest. Charles 
Maskrey, the manager’s brother, later recalled that the game had gripped baseball lovers in the region; 
for example, 1500 people had stood watching news of the score on the bulletin boards in Seattle. The 
baseball player’s brother also remembered it to have been the longest professional game on record at the 
time.52 But marathon contests were nothing new for Leech Maskrey. In 1881, he played for the Akrons 
in a 19-inning 2–2 tie with the Louisville Eclipse.51

By early 1892, Leech Maskrey had returned from Tacoma to his birthplace of Mercer, and 
in late January was wedded to hometown girl Ollie Golf at a small ceremony. Golf was described 
in the Sporting Life as being “one of the fairest, most popular and talented of the many lovely 
young ladies of this city.”53 This life-changing event did not appear to lessen Maskrey’s appetite 
for baseball. Just a few weeks later, he was present at a meeting called in Meadville, a Pennsylvania 
town near Mercer, with the intention of resurrecting a defunct regional league.54 And by late 
March he had been appointed as manager of the Atlanta Firecrackers for the Southern League’s 
1892 season.50,55 The Sporting Life reported great enthusiasm in the Georgia city surrounding the 
acquisition of a manager “who knows every point of the game thoroughly.”55 This complemented 
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ambitious plans to develop the club’s ground into the “finest in the South.”55 According to baseball 
historian Richard McBane, however, after several player injuries and a run of poor results, Maskrey 
soon lost popularity with the local baseball community (in the latter half of the 19th Century, 
the same fate was met by many other “Yankees” making a southern diversion on their baseball 
journeys).51 McBane uses a passage from the Sporting Life to exemplify Maskrey’s plight, and it is a 
story that suggests the early optimism was rapidly nullified:

From the first there has been a crowd of fans working against him, and they had two 
evening papers working with them. The result was that he has been blamed for everything. 
To-day, while he was coaching, a runner was caught napping. Then the crowd of fanatics 
in one corner of the grand stand […] jeered and hissed Atlanta’s manager.51

He might have wished during this game that he was back in Preston being cheered on by the 
devoted Deepdale crowd. In June, Maskrey resigned from his Atlanta post, stating that his presence 
appeared to be detrimental to the interests of the club.51

The experience in Atlanta appeared to have brought Maskrey’s interest in baseball to an 
end. In 1893, an article reviewing the whereabouts of players from the American Association 
circuit of 10 years earlier noted that Maskrey had left the game and was an art teacher.56 But 
Maskrey’s conversion of his creative passion into a vocation proved to be merely an intermission 
in his baseball life. In 1895, his name was in the sports section once more. This time it was for his 
fundraising activities relating to a new circuit operating under the moniker of the Iron and Oil 
League. Maskrey’s aim was to secure the last remaining spot for Meadville over the rival locations 
of New Castle and Jamestown, and his groundwork was said to have made Meadville the favourite 
in that three-town race.57 History reveals that it was New Castle, though, that secured the berth 
in 1895.58 Meadville would get a team in the circuit but not until 1898,58 which was a season 
of historical significance for the league from a social angle. One of the entrants was the Acme 
Colored Giants, of Celoron in New York State, and – according to research by Merl Kleinknecht 
in the 1970s – they were the last team of black players in organized “white” baseball. After 1898, 
Kleinknecht’s research indicated, there were no black players in the minor leagues until Jackie 
Robinson entered the International League in 1946.59

Another team in the 1898 Iron and Oil League was from Warren, Ohio.58 This is the town 
where Maskrey’s time in baseball would at last come to an end. He managed the Warren team for 
“three successful seasons” shortly after the turn of the century, and in 1904 – the year in which he 
turned 50 – brought an end to his career.60 A year later, a report appeared in the Sporting Life stating 
that Maskrey had been an engineer on a train that crashed on 7 September and that he had been 
killed.61 The reality, however, was that he had either survived or not been involved at all, for he 
lived on until 1922. During his post-baseball life, Maskrey devoted energy to politics,62 and he was 
also a hotelier and a pool hall owner.63,64 In March 1922, Maskrey became confined to his Mercer 
home, probably suffering from congestive heart failure, and he passed away on 1 April.51

Stoke
Charles Bartlett and James Prior both left England immediately after the close of the 1890 season.25 
Back in the United States, Prior was elected in 1891 as the manager of the newly formed Southington 
baseball club, who played two games a week in the Central Connecticut League.65 He struggled in this 
role such that while he was replaced early in the season, the damage that had been done was sufficient 
to have reportedly caused the Southington locals to lose interest in the sport at that time.66
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The legacy of the 1890 season

As has been described earlier in this chapter, the dusk of 19th Century pro baseball in Britain came not 
long after its dawn. However, the existence of that paid circuit had an undoubted impact on the wider 
outlook for the sport. As an example of this, the Middlesbrough leg of the professionals’ exhibition series 
was reported in Sport and Play to have led to an impetus for a regional league to be formed the next 
year.67 While it would be incorrect to suggest that the professionals’ visit was the only, or even the most 
important, factor contributing to the growth of baseball in Middlesbrough, it is worth observing that 
this north-eastern industrial hub became a stronghold for the game during the early 1890s. The most 
historically enduring achievement for the town came in 1892, when a 26–16 victory over St Thomas’s 
of Derby secured a national title.37

In that same year, the Cleveland District baseball trophy – one of the several magnificent prizes 
donated by Albert Spalding to the sport in Britain – was won by the Middlesbrough Pioneers. After 
some years, this trophy slipped into the same ether that holds so much of Britain’s baseball memorabilia. 
However, a Middlesbrough resident told a remarkable tale in the mid-1990s of its rediscovery. In Lost 
for a Hundred Years,68 Bernard Day describes how he came to identify an old trophy as that won by the 
Middlesbrough Pioneers during that 1892 season. Day’s story of the cup in question jumps from 1892 
to 1981. In January of that year, a fire in Stockton-on-Tees razed the Queens Hotel, and the only items 
that survived were those stored in the safe. These included an old association football trophy known as 
the Stockton Cup. It had turned black and was in two pieces; moreover, nobody knew anything firm 
about its original use. After the trophy had been polished and re-formed, it was passed under the nose 
of Day. He took a liking to the object, but could not decipher its provenance. It was only when he took 
the trophy home and placed it underneath an old photo he owned, for want of a better place to put it, 
that its identity became clear. The photo was of the Middlesbrough Pioneers in 1892, a team for which 
Day’s granddad William McReddie had competed, and they lined up with a cup in front of them that 
appeared identical to the one now in the grandson’s possession.68

Returning from this aside to the wider topic of Britain’s post-1890 baseball history, the natural 
direction for the prose to next explore is the fate of baseball after the early 1890s, as one of the 
longer-term components of the pro league’s legacy. To summarize in a sentence what merits a multi-
volume history: the post-1890 British baseball scene has been one of oscillating amateur enthusiasm, 
with troughs of total absence and no spectacular peaks, all punctuated by short-lived experiments in 
professionalism or semi-professionalism.

Moving to the subject of material components of the league’s legacy, it must unfortunately 
be reported that exceptionally few surviving items are known to the 21st Century British baseball 
community. Aston Villa Football Club knew of no baseball items in their archive when asked 
in 2010. (At the time the question was posed, a club official did note that a new archivist was 
currently being recruited, but it may be overly optimistic to hope for any objects to emerge from 
the vaults during his or her tenure.) More disappointing news concerns the ground at which Aston 
Villa played their home baseball games. The sports field is now two rows of houses – Willmore 
Road and Leslie Road. If the layout for Aston Villa’s baseball field tentatively proposed at the end 
of Chapter 3 is indeed correct, then home plate would have been approximately half-way down 
where Leslie Road today runs (see Figure 14.2). The only attachment that the Perry Barr area of 
Birmingham has to baseball today is totally unrelated to the 1890 pro league. The region hosts 
the annual general meeting of British baseball’s governing body, but its selection as a venue is 
attributable only to its convenient location close to the M6 motorway, which is a major artery in 
the journey between the north and south of England.
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The greatest material legacy was the ground 
built by Francis Ley. The famous Derby County 
Football Club moved to the facility during the 
mid-1890s and stayed there for over 100 years.69 
Part of the football pitch crossed the baseball 
field (in the section where the Popside met the 
Osmaston End), and this area of the ground 
became known as Catcher’s Corner.70 The 
stadium was slowly developed by Derby County 
over the years but it always bore as its official title 
the Baseball Ground.69 The final league match at 
the stadium was played on 11 May 1997, with the 
club moving to a new ground, known as Pride 
Park, in time for the start of the 1997–98 season. 
For a number of years, the Baseball Ground was 
retained for reserve matches, but this use later 
ended and the stadium was demolished during 
late 2003 and early 2004.69

An article published in 1997 suggested that 
other items in the material legacy of the Derby 
baseball team had also been lost to time.71 The 
author of the article was Patrick Morley, a British 
baseball historian, and he had appeared on Radio 
Derby to aid his search for artefacts relating to 

the baseball team. He drew only one response, which was from a former coach at Derby County 
Football Club. He informed Morley that Brian Clough, a colossal character in football circles, had 
ordered the destruction of all mementos of the club’s past when he took over as manager in the late 
1960s. Clough reasoned that “Derby County’s history starts now.” The former coach went on to explain 
that the clear-out ordered by Clough uncovered a collection of baseball bats, balls, and gloves, from the 
1890s, but all of these items were disposed of. Fortunately, the coach had misremembered the events. A 
search conducted among the non-display holdings of the Derby Museum and Art Gallery for this book 
revealed gloves, face masks, body protectors, a base, and a medal from Derby baseball in the 1890s.72 
Of particular interest was one of the face masks, which appears to be identical to one visible in a team 
photo of the Derby baseball club of 1890 held by the National Baseball Hall of Fame in the 
United States. This suggests that at least one item has survived a 120-year-long weathering of 
memorabilia from the pro league.

Another coup for Derby comes by way of the British Baseball Hall of Fame. The second class of 
inductees, which was announced on 12 October 2010, included Sir Francis Ley as the first individual 
to be enshrined from 19th Century baseball.73 Whether anyone involved in Aston Villa’s great baseball 
success of 1890 will ever be inducted remains to be seen, but these men will always have the honour of 
being Britain’s first professional champions.

Figure 14.2: The batter’s view back at the pitcher on 
the Perry Barr baseball field 120 years later, based on 
an estimated location of home plate. An inset of a sign 
on the road underlines the change in the site’s purpose 
(photographs by the author).
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Appendix A – Box scores for games in the
1890 pro league not involving Aston Villa

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 21 JUNE 18901 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 1 1 5 4 1 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 3 3 5 0 0 

Livesey, 3b  ............  4 0 1 1 0 2 Reidenbach, cf  .......  5 2 3 1 1 0 

Sanders, lf  ..............  5 0 1 2 0 0 Presbury, p  ............  5 1 0 2 0 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 1 1 4 1 0 Booth, rf  .................  5 2 4 2 1 1 

Colford, ss  .............  4 0 0 0 5 1 Middleton, 2b  ........  4 0 0 1 1 0 

Stewart, rf  ..............  4 0 0 0 1 1 Bullas, c  .................  4 0 0 14 1 1 

Trainer, 1b  .............  4 1 1 9 0 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  3 1 1 0 0 0 

Dobson, cf  .............  4 1 3 1 0 1 North, lf  .................  4 0 2 1 0 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  4 2 2 2 2 0 Allsop, 3b  ...............  4 0 0 1 2 1 

   Total  ...................  38 6 10 24 13 6    Total ....................  39 9 13 27 6 3 

Preston  ...................................  0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 — 6     

Derby ......................................  3 0 2 3 0 0 0 1 X — 9     

Two-base hits—Hendry, Maskrey, Bryan, Reidenbach, North. Three-base hits—Livesey, Dobson, 
Reidenbach. Home runs—Bryan. First base on balls—Stewart. First base on hit by pitcher—
Livesey, Mellors. Struck out—Hendry 2, Livesey 2, Sanders, Colford 3, Stewart 2, Trainer 2, 
Presbury, Mellors, Allsop. Left on bases—Preston 5, Derby 5. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h50. 
Scorer—J Busby. 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 23 JUNE 18902 

STOKE AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Eccles, ss  ...............  4 0 0 1 0 1 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 0 0 9 2 0 

Dunn, p  .................  3 0 0 0 3 0 Reidenbach, cf  .......  4 1 3 1 0 0 

Bartlett, c  ...............  4 0 3 4 3 0 Presbury, p  ............  4 0 1 4 4 1 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  4 0 1 2 0 0 Booth, rf  .................  4 2 3 1 1 0 

Underwood, cf  ......  3 0 0 1 0 2 Bullas, c  .................  5 2 3 1 2 0 

Morrell, 2b  .............  4 1 2 7 0 0 Middleton, 2b  ........  5 0 1 6 2 2 

Holdford, 3b ..........  3 2 1 3 0 0 North, lf  .................  5 3 4 1 1 1 

Montford, rf  ...........  3 0 2 0 0 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  4 2 1 2 3 0 

Powner, 1b  .............  3 0 0 6 0 1 Allsop, 3b  ...............  4 0 1 2 0 2 

   Total  ...................  31 3 9 24 6 4    Total ....................  40 10 17 27 15 6 

Stoke  .......................................  0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 — 3     

Derby ......................................  2 2 2 0 1 1 0 2 X  — 10     

Two-base hits—Reidenbach, Booth, Bullas, Mellors, Allsop. Home runs—Booth. First base on 
balls—Stoke 1, Derby 4. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 2. Struck out—Stoke 2, Derby 1. Left on 
bases—Stoke 4, Derby 9. Double plays—Derby 3. Umpire—W Potts. Time—2h. Scorer—A Jones. 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 26 JUNE 18903 

STOKE AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Bartlett, c  ...............  5 3 2 3 5 3 Bryan, 1b  ................  6 5 4 12 0 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  5 1 1 5 3 0 Reidenbach, 2b  ......  6 1 2 2 4 2 

Eccles, ss  ...............  5 3 2 0 1 1 Booth, lf  .................  6 1 1 1 0 0 

Rowley, p  ..............  5 1 1 0 5 4 Presbury, p  ............  6 4 1 1 7 0 

Holdford, 3b ..........  5 1 2 2 2 0 Bullas, c  .................  6 4 1 9 8 2 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  5 0 0 2 1 0 Middleton, rf  ..........  6 1 2 0 0 0 

Montford, cf  ..........  4 0 0 0 1 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  6 2 0 1 0 1 

Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 0 11 0 2 North, cf  ................  5 1 2 0 0 0 

Morrell, rf  ..............  4 2 0 1 0 0 Allsop, 3b  ...............  5 2 3 1 0 2 

   Total  ...................  42 11 8 24 18 10    Total ....................  52 21 16 27 19 7 

Stoke  .......................................  5 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 0 — 11     

Derby ......................................  3 1 5 2 1 0 6 3 X — 21     

Two-base hits—Bartlett, Bryan. Home runs—Bryan. First base on balls—Stoke 1, Derby 8. First 
base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 1, Derby 1. Struck out—Stoke 10, Derby 1. Umpire—W Potts. Time—
1h45. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 27 JUNE 18904 

STOKE AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Dunn, p  .................  6 2 3 5 2 3 Hendry, 2b  .............  7 5 4 6 1 4 

Eccles, ss  ...............  6 2 3 1 5 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  7 3 5 4 1 1 

Bartlett, c  ...............  6 2 3 5 0 1 Sanders, lf  ..............  7 1 3 0 1 0 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  6 1 2 1 0 0 Maskrey, c  .............  7 4 2 7 2 0 

Holdford, 3b ..........  5 1 2 0 2 1 Colford, ss  ..............  7 3 2 1 1 0 

Montford, rf  ...........  5 1 0 0 0 1 J Brown, p  ..............  7 2 1 0 0 0 

Morrell, 2b  .............  5 2 1 4 1 0 Stewart, 1b  .............  6 2 2 8 1 1 

Underwood, cf  ......  5 2 3 1 0 2 Dobson, cf  .............  6 3 0 1 0 0 

Rowley, 1b  .............  5 2 1 7 0 1 H Brown, rf ............  6 2 1 0 8 1 

   Total  ...................  49 15 18 24 10 10    Total ....................  60 25 20 27 15 7 

Stoke  .......................................  2 2 9 1 1 0 0 0 0 — 15     

Preston  ...................................  4 3 9 1 2 1 0 5 X — 25     

Two-base hits—Dunn, Eccles, Underwood, Hendry, Livesey, Colford. Three-base hits—Dunn, 
Hendry 2. Home runs—Hendry. Stolen bases—Stoke 7, Preston 2. First base on balls—Stoke 6, 
Preston 1. Struck out—Stoke 3, Preston 3. Wild pitches—J Brown. Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h55. 
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PLAYED IN DERBY ON 28 JUNE 18905 

DERBY AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Reid’bach, p-2b-p  .  5 1 1 1 2 0 Hogan, p  ................  4 0 1 2 5 0 

Bullas, c  .................  5 1 1 8 1 0 Maskrey, c  .............  3 1 1 1 2 1 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  5 1 1 10 0 0 Brown, rf  ................  4 2 2 0 1 1 

Presbury, 2b-p-2b  .  4 1 3 2 2 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  4 0 0 6 3 0 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  5 0 0 2 1 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  4 1 2 2 4 0 

Mellors, ss  .............  4 1 1 1 1 0 Colford, ss  ..............  4 0 0 2 1 1 

Booth, rf  ................  4 1 2 1 0 0 Stewart, 1b  .............  4 0 0 13 0 2 

Middleton, cf  .........  4 0 1 1 0 0 Dobson, cf  .............  3 0 0 1 0 0 

North, lf .................  4 0 2 1 0 1 Sanders, lf  ..............  3 0 1 0 2 3 

   Total  ...................  40 6 12 27 7 2    Total ....................  33 4 7 27 18 8 

Derby ......................................  1 0 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 — 6     

Preston  ...................................  0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 — 4     

Time—1h30. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 30 JUNE 18906 

STOKE AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Prior  ......................  6 4 3 4 13 0 Hendry  ...................  6 1 1 8 3 0 

Bartlett  ..................  5 2 4 9 3 0 Livesey  ...................  6 1 2 1 0 1 

Dunn  .....................  5 1 2 3 0 1 Sanders  ..................  5 2 3 2 0 0 

Eccles  ....................  4 1 1 3 0 0 Maskrey  .................  5 1 1 4 2 0 

Rowley  ...................  4 2 2 6 0 2 Colford  ...................  4 1 0 1 4 1 

Montford  ...............  4 1 1 0 0 0 Trainer  ...................  4 2 2 0 1 0 

Ainsworth  ..............  4 1 3 1 0 0 Stewart  ...................  5 2 2 10 0 0 

Powner  ..................  4 1 2 0 0 1 Dobson  ..................  4 2 2 1 0 0 

Holdford  ...............  4 1 1 1 1 0 Brown  ....................  5 1 1 0 4 1 

   Total  ...................  40 14 19 27 17 4    Total ....................  44 13 14 27 14 3 

Stoke  .......................................  1 0 3 2 0 7 0 1 0 — 14     

Preston  ...................................  8 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 — 13     

Two-base hits—Prior, Rowley, Hendry, Livesey, Maskrey. Stolen bases—Stoke 15, Preston 4. First 
base on balls—Stoke 7, Preston 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Preston 1. Struck out—Stoke 3, 
Preston 10. Double plays—Stewart and Hendry. Wild pitches—Preston 1. Umpire—W Potts. 
Time—2h. 
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PLAYED IN DERBY ON 2 JULY 18907 

DERBY AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  4 1 2 10 0 0 Bartlett, c-p  ............  3 0 0 4 2 2 

Reidenbach, 2b  .....  4 0 1 2 2 0 Dunn, 2b  ................  3 0 0 3 5 0 

Presbury, p  ............  4 1 1 1 5 0 Eccles, ss  ...............  3 0 0 0 4 1 

Booth, lf  ................  3 2 2 1 0 0 Morrell, rf  ...............  3 0 0 1 0 0 

Bullas, c  .................  3 0 1 2 0 0 Holdford, 3b  ..........  3 0 2 3 0 0 

Middleton, rf  .........  3 0 1 2 1 1 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  2 1 1 0 0 1 

North, cf  ................  3 0 1 0 0 0 Montford, cf  ...........  2 1 0 0 0 0 

Mellors, ss  .............  3 1 1 0 4 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  2 1 1 10 0 3 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  3 0 1 3 0 0 Prior, p-c  ................  2 1 1 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  30 5 11 21 12 1    Total ....................  23 4 5 21 11 7 

Derby ......................................  0 1 3 1 0 0 0 — 5       

Stoke  .......................................  0 0 0 0 0 0 4 — 4       

Two-base hits—Bryan, Middleton. Stolen bases—Bryan 3, Reidenbach, Booth, North, Mellors, 
Bartlett 2, Holdford, Montford. First base on balls—Derby 1, Stoke 2. First base on hit by pitcher—
Derby 2, Stoke 2. Umpire—F Ley. Time—1h30. Scorer—F Buxton. 
 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 3 JULY 18908 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  6 0 3 7 1 0 Prior, p-c  ................  3 3 1 2 3 2 

Livesey, 3b  ............  5 1 1 2 2 2 Bartlett, c-p  ............  5 3 3 5 1 0 

Sanders, lf  ..............  5 0 2 1 0 1 Dunn, 2b  ................  5 0 0 5 1 1 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 1 1 2 3 0 Eccles, ss  ...............  4 1 1 0 6 0 

Colford, ss  .............  4 2 2 0 2 2 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  4 0 1 1 0 1 

Stewart, 1b  .............  4 3 3 11 3 1 Holdford, 3b  ..........  4 0 1 0 1 2 

Dobson, cf  .............  5 2 2 0 0 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 2 12 0 1 

Drummond, rf  .......  5 3 1 3 0 0 Morrell, rf  ...............  5 0 2 0 0 0 

Brown, p  ................  5 0 1 1 4 1 Pedley, cf  ...............  4 0 1 2 0 0 

   Total  ...................  43 12 16 27 15 7    Total ....................  38 7 12 27 12 7 

Preston  ...................................  0 0 2 1 0 2 0 5 2 — 12     

Stoke  .......................................  2 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 — 7     

Two-base hits—Hendry 2, Drummond, Eccles. Three-base hits—Hendry. Stolen bases—Maskrey, 
Drummond, Prior 3, Bartlett 2, Eccles. First base on balls—Hendry, Livesey, Maskrey, Colford, 
Prior, Bartlett. First base on hit by pitcher—Prior 2. Struck out—Brown 2, Pedley. Left on bases—
Preston 8, Stoke 7. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h55. 
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 5 JULY 18909 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Livesey, 3b  ............  6 2 3 2 2 0 Prior, p  ...................  5 1 1 2 9 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  6 3 4 6 3 0 Bartlett, c  ...............  3 2 1 5 0 3 

Colford, ss  .............  6 4 2 0 1 6 Dunn, 2b  ................  5 1 3 2 0 4 

Sanders, lf  ..............  6 3 3 1 0 0 Eccles, ss  ...............  5 3 1 5 3 1 

Trainer, 2b  ............  6 2 2 6 2 2 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  5 1 1 0 0 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  5 1 0 1 3 2 Holdford, 3b  ..........  5 0 0 0 2 0 

Drummond, rf  .......  5 2 1 1 1 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 3 13 2 1 

Stewart, 1b  .............  5 0 0 9 1 1 Powner, rf  ..............  4 0 1 0 1 2 

Dobson, cf  .............  4 0 1 1 0 0 Pedley, cf  ...............  4 0 0 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  49 17 16 27 13 11    Total ....................  40 8 11 27 17 11 

Preston  ...................................  4 3 4 0 0 5 0 0 1 — 17     

Stoke  .......................................  0 1 4 0 2 1 0 0 0 — 8     

Two-base hits—Maskrey 2, Colford, Drummond, Bartlett, Underwood. Stolen bases—Colford, 
Prior 2, Bartlett 2, Dunn, Pedley. First base on balls—Dobson, Bartlett 2. Struck out—Preston 3, 
Stoke 3. Left on bases—Preston 6, Stoke 7. Double plays—Trainer; Underwood and Bartlett. Wild 
pitches—Prior. Passed balls—Bartlett 2. Time—1h35. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 9 JULY 189010 

STOKE AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Prior, lf  ..................  5 2 3 1 0 0 Livesey, 3b  .............  6 4 2 3 0 1 

Bartlett, c  ...............  5 1 3 2 1 0 Maskrey, c  .............  6 3 2 4 1 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  5 0 0 4 3 2 Sanders, lf  ..............  6 2 2 1 0 0 

Eccles, ss  ...............  5 1 2 1 3 1 Colford, ss  ..............  5 3 1 0 1 0 

Holdford, p  ...........  3 0 3 0 3 0 Drummond, rf  .......  5 1 0 1 0 0 

Underwood, 1b  ......  5 2 4 13 0 4 Stewart, 1b  .............  5 1 1 9 0 0 

Montford, rf  ...........  5 1 2 0 0 0 Dobson, cf  .............  5 2 2 1 0 0 

Morrell, 3b  .............  4 1 2 3 4 0 Gillespie, 2b  ...........  5 1 3 7 2 0 

Pedley, cf  ...............  4 1 2 0 0 0 Brown, p  ................  5 1 0 1 5 0 

   Total  ...................  41 9 21 24 14 7    Total ....................  48 18 13 27 9 1 

Stoke  .......................................  2 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 2 — 9     

Preston  ...................................  0 0 6 4 3 4 1 0 X — 18     

Three-base hits—Bartlett. First base on balls—Stoke 1. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 3. 
Struck out—Stoke 1. Double plays—Gillespie and Livesey. Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h40. 
Scorer—A Jones. 
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PLAYED IN DERBY ON 10 JULY 189011 

DERBY AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  4 4 3 13 0 0 Livesey, 3b  .............  4 1 0 0 2 1 

Reidenbach, 2b  .....  6 3 3 3 4 2 Maskrey, c  .............  3 1 0 7 2 0 

Presbury, p  ............  6 1 1 0 9 1 Sanders, lf  ..............  4 1 0 3 0 1 

Booth, lf  ................  6 0 2 0 0 0 Colford, ss  ..............  3 1 2 1 0 1 

Bullas, c  .................  6 3 2 9 3 0 Stewart, 1b  .............  4 0 0 10 0 0 

Middleton, rf  .........  4 1 0 0 0 0 Drummond, rf  .......  4 1 2 3 0 0 

Bates, cf  .................  4 2 2 1 0 0 Dobson, cf  .............  3 2 0 0 0 0 

Mellors, ss  .............  5 1 2 1 5 0 Gillespie, 2b  ...........  4 0 1 2 3 3 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  5 2 1 0 0 3 Brown, p  ................  4 0 0 1 4 1 

   Total  ...................  46 17 16 27 21 6    Total ....................  33 7 5 27 11 7 

Derby ......................................  8 1 2 3 2 0 0 1 0 — 17     

Preston  ...................................  1 1 0 1 2 0 0 2 0 — 7     

Two-base hits—Bryan, Presbury, Bullas, Gillespie. Three-base hits—Bullas. Stolen bases—Bryan 
4, Reidenbach 2, Bullas, Bates 4, Mellors, Allsop, Livesey, Maskrey 2, Colford 2, Dobson. First base 
on balls—Derby 5, Preston 5. First base on hit by pitcher—Derby 1. Struck out—Derby 1, Preston 
7. Double plays—Stewart, Gillespie, and Drummond. Wild pitches—Brown. Passed balls—
Maskrey. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h45. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 12 JULY 189012 

STOKE AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Prior, 3b  .................  3 2 2 0 2 0 Bryan, 1b  ................  4 2 2 11 2 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  3 3 2 4 1 0 Reidenbach, 2b  ......  4 2 3 2 3 2 

Eccles, ss  ...............  4 1 1 0 2 0 Presbury, p  ............  4 2 2 1 2 0 

Bartlett, c  ...............  4 3 4 1 1 0 Booth, lf  .................  4 1 2 0 0 2 

Holdford, p  ...........  4 1 1 0 3 0 Bullas, c  .................  4 1 2 2 1 0 

Underwood, 1b  ......  4 1 3 9 0 2 Middleton, rf  ..........  4 2 2 1 1 0 

Morrell, cf  ..............  3 1 1 0 0 0 Bates, cf  .................  4 2 2 0 0 0 

Montford, lf  ...........  3 1 0 0 0 1 Mellors, ss  ..............  4 3 1 0 2 0 

Powner, rf  ..............  4 0 1 1 0 1 Allsop, 3b  ...............  2 1 1 1 0 1 

   Total  ...................  32 13 15 15 9 4    Total ....................  34 16 17 18 11 5 

Stoke  .......................................  4 0 5 1 3 0 — 13        

Derby ......................................  7 0 5 4 0 X — 16        

Two-base hits—Bartlett, Underwood 2, Reidenbach. Sacrifice hits—Holdford. Stolen bases—Stoke 
12, Derby 9. First base on balls—Stoke 4, Derby 1. Struck out—Stoke. Left on bases—Stoke 4, 
Derby 4. Double plays—Dunn and Underwood. Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h15. Scorer—A Jones. 
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 14 JULY 189013 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Livesey, 3b  ............  6 2 3 2 0 1 Bryan, 1b  ................  6 5 4 7 0 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 2 3 6 2 0 Reidenbach, 2b  ......  6 4 5 2 1 1 

Sanders, lf  ..............  5 1 2 1 0 0 Presbury, p  ............  6 1 3 0 0 1 

Colford, ss  .............  6 1 1 0 3 0 Booth, lf  .................  6 1 3 2 1 0 

Stewart, 1b  .............  5 1 0 8 0 2 Bullas, c  .................  6 0 2 9 1 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  6 0 2 0 2 0 Middleton, rf  ..........  6 0 3 2 1 2 

Dobson, cf  .............  6 2 1 0 0 0 Bates, cf  .................  5 2 1 0 1 0 

Drummond, rf  .......  3 3 0 1 0 2 Mellors, ss  ..............  5 1 1 3 5 2 

Gillespie, 2b  ..........  5 3 4 6 2 3 Allsop, 3b  ...............  5 2 1 2 0 2 

   Total  ...................  46 15 16 24 9 8    Total ....................  51 16 23 27 10 8 

Preston  ...................................  2 0 0 4 0 2 2 5 0 — 15     

Derby ......................................  2 4 4 4 0 2 0 0 X — 16     

Two-base hits—Derby 4. Three-base hits—Colford. Stolen bases—Preston 11, Derby 9. First base 
on balls—Preston 3, Derby 1. First base on hit by pitcher—Preston 2. Struck out—Preston 4, Derby 
3. Left on bases—Preston 9, Derby 10. Double plays—Derby 1. Wild pitches—Hogan. Umpire—F 
Brown. Time—1h55. 
 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 16 JULY 189014 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Livesey, 3b  ............  6 4 4 1 1 3 Prior, c  ...................  1 1 0 2 0 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  6 5 4 5 1 0 Eccles, ss  ...............  3 0 0 0 0 5 

Colford, ss  .............  6 4 4 1 3 0 Bartlett, 2b  .............  2 1 0 5 3 1 

Sanders, lf  ..............  5 1 1 0 0 0 Holdford, p  ............  3 1 0 0 2 1 

Gillespie, 2b  ..........  5 2 3 0 3 1 Underwood, 1b  ......  3 0 0 6 0 0 

Trainer, 1b  .............  5 3 4 8 0 0 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  3 0 1 1 0 1 

Hogan, rf  ...............  5 0 0 0 0 0 Morrell, 3b  .............  3 0 0 2 1 3 

Dobson, cf  .............  4 2 1 2 0 1 Powner, rf  ..............  2 0 0 1 0 1 

Brown, p  ................  5 3 2 1 1 0 Pedley, cf  ...............  1 0 0 1 0 1 

   Total  ...................  47 24 23 18 9 5    Total ....................  21 3 1 18 6 13 

Preston  ...................................  4 5 6 2 1 6 — 24        

Stoke  .......................................  0 0 3 0 0 0 — 3        

Two-base hits—Livesey 2, Maskrey. Stolen bases—Preston 12, Stoke 7. First base on balls—
Preston 3, Stoke 6. Struck out—Stoke 5. Left on bases—Preston 10, Stoke 5. Umpire—F Brown. 
Time—1h35. 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 17 JULY 189015 

STOKE AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Prior, c  ...................  3 0 1 2 2 2 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 3 3 11 1 0 

Eccles, ss  ...............  4 0 0 3 2 0 Reidenbach, 2b  ......  4 2 2 4 4 0 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  4 2 2 6 1 2 Presbury, p  ............  5 2 3 1 7 0 

Holdford, p  ...........  3 0 1 0 8 0 Booth, lf  .................  5 3 3 3 0 0 

Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 2 9 0 1 Bullas, c  .................  5 2 3 3 2 2 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  4 0 1 1 1 1 Middleton, rf  ..........  4 0 1 1 2 1 

Pedley, 3b  ..............  4 0 0 2 0 2 Bates, cf  .................  3 1 2 1 1 0 

Montford, cf  ..........  4 0 0 0 0 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  4 0 0 1 0 1 

Powner, rf  ..............  3 0 1 1 1 0 Allsop, 3b  ...............  3 1 1 2 0 0 

   Total  ...................  33 2 8 24 15 8    Total ....................  38 14 18 27 17 4 

Stoke  .......................................  0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 — 2     

Derby ......................................  5 4 0 2 0 1 2 0 X — 14     

Two-base hits—Reidenbach. Three-base hits—Bryan. Stolen bases—Stoke 7, Derby 9. First base 
on balls—Stoke 1, Derby 2. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 1, Derby 1. Struck out—Stoke 2, 
Derby 2. Left on bases—Stoke 5, Derby 2. Double plays—Eccles and Dunn. Umpire—W Potts. 
Time—1h25. Scorer—A Jones. 
 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 19 JULY 189016 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 1 3 6 3 1 Prior, ss  ..................  5 1 2 4 4 0 

Livesey, 3b  ............  4 1 1 2 2 1 Dunn, 2b  ................  5 1 0 2 1 1 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 2 1 3 2 0 Eccles, p  ................  4 0 0 3 0 0 

Colford, ss  .............  5 1 2 1 7 1 Bartlett, c  ...............  5 2 1 3 0 4 

Sanders, lf  ..............  4 0 0 2 0 0 Holdford, 3b  ..........  4 1 1 3 4 1 

Gillespie, rf  ............  5 1 0 2 0 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  3 1 1 9 0 3 

Trainer, 1b  .............  3 2 0 4 0 1 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  3 0 1 3 0 0 

Dobson, cf  .............  5 2 1 6 0 1 Powner, rf  ..............  4 0 1 0 0 1 

Brown, p  ................  4 0 0 1 2 0 Pedley, cf  ...............  4 0 1 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  39 10 8 27 16 5    Total ....................  37 6 8 27 9 10 

Preston  ...................................  0 0 1 0 4 2 0 1 2 — 10     

Stoke  .......................................  0 1 0 0 2 0 0 3 0 — 6     

Two-base hits—Hendry 2, Bartlett, Powner. Three-base hits—Livesey. Home runs—Hendry. 
Stolen bases—Hendry, Maskrey, Dobson, Dunn, Bartlett. First base on balls—Maskrey, Sanders, 
Trainer 2, Eccles, Underwood. Struck out—Dobson, Brown 2, Ainsworth. Left on bases—Preston 
6, Stoke 9. Double plays—Hendry and Dobson 2. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h30. 
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PLAYED IN DERBY ON 21 JULY 189017 

DERBY AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  5 0 2 13 1 0 Prior, ss  ..................  5 2 1 3 4 2 

Reidenbach, 2b  .....  6 2 3 4 4 0 Dunn, 2b  ................  5 2 2 7 3 2 

Presbury, p  ............  6 2 3 1 7 0 Eccles, p  ................  4 0 1 0 5 0 

Booth, lf  ................  6 3 2 0 0 0 Bartlett, c  ...............  4 0 1 2 2 0 

Bullas, c  .................  5 3 4 2 0 0 Holdford, 3b  ..........  5 0 0 1 0 3 

Middleton, rf  .........  5 2 2 0 1 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 2 12 0 4 

Bates, cf  .................  4 2 1 2 0 2 Pedley, rf  ................  4 0 0 1 0 3 

Mellors, ss  .............  5 2 2 3 5 1 Potts, cf  ..................  4 0 0 0 0 1 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  4 1 1 2 1 1 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  3 1 0 1 0 0 

   Total  ...................  46 17 20 27 19 4    Total ....................  38 5 7 27 14 15 

Derby ......................................  0 1 3 1 1 8 0 3 0 — 17     

Stoke  .......................................  2 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 — 5     

Two-base hits—Derby 10. Three-base hits—Underwood. Home runs—Prior. Stolen bases—Bryan 
2, Reidenbach, Presbury 2, Booth 2, Bullas 2, Middleton, Bates 2, Prior, Bartlett 2, Underwood. 
First base on balls—Derby 2, Stoke 3. Struck out—Derby 4, Stoke 2. Wild pitches—Presbury. 
Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h25. Scorer—F Buxton. 
 

PLAYED IN DERBY ON 23 JULY 189018 

DERBY AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  5 2 1 15 0 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  5 2 2 8 3 4 

Reidenbach, ss  ......  5 1 2 0 3 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  6 3 4 1 0 1 

Presbury, 2b  ..........  5 0 1 0 3 8 Maskrey, c  .............  5 2 2 3 5 0 

Booth, lf  ................  5 2 3 2 0 0 Sanders, lf  ..............  5 2 2 0 0 0 

Bullas, c  .................  5 1 1 1 2 0 Colford, ss  ..............  5 0 1 1 3 3 

Middleton, rf  .........  5 1 1 0 1 1 Gillespie, rf  ............  5 1 1 1 0 0 

Bates, cf  .................  5 2 3 2 0 1 Trainer, 1b  .............  5 0 1 14 0 0 

Mellors, p  ..............  5 1 2 2 2 1 Dobson, cf  .............  3 1 0 2 0 0 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  5 0 0 5 2 3 Hogan, p  ................  5 0 0 0 7 1 

   Total  ...................  45 10 14 27 13 15    Total ....................  44 11 13 30 18 9 

Derby ......................................  0 4 0 2 0 1 1 0 2 0 — 10    

Preston  ...................................  4 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 2 1 — 11    

Two-base hits—Reidenbach, Booth. Three-base hits—Middleton. Stolen bases—Derby 4, Preston 
13. First base on balls—Preston 3. First base on hit by pitcher—Preston 1. Struck out—Derby 2, 
Preston 1. Left on bases—Derby 5, Preston 9. Passed balls—Maskrey. Umpire—F Brown. Time—
1h50. 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 24 JULY 189019 

STOKE AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Prior, ss  .................  5 2 1 2 4 2 Hendry, 2b  .............  6 3 3 4 4 2 

Dunn, 2b  ...............  5 2 3 5 0 2 Livesey, 3b  .............  5 3 1 2 1 3 

Eccles, p  ................  5 1 1 0 4 1 Maskrey, c  .............  4 5 3 5 1 1 

Bartlett, c  ...............  4 0 2 2 4 2 Sanders, lf  ..............  5 2 4 0 0 0 

Underwood, 1b  ......  4 0 0 7 0 0 Colford, rf  ..............  5 2 2 0 0 0 

Holdford, 3b ..........  2 2 1 4 4 3 Gillespie, ss  ............  4 1 1 2 2 1 

Ainsworth, lf  ..........  4 0 0 2 0 1 Trainer, 1b  .............  5 0 2 13 0 0 

Booth, cf  ................  4 0 1 1 0 0 Dobson, cf  .............  5 0 1 1 1 1 

Turner, rf  ...............  4 1 0 1 0 0 Brown, p  ................  5 0 1 0 7 0 

   Total  ...................  37 8 9 24 16 11    Total ....................  44 16 18 27 16 8 

Stoke  .......................................  1 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 2 — 8     

Preston  ...................................  2 0 3 0 5 4 2 0 X — 16     

Two-base hits—Booth, Hendry 2, Maskrey 2. Three-base hits—Hendry. Stolen bases—Stoke 7, 
Preston 9. First base on balls—Stoke 4, Preston 3. Struck out—Stoke 3, Preston 2. Left on bases—
Stoke 6, Preston 7. Double plays—Dobson and Trainer. Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h25. Scorer—A 
Jones. 
 

PLAYED IN DERBY ON 26 JULY 189020 

DERBY AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  5 1 2 6 1 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  4 2 2 5 3 2 

Reidenbach, 2b-p ...  5 3 2 6 5 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  4 2 2 3 1 1 

Presbury, p-rf  ........  5 2 3 1 5 2 Maskrey, c  .............  3 3 2 7 4 0 

Booth, lf  ................  5 2 4 0 0 0 Sanders, lf  ..............  3 2 1 0 0 0 

Bullas, c  .................  5 0 0 6 8 1 Colford, rf  ..............  4 1 2 0 1 0 

Middleton, rf-2b  ....  5 1 2 2 0 3 Gillespie, ss  ............  3 0 0 0 3 1 

Bates, cf  .................  5 0 3 1 0 1 Stewart, 1b  .............  4 0 0 10 0 3 

North, ss  ...............  4 0 0 0 1 0 Dobson, cf  .............  4 0 0 1 0 0 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  4 0 1 2 2 1 Hogan, p  ................  4 0 0 1 4 0 

   Total  ...................  43 9 17 24 22 9    Total ....................  33 10 9 27 16 7 

Derby ......................................  3 0 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 — 9     

Preston  ...................................  3 0 4 0 2 1 0 0 X — 10     
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PLAYED IN DERBY ON 28 JULY 189021,22 

DERBY AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Bryan, 1b  ...............  — 2 — — — — Prior, p-ss  ..............  — 0 — — — — 

Reidenbach, p  .......  — 1 — — — — Dunn, 2b  ................  — 2 — — — — 

Presbury, 2b  ..........  — 1 — — — — Underwood, 1b  ......  — 0 — — — — 

Booth, lf  ................  — 2 — — — — Bartlett, c  ...............  — 0 — — — — 

Bullas, c  .................  — 0 — — — — Eccles, ss-p  ............  — 0 — — — — 

Middleton, rf  .........  — 0 — — — — Holdford, 3b  ..........  — 0 — — — — 

Bates, cf  .................  — 0 — — — — Ainsworth, lf  ..........  — 0 — — — — 

North, ss  ...............  — 0 — — — — Booth, cf  ................  — 0 — — — — 

Allsop, 3b  ..............  — 0 — — — — Billings, rf  ..............  — 1 — — — — 

   Total  ...................  — 6 — — — —    Total ....................  — 3 — — — — 

Derby ......................................  0 0 4 0 0 0 1 1 0 — 6     

Stoke  .......................................  1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 — 3     

 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 30 JULY 189023 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  4 0 0 5 1 2 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 3 2 0 0 0 

Livesey, 3b  ............  4 0 0 6 1 1 Reidenbach, p  .......  3 2 1 0 0 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 0 0 5 3 1 Presbury, 2b  ...........  4 1 2 1 0 0 

Sanders, lf  ..............  3 0 0 1 0 1 Booth, lf  .................  5 0 2 0 0 0 

Colford, rf  ..............  3 0 0 0 1 1 Bullas, c  .................  5 0 1 26 1 0 

Gillespie, ss-p  ........  3 0 0 0 1 1 Middleton, rf  ..........  4 1 2 0 0 0 

Trainer, 1b  .............  3 0 0 4 0 1 Mellors, ss  ..............  4 0 0 0 0 0 

Dobson, cf  .............  1 1 0 1 0 1 Allsop, 3b  ...............  4 1 1 0 0 1 

Hogan, p-ss  ...........  3 0 0 2 0 0 Bates, cf  .................  4 1 1 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  28 1 0 24 7 9    Total ....................  38 9 12 27 1 1 

Preston  ...................................  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 — 1     

Derby ......................................  2 0 0 5 0 2 0 0 X — 9     

Home runs—Reidenbach. Stolen bases—Dobson 2, Bryan 2, Presbury 2, Booth 2, Bullas, 
Middleton 2, Allsop, Bates. First base on balls—Dobson 2, Reidenbach. First base on hit by 
pitcher—Derby 1. Struck out—Preston 26, Derby 1. Left on bases—Derby 7. Double plays—
Hendry and Livesey. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h15. 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 31 JULY 189024 

STOKE AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Prior, 2b  .................  6 4 4 4 3 0 Hendry, 2b  .............  6 5 3 7 3 0 

Ainsworth, cf  .........  6 1 3 3 0 0 Livesey, 3b  .............  5 2 2 3 1 3 

Underwood, 1b  ......  5 2 4 9 0 1 Maskrey, c  .............  6 1 1 6 2 2 

Bartlett, c  ...............  5 2 3 6 0 0 Sanders, lf  ..............  6 2 0 0 0 1 

Eccles, ss  ...............  6 3 1 2 1 1 Colford, rf  ..............  4 0 1 0 0 1 

Holdford, 3b ..........  5 1 2 1 1 1 Gillespie, ss  ............  5 0 3 1 2 1 

Billings, rf  .............  5 2 2 0 0 0 Stewart, 1b  .............  6 1 4 9 1 2 

Booth, lf  ................  5 1 1 1 0 0 Dobson, cf  .............  4 2 1 1 0 0 

Johnson, p  .............  5 2 4 1 8 1 Brown, p  ................  4 1 0 0 2 0 

   Total  ...................  48 18 24 27 13 4    Total ....................  46 14 15 27 11 10 

Stoke  .......................................  0 5 0 3 2 7 0 0 1 — 18     

Preston  ...................................  2 7 1 0 0 0 2 2 0 — 14     

Two-base hits—Prior 2, Johnson, Hendry, Livesey, Maskrey, Colford, Dobson. Three-base hits—
Hendry. Stolen bases—Stoke 4, Preston 4. First base on balls—Stoke 2, Preston 4. First base on hit 
by pitcher—Stoke, Preston. Left on bases—Stoke 5, Preston 10. Wild pitches—Brown. Umpire—W 
Potts. Time—1h50. Scorer—A Jones. 
 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 2 AUGUST 189025 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 0 0 3 4 2 Bryan, 1b  ................  5 2 1 14 0 0 

Livesey, 3b  ............  4 1 1 3 1 0 Reidenbach, p  .......  5 3 1 0 1 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  5 3 1 1 3 0 Presbury, 2b  ...........  5 2 1 2 4 3 

Sanders, lf  ..............  4 1 1 2 0 0 Booth, lf  .................  5 2 3 0 0 0 

Colford, rf  ..............  4 3 1 1 0 1 Bullas, c  .................  5 1 1 10 0 0 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  5 1 2 1 2 0 Middleton, rf  ..........  3 1 0 1 0 1 

Trainer, 1b  .............  4 0 0 13 1 1 Mellors, ss  ..............  4 1 1 0 2 1 

Dobson, cf  .............  4 0 0 0 0 3 Allsop, 3b  ...............  4 0 0 0 0 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  4 0 1 0 4 1 Bates, cf  .................  4 1 1 0 0 1 

   Total  ...................  39 9 7 24 15 8    Total ....................  40 13 9 27 7 6 

Preston  ...................................  0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 3 — 9     

Derby ......................................  4 4 0 1 0 0 4 0 X — 13     

Two-base hits—Livesey, Maskrey, Colford, Hogan, Reidenbach, Presbury, Bates. Three-base 
hits—Mellors. Stolen bases—Hendry, Livesey 2, Maskrey 4, Colford 4, Gillespie 3, Trainer, Bryan. 
First base on balls—Preston 5, Derby 1. Struck out—Preston 10. Left on bases—Preston 8, Derby 4. 
Double plays—Trainer and Livesey. Passed balls—Bullas. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h50. 
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PLAYED IN STOKE ON 4 AUGUST 189026 

STOKE AB R H PO A E DERBY AB R H PO A E 

Prior, p  ..................  3 0 0 0 19 0 Bryan, 1b  ................  4 1 2 7 0 0 

Johnson, 2b  ...........  3 1 1 1 0 0 Reidenbach, p  .......  4 0 1 0 20 0 

Underwood, 1b  ......  4 1 2 4 0 1 Presbury, 2b  ...........  3 1 1 1 4 1 

Bartlett, c  ...............  4 0 2 17 2 0 Booth, lf  .................  3 0 1 0 0 0 

Eccles, ss  ...............  4 0 0 0 0 2 Bullas, c  .................  3 1 0 18 0 1 

Holdford, 3b ..........  3 0 0 1 2 2 North, rf  .................  4 1 0 0 0 0 

Ainsworth, cf  .........  3 0 0 0 0 0 Mellors, ss  ..............  3 1 0 0 0 1 

Booth, lf  ................  3 0 0 1 0 0 Allsop, 3b  ...............  3 1 1 1 1 0 

Billings, rf  .............  3 0 0 0 0 0 Bates, cf  .................  4 0 0 0 0 0 

   Total  ...................  30 2 5 24 23 5    Total ....................  31 6 6 27 25 3 

Stoke  .......................................  1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 — 2     

Derby ......................................  1 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 X — 6     

Two-base hits—Underwood. Sacrifice hits—Bartlett. Stolen bases—Stoke 8, Derby 8. First base on 
balls—Stoke 1, Derby 4. First base on hit by pitcher—Derby 1. Struck out—Stoke 18, Derby 15. Left 
on bases—Stoke 4, Derby 6. Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h40. 
 

PLAYED IN STOKE ON 7 AUGUST 189027 

STOKE AB R H PO A E PRESTON AB R H PO A E 

Prior, ss  .................  7 6 5 1 2 1 Hendry, 2b  .............  5 3 4 5 4 1 

Johnson, 2b  ...........  6 3 3 3 5 1 Livesey, 3b  .............  5 2 3 0 2 1 

Underwood, 1b  ......  7 3 5 13 0 0 Maskrey, c  .............  6 3 3 5 2 1 

Bartlett, c  ...............  7 3 3 6 0 1 Sanders, lf  ..............  6 1 1 0 0 0 

Holdford, 3b ..........  5 2 3 1 2 1 Colford, rf  ..............  4 1 2 1 0 1 

Ainsworth, cf  .........  6 1 2 1 0 0 Gillespie, ss  ............  5 1 3 1 3 0 

Eccles, p  ................  7 3 4 2 7 0 Trainer, 1b  .............  5 2 2 10 0 1 

Booth, lf  ................  6 1 3 0 0 0 Dobson, cf  .............  5 0 2 1 0 1 

Billings, rf  .............  6 2 1 0 0 0 Hogan, p  ................  6 2 3 4 3 0 

   Total  ...................  57 24 29 27 16 4    Total ....................  47 15 23 27 14 6 

Stoke  .......................................  4 1 2 2 6 1 0 0 8 — 24     

Preston  ...................................  5 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 7 — 15     

Two-base hits—Prior, Johnson 3, Underwood, Eccles, Hendry 2, Livesey, Hogan 2. Stolen bases—
Stoke 6, Preston 2. First base on balls—Stoke 2, Preston 6. First base on hit by pitcher—Preston 1. 
Struck out—Stoke 2, Preston 2. Left on bases—Stoke 6, Preston 11. Double plays—Eccles and 
Underwood. Umpire—W Potts. Time—1h50. 
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PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 20 AUGUST 189028 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  5 4 2 4 0 0 Prior, ss  ..................  5 1 2 1 2 3 

Livesey, 3b  ............  6 2 3 2 1 0 Dunn, 2b  ................  4 1 0 2 1 1 

Maskrey, c  .............  4 4 1 5 2 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  4 3 1 7 0 1 

Sanders, lf  ..............  6 3 2 0 0 0 Bartlett, c  ...............  4 2 2 3 1 2 

Colford, rf  ..............  5 3 3 0 1 1 Eccles, cf-p  ............  4 1 2 2 3 1 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  5 1 3 0 3 1 Johnson, p-cf  .........  4 0 0 2 0 1 

Stewart, cf ..............  4 1 1 1 0 0 Holdford, 3b  ..........  4 0 0 2 1 1 

Trainer, 1b  .............  6 2 2 8 0 2 Ainsworth, lf  ..........  3 1 1 2 0 1 

Hogan, p  ...............  4 2 2 1 3 0 Drummond, rf  .......  4 0 1 0 1 0 

   Total  ...................  45 22 19 21 10 4    Total ....................  36 9 9 21 9 11 

Preston  ...................................  4 2 4 2 4 3 3 — 22       

Stoke  .......................................  1 1 2 0 4 1 0 — 9       

Two-base hits—Hendry, Hogan, Underwood. Three-base hits—Livesey, Prior. Stolen bases—
Preston 19, Stoke 5. First base on balls—Preston 8. First base on hit by pitcher—Stoke 1. Struck 
out—Preston 2, Stoke 3. Left on bases—Preston 11, Stoke 5. Double plays—Trainer. Passed balls—
Maskrey, Bartlett 2. Umpire—F Brown. Time—1h35. 
 

PLAYED IN PRESTON ON 25 AUGUST 189029 

PRESTON AB R H PO A E STOKE AB R H PO A E 

Hendry, 2b  ............  2 3 1 0 3 0 Prior, ss-2b  .............  2 0 0 6 0 2 

Livesey, 3b  ............  3 2 2 2 1 0 Dunn, 2b-ss  ...........  2 0 0 1 0 0 

Maskrey, c  .............  3 1 0 2 0 0 Underwood, 1b  ......  2 0 0 2 1 0 

Sanders, lf  ..............  3 2 1 1 0 0 Bartlett, c  ...............  2 2 2 2 2 2 

Colford, rf  ..............  2 1 0 1 0 0 Eccles, cf  ...............  2 0 0 2 0 1 

Gillespie, ss  ...........  2 1 0 0 1 1 Johnson, p-3b  ........  2 0 0 0 0 1 

Trainer, 1b  .............  3 0 1 8 0 0 Holdford, 3b-p  .......  2 0 1 1 3 0 

Stewart, cf ..............  2 1 1 0 0 0 Ainsworth, rf  ..........  2 0 0 0 0 0 

Hogan, p  ...............  3 2 2 1 1 0 Booth, lf  .................  2 0 0 1 0 0 

   Total  ...................  23 13 8 15 6 1    Total ....................  18 2 3 15 6 6 

Preston  ...................................  2 0 4 6 1 — 13         

Stoke  .......................................  0 1 0 1 0 — 2         

Two-base hits—Hendry, Livesey 2, Sanders, Hogan. Home runs—Bartlett. Stolen bases—Hendry 
4, Livesey, Maskrey, Sanders 2, Trainer, Stewart 4. First base on balls—Preston 8. First base on hit 
by pitcher—Preston 3. Struck out—Stoke 2. Left on bases—Preston 2, Stoke 1. Passed balls—
Bartlett. Umpire—F Brown. Time—0h50. 
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DOUBLE-HEADER PLAYED IN STOKE ON 28 AUGUST 189030 

Game 1—Preston 5, Stoke 4. Game 2—Preston 8, Stoke 7. 
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Appendix B – Scorecard from Aston Villa
versus Preston on 13 August 1890

Scorecard reproduced (courtesy of the British Library) from: Crane N. Baseball. London, 
UK: George Bell & Sons, 1891. It was taken from the scorebook of Mr J Busby, Preston’s official 
scorer. © British Library Board, MIC.A.6682.(14.). It does not tally exactly with the box 
score that appeared in the press.

The scorecard is from the game between Preston and Aston Villa on 13 August. It is clear that 
it was not completed perfectly; for instance, Aston Villa’s 9 runs are only partially filled out in 
the “R” column. Nevertheless, it provides an excellent example of how baseball games were 
scored in the 1890 pro league.

The first two columns for each team’s scorecard contained the players’ names and positions 
while the last seven covered – in order – the number of at-bats, runs, base hits, sacrifice hits, put-
outs, assists, and errors accumulated by each player. These sandwiched nine more columns, which 
together provided the summary of the game. Base hits were recorded with a long vertical line 
intersected with as many short horizontal lines as bases were made. Put-outs were recorded with a 
description of the out above the number of the out in the inning. The description contained: for a 
ground ball out, the line-up spot for the player making an assist and the player making the put-out, 
with the two separated by a hyphen; for a fly-ball out (“F#”) or foul fly-ball out (“FO#”), the line-
up spot of the player taking the catch; and for a strike-out (“K#”), the line-up spot of the catcher, 
to whom the put-out would have been credited. Outs constituting a double-play were joined by a 
curved line. Other abbreviations used on the scorecard included “B” for a base on balls, “H” for a 
hit batter, and “E” for an error. Finally, a dot showed that a player came round to score while a 
ringed number indicated the base on which a player was left at the end of the inning.
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Appendix C – Full player statistics
from the 1890 pro league

BATTING STATISTICS UP TO 21 JULY, EXCLUDING DERBY PLAYERS1 

# Player, TEAM 
At- 
bats 

Runs 
scored 

Base 
hits 

Batting 
average 

1 Bartlett, STOKE ..................................................  73 26 35 .479 

2 Trainer, PRESTON  ............................................  40 13 16 .400 

3 Simon, ASTON VILLA .......................................  83 25 33 .397 

4 Prior, STOKE ......................................................  58 25 23 .396 

5 F Barr, ASTON VILLA .......................................  92 36 36 .391 

6 J Devey, ASTON VILLA  ....................................  88 29 34 .386 

7 W Barr, ASTON VILLA  .....................................  90 37 34 .377 

8 Underwood, STOKE  ...........................................  64 11 24 .375 

9 Cowan, ASTON VILLA  ......................................  78 21 29 .371 

10 Livesey, PRESTON .............................................  97 35 35 .360 

11 Gillespie, PRESTON  ..........................................  42 10 15 .357 

12 Dawson, ASTON VILLA  ....................................  72 20 25 .347 

13 Holdford, STOKE  ...............................................  67 14 23 .343 

14 Morrell, STOKE  ..................................................  39 11 13 .333 

15= Maskrey, PRESTON  ..........................................  86 34 28 .325 

15= Sanders, PRESTON  ...........................................  89 21 29 .325 

17 Brown, ASTON VILLA  ......................................  87 20 28 .321 

18 Colford, PRESTON  ............................................  88 32 28 .318 

19 Widdowson, ASTON VILLA  ..............................  83 17 26 .313 

20 Hendry, PRESTON  ............................................  65 17 20 .307 

21 Dunn, PRESTON  ...............................................  74 20 22 .297 

22 Simmonds, ASTON VILLA  ................................  70 15 19 .271 

23 Dobson, PRESTON  ...........................................  80 24 21 .262 

24 Eccles, STOKE  ...................................................  77 18 20 .259 

25 Powner, STOKE  .................................................  35 6 9 .257 

26 Ainsworth, STOKE  .............................................  56 7 14 .250 

27 Stewart, PRESTON  ............................................  64 13 15 .234 

28 Montford, STOKE  ..............................................  40 6 8 .200 

29 Hogan, PRESTON  .............................................  48 7 9 .187 

30 Pedley, STOKE  ...................................................  25 1 4 .160 

31 Drummond, PRESTON  .....................................  32 11 5 .156 

32 H Brown, PRESTON  .........................................  38 10 5 .131 
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END-OF-SEASON BATTING STATISTICS, EXCLUDING DERBY PLAYERS2 

# Player, TEAM 
Games 
played 

Runs 
scored 

Batting 
average 

1 J Devey, ASTON VILLA  ....................................  34 59 .428 

2 Simon, ASTON VILLA .......................................  34 59 .425 

3 Hendry, PRESTON  ............................................  31 60 .406 

4 Livesey, PRESTON  ............................................  34 71 .389 

5 Prior, STOKE ......................................................  31 49 .376 

6 Underwood, STOKE  ...........................................  33 25 .373 

7 Widdowson, ASTON VILLA  ..............................  35 43 .369 

8 Trainer, PRESTON  ............................................  22 30 .356 

9 Cowan, ASTON VILLA  ......................................  35 47 .353 

10 Maskrey, PRESTON  ..........................................  35 74 .347 

11 Sanders, PRESTON  ...........................................  35 50 .346 

12 Powner, STOKE  .................................................  35 6 .343 

13= Dawson, ASTON VILLA  ....................................  10 46 .340 

13= Johnson, STOKE  ................................................  31 6 .340 

15 Colford, PRESTON  ............................................  11 34 .321 

16 F Barr, ASTON VILLA .......................................  35 68 .319 

17 Morrell, STOKE  ..................................................  34 11 .318 

18= Bartlett, STOKE ..................................................  12 43 .316 

18= Gillespie, PRESTON  ..........................................  33 28 .316 

20 W Barr, ASTON VILLA  .....................................  25 66 .314 

21 Brown, ASTON VILLA  ......................................  33 44 .312 

22 Holdford, STOKE  ...............................................  35 23 .289 

23 Simmonds, ASTON VILLA  ................................  34 31 .277 

24 Hogan, PRESTON  .............................................  32 29 .276 

25 Dunn, STOKE  ....................................................  26 27 .259 

26 W Devey, ASTON VILLA  ..................................  6 3 .250 

27 Eccles, STOKE  ...................................................  34 31 .246 

28 Dobson, PRESTON  ...........................................  29 33 .244 

29 Stewart, PRESTON  ............................................  25 27 .242 

30 Ainsworth, STOKE  .............................................  31 12 .233 

31 Pedley, STOKE  ...................................................  9 1 .218 

32 Montford, STOKE  ..............................................  9 6 .193 

33 Billings, STOKE  .................................................  8 7 .191 

34 Booth, STOKE  ....................................................  15 5 .181 

35 Drummond, PRESTON  .....................................  9 11 .142 

36 H Brown, PRESTON  .........................................  12 13 .122 
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END-OF-SEASON FIELDING STATISTICS, EXCLUDING DERBY PLAYERS3 

# Player (primary position), TEAM 
Put- 
outs Assists Errors 

Fielding 
average 

1 F Barr (1b), ASTON VILLA  ...............................  257 17 13 .954 

2 Maskrey (c), PRESTON  .....................................  100 43 9 .940 

3 Stewart (1b), PRESTON  .....................................  120 8 11 .920 

4 Hogan (p), PRESTON  .......................................  19 57 7 .915 

5 Trainer (1b), PRESTON  .....................................  162 5 16 .912 

6 J Devey (p), ASTON VILLA  ...............................  27 112 16 .896 

7 Widdowson (lf), ASTON VILLA  ........................  36 7 5 .895 

8 Prior (p), STOKE  ................................................  70 73 17 .893 

9 H Brown (p), PRESTON  ...................................  4 36 5 .888 

10 Hendry (2b), PRESTON  ....................................  95 68 21 .885 

11 Underwood (1b), PRESTON  ..............................  198 8 32 .865 

12 Bartlett (c), STOKE  ............................................  109 34 25 .851 

13 Dunn (2b), STOKE  .............................................  51 14 12 .844 

14 W Barr (3b), ASTON VILLA  ..............................  94 57 28 .843 

15 Eccles (ss-p), STOKE  .........................................  40 77 25 .823 

16 Gillespie (rf), PRESTON  ....................................  29 40 16 .811 

17 Brown (rf), ASTON VILLA  ................................  28 37 14 .810 

28 Simon (c), ASTON VILLA  .................................  115 21 33 .804 

19= Drummond (rf), PRESTON ................................  6 2 2 .800 

19= Ainsworth (lf), STOKE  .......................................  23 1 6 .800 

21 Cowan (2b), ASTON VILLA  ..............................  45 59 29 .781 

22 Johnson (2b), STOKE  .........................................  10 22 9 .780 

23 Booth (cf), STOKE  .............................................  9 1 3 .769 

24 Livesey (3b), PRESTON  ....................................  49 34 26 .761 

25= Simmonds (cf), ASTON VILLA  .........................  26 1 9 .750 

25= Holdford (3b), STOKE  .......................................  23 50 26 .750 

27 Colford (rf), PRESTON  ......................................  25 40 25 .722 

28 Sanders (lf), PRESTON ......................................  27 4 12 .720 

29= Billings (rf), STOKE  ...........................................  5 0 2 .714 

29= W Devey, ASTON VILLA  ..................................  4 1 2 .714 

31 Dawson (ss), ASTON VILLA  .............................  19 38 23 .712 

32 Dobson (cf), PRESTON  .....................................  32 2 16 .680 
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DERBY’S BATTING STATISTICS4 

# Player 
At- 
bats 

Runs 
scored 

Base 
hits 

Batting 
average 

Stolen 
bases Doubles Triples 

Home 
runs 

1 Bryan  ..............  116 48 48 .413 64 12 2 3 

2 Booth  .............  116 28 45 .387 26 7 2 2 

3 Reidenbach  ....  119 36 44 .369 23 12 3 1 

4 Bates  ..............  56 14 19 .339 13 1 0 0 

5 Presbury  .........  119 29 35 .294 25 9 0 0 

6 Bullas  .............  118 22 33 .279 18 9 1 0 

7 North  .............  54 5 12 .222 3 2 0 0 

8 Middleton .......  100 16 22 .220 9 2 0 0 

9 Allsop  .............  98 17 19 .193 6 2 0 0 

10 Mellors  ...........  92 22 16 .173 17 2 1 0 

DERBY’S FIELDING STATISTICS4 

# Player (primary position) 
Games 
played 

Put- 
outs Assists Errors 

Fielding 
average 

1 Bryan (1b)  ..............................  25 291 10 2 .993 

2 Bullas (c)  ................................  23 202 51 9 .965 

3 Reidenbach (p-2b)  .................  25 32 158 19 .909 

4 Presbury (2b-p)  ......................  25 40 88 28 .820 

5 Booth (lf)  ................................  25 16 6 5 .814 

6 Mellors (ss)  ............................  23 17 48 16 .802 

7 Middleton (2b-rf)  ...................  24 23 16 15 .722 

8 Bates (cf)  ................................  15 11 4 6 .714 

9 Allsop (3b)  ..............................  25 29 17 26 .638 

10 North (cf)  ...............................  14 5 2 4 .636 
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Appendix D – Notable
performances in the 1890 pro league

15 OR MORE STRIKE-OUTS IN A GAME 

Date Player (team) Strike-outs Innings Opponents 

30 July Reidenbach (Derby) *26* 9.0 Preston 

25 June Reidenbach (Derby) 20 9.0 Aston Villa 

4 August Reidenbach (Derby) 18 9.0 Stoke 

4 August Prior (Stoke) 15 8.0 Derby 

16 July Reidenbach (Derby) 15 10.0 Aston Villa 

*Preston did not swing at pitches after the first inning, under team orders issued by Major Sudell. 

MULTI-HOMER GAMES 

Date Player (team) Home runs Opponents 

6 August Widdowson (Aston Villa) 3 Stoke 

12 July Maskrey (Preston) 2 Aston Villa 

COMPLETE-GAME PERFORMANCES YIELDING THREE HITS OR FEWER 

Date Player (team) Hits Innings Opponents 

30 July Reidenbach (Derby) *0* 9.0 Preston 

16 July W Barr (Aston Villa) 1 9.1 Derby 

30 June Reidenbach (Derby) 1 9.0 Aston Villa 

16 July Brown (Preston) 1 6.0 Stoke 

24 July W Barr (Aston Villa) 2 9.0 Derby 

25 June Reidenbach (Derby) 3 9.0 Aston Villa 

25 August Hogan (Preston) 3 5.0 Stoke 

*Preston did not swing at pitches after the first inning, under team orders issued by Major Sudell.
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FIVE OR MORE HITS IN A GAME 

Date Player (team) Hits and at-bats Opponents 

26 June Simon (Aston Villa) 6-for-7 Preston 

10 July J Devey (Aston Villa) 6-for-7 Stoke 

12 July F Barr (Aston Villa) 6-for-7 Preston 

14 July F Barr (Aston Villa) 6-for-8 Stoke 

14 July Widdowson (Aston Villa) 6-for-8 Stoke 

14 July W Barr (Aston Villa) 6-for-9 Stoke 

26 June Cowan (Aston Villa) 5-for-5 Preston 

2 August Underwood (Stoke) 5-for-5 Aston Villa 

14 July Reidenbach (Derby) 5-for-6 Preston 

9 August Simon (Aston Villa) 5-for-5 Preston 

26 June F Barr (Aston Villa) 5-for-7 Preston 

10 July Simon (Aston Villa) 5-for-7 Stoke 

10 July Widdowson (Aston Villa) 5-for-7 Stoke 

11 August W Barr (Aston Villa) 5-for-7 Stoke 

18 August Hendry (Preston) 5-for-7 Aston Villa 

7 August Prior (Stoke) 5-for-7 Preston 

7 August Underwood (Stoke) 5-for-7 Preston 

10 July W Barr (Aston Villa) 5-for-8 Stoke 

14 July Dawson (Aston Villa) 5-for-8 Stoke 

14 July J Devey (Aston Villa) 5-for-8 Stoke 

14 July Simon (Aston Villa) 5-for-8 Stoke 

14 July Simmonds (Aston Villa) 5-for-8 Stoke 

10 OR MORE TOTAL BASES IN A GAME 

Date Player (team) Total bases (composition) Opponents 

6 August Widdowson (Aston Villa) 13 (1×1B, 3×HR) Stoke 

27 June Hendry (Preston) 12 (1×2B, 2×3B, 1×HR) Stoke 

12 July F Barr (Aston Villa) 12 (3×1B, 1×2B, 1×3B, 1×HR) Stoke 

14 July F Barr (Aston Villa) 11 (3×1B, 1×2B, 2×3B) Stoke 

14 July Simon (Aston Villa) 10 (2×1B, 2×2B, 1×HR) Stoke 

14 July Widdowson (Aston Villa) 10 (4×1B, 1×2B, 1×HR) Stoke 

6 August J Devey (Aston Villa) 10 (2×3B, 1×HR) Stoke 



Appendix E – Glossary of baseball 
terms from Newton Crane’s 

1891 book titled Baseball 

Adapted from: Crane N. Baseball. London, UK: George Bell & Sons, 1891.

A large number of persons desirous of playing baseball, and having no other guide than the 
voluminous Playing Rules, have abandoned the sport, having lost their way in the waste of 
technicalities, conditions, exceptions, and apparent contradictions, and become discouraged 
with the idea that the game is an unnecessarily complicated one. Those who have reached this 
conclusion, and others who may attempt to go through the rules without first ascertaining the 
reason for them, should remember that baseball is a game which has grown to its present state 
of scientific play within the last fifty years, that it has enthusiastic votaries in all ranks and 
classes in America, and that the matches for the championship in that country are witnessed by 
hundreds of thousands of people, and played by professionals who are paid extravagant salaries, 
and urged by all kinds of inducements to win the coveted prize. It has therefore been found 
necessary to add rule after rule to the simple code of laws which first governed the game, in 
order to cover attempted violations of the spirit as well as the letter of these rules. It should also 
be borne in mind that in the rules as now published, it is attempted to cover every mooted point, 
and to provide against disputes of all kind. How well the framers of these laws have succeeded 
may be inferred from the fact that during the past five years, none of the large bodies governed 
by them have had occasion to meet during the playing season to hear a protest or try a case based 
upon a violation of the rules.

At the same time the very exactness thus made necessary operates against the rules, when 
those unacquainted with the game attempt to master them. For this reason these rules have been 
abridged and put in as simple a form as possible.

1. There are nine players on a side.
2. When three men of the batting side are out, all are out, and the innings is closed.
3. Nine innings constitutes a game.
4. In every innings the players must bat in regular order, beginning, in the first innings, with the first
on the list; in subsequent innings the first man to bat is the next on the list after the third batsman out
in the preceding innings.

5. THE BATSMAN
must strike at every good ball delivered to him by the pitcher. A good ball is one which passes over the
home plate not lower than the batsman’s knee or higher than his shoulder.
6. If the batsman refuses to strike at a good ball, the umpire must call a strike.
7. If the batsman strikes at any kind of a ball, good or bad, and fails to hit it, the umpire must call a strike.
8. If the umpire calls three strikes, the batsman is out (see exceptions below, 14j).
9. If the pitcher delivers any other than a good ball (as defined above), the umpire must call a ball.
10. If the umpire calls four balls, the batsman is entitled to take his base.
11. If the batsman hits the ball and it falls outside the foul line, it is a foul hit, and counts for nothing.
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12. If the batsman hits the ball and it falls within the foul lines, it is a fair hit.
13. THE BATSMAN BECOMES A BASE-RUNNER
(a) When he makes a fair hit.
(b) Instantly after four balls
(c) Instantly after three strikes have been called by the umpire.
(d) If the batsman’s person or clothing is hit by a ball from the pitcher.
(e) Instantly after the illegal delivery of a ball by the pitcher.
(f) If, while making the third strike, the ball hits his person or clothing.
(g) If, after two strikes have been called on him, he obviously attempts to make a foul strike.
[Note here the difference between a foul hit and a foul strike. A foul hit is a ball batted by the batsman, 
standing in his position, that first touches the ground behind the foul lines. A foul strike is a ball batted
by the batsman when standing outside the lines of his position.]
(h) If the ball, whether foul or fair, from his bat is caught before touching the ground.
(i) If the third strike ball is caught before touching the ground.
(j) If, after making a fair hit, or after the third strike (the ball in the latter case not being caught), he is
touched with the ball in the hands of a fielder before he reaches first base.
(k) If, after three strikes or a fair hit, the ball is securely held by a fielder who is touching with any part
of his person the first base.
(l) If, in running the last half of the distance to first base, he runs outside the three-foot line, except to
avoid interfering with a player in fielding the ball.

ENTITLED TO A BASE
15. The base-runner may take one base (without being put out) in the following cases:
(a) If the umpire awards a succeeding batsman a base, and the base-runner is thereby forced to vacate a
base to make room for the batsman or for the next following base-runner.
(b) If the umpire calls a balk.
(c) If a ball delivered by the pitcher passes the catcher and touches the umpire or any fence or building
within ninety feet of the home plate.
(d) If upon a fair hit the ball strikes the umpire standing on fair ground.
(e) If a fielder catches the ball with his hat or any part of his dress.

16. THE BASE-RUNNER MUST RETURN
to his base after having left it to make another, and may so return without being put out in the
following cases:
(a) If the umpire calls a foul hit.
(b) If the umpire calls a foul strike.
(c) If the umpire calls a dead ball.

17. THE BASE-RUNNER IS OUT
(a) If, in running from first to second bases, or second to third, or third to home, he runs more than
three feet out of a direct line to avoid being touched by the ball in the hands of a fielder.
(b) If he obstructs a fielder attempting to field a batted ball, or interferes with a thrown ball.
(c) If at any time while the ball is in play he is touched with the ball in the hands of a fielder, unless
some part of his person is touching the base he is entitled to occupy—provided the ball is held by
the fielder while touching him. In running to first base, however (and that base only), he may over-
run the base and cannot be put out in returning to it; provided (1) he returns at once and retouches
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the base, and (2) that in making the turn to come back he turns to the left. If he turns to the right 
it is an indication that he is trying to get to second base, and may therefore be put out while off base.
(d) If after a fly ball is caught he is touched before he has returned to the base he was entitled to occupy
when the fly ball was struck.
(e) If when the batsman becomes a base-runner the first base, or the first and second bases, or the first, 
second, and third bases are occupied, any base-runner so occupying a base ceases to be entitled to hold
it until the base-runner following him is touched by a player holding the ball, or the runner may be put
out by being touched with a ball.
(f) If a fair hit ball strikes him before touching a fielder.
(g) If, when running to a base, or forced to return to a base, as in (d), he fails to touch an intervening base.
(h) If when the umpire calls play after any suspension of a game the runner fails to return to and retouch
the base he occupied when time was called.

18. A RUN IS SCORED
by a base-runner when after having touched the first base, second base, and third base, he touches home
base before three men are out.



Appendix F – Glossary of baseball
terms from Newton Crane’s

1891 book titled Baseball 

Adapted from: Crane N. Baseball. London, UK: George Bell & Sons, 1891.

Several of these terms have now fallen out of usage.

Assist—The credit given by the scorer to a fielder who handles the ball in assisting to put out a player.
Balk—A motion by the pitcher as if to deliver the ball, which is not completed by delivering the ball.
Ball—A pitched ball, which does not pass over the home plate, or, if it does pass over the home plate, 
does so at an altitude lower than the batsman’s knees or higher than his shoulder.
Base hit—A hit made by the batsman out of reach of the fielders, or so sharply hit to an in-fielder that 
he cannot handle it in time to put out the batsman.
Base on balls—When a batsman is awarded first base by the umpire on four balls called on the pitcher, 
the batsman is said to take his base on balls.
Batsman’s box—The space which the batsman must occupy.
Battery—The pitcher and catcher.
Block ball—A batted or thrown ball handled by an outsider.
Coaching lines or captain’s lines—Lines drawn fifteen feet from, and parallel with, the foul lines, 
and marking the limits to be occupied by the captain, or coacher, and one assistant, in instructing the 
movements of the base-runners.
Dead ball—A pitched ball that strikes the batsman’s bat without being struck at, or his person or 
clothing, or the person or clothing of the umpire.
Diamond—The quadrangle enclosed by the base lines, and at the corner of which are the bases.
Double play—A play upon which two men are retired at the same time.
Earned run—A run made by a player unaided by errors of the fielders, before chances have been 
offered to put out the side.
Error—A misplay of a fielder which allows a base-runner to make one or more bases, when perfect 
play would have ensured his being put out.
Fair ball—A ball delivered by the pitcher standing in his box, which passes over the home plate not 
lower than the batsman’s knee or higher than his shoulder.
Fair hit—A batted ball which strikes the ground within the foul-lines
Fly ball—A ball which leaves the bat so that it may be caught before touching the ground.
Forced out—When a player is forced to vacate a base in order to make room for a succeeding base-
runner, and is put out by a fielder touching him with the ball, or touching the next base, with the ball 
or with any part of his person while holding the ball.
Foul ball—A foul hit.
Foul hit—A batted ball which strikes the ground outside the foul lines.
Foul lines—The lines which extend from the home base through first base and through third base, 
respectively, to the extremity of the field.
Foul strike—A ball batted when the batsman is out of the box.
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Foul tip—A foul hit not rising above the batsman’s head, and caught by the catcher standing within 
ten feet of the home base.
Grounder—A ball batted along the ground.
Home plate—The home base.
Home run—A base hit on which the batsman makes the circuit of bases, and scores.
In-fielders—The catcher, pitcher, first, second, and third basemen, and the short-stop.
Long fly—A fly ball which is batted to the out-field.
Out-fielders—The right, centre, and left fielders.
Passed ball—A pitched ball which the catcher fails to stop, and on which a base-runner is advanced 
a base.
Pitcher’s box—The space which the pitcher must occupy.
Put out—The credit given by the scorer to a fielder for putting out a player of the opposite side.
Sacrifice hit—A hit which advances a base-runner one or more bases, but upon which the batsman 
is put out.
Safe hit—A base hit.
Short-field—The part of the field where the short-stop plays.
Strike—A vain attempt of the batsman to hit a ball delivered to him by the pitcher, or his refusal to try 
to hit a good ball delivered to him by the pitcher.
Three-bagger—A three-base hit.
Three-base hit—A base hit which enables a batsman to reach third base.
Triple play—A play upon which three men are retired at one time.
Two-bagger—A two-base hit.
Two-base hit—A base hit which enables a batsman to reach second base.
Unfair ball—The converse of a fair ball.
Wild pitch—A ball pitched so wide of the proper requirements that it is out of the reach of the catcher, 
and a base-runner secures an advance of one or more bases therefrom.
Wild throw—A ball thrown by a fielder out of reach of the fielder to whom he directed it.



Appendix G – Programmes from
Aston Villa Football Club’s FA Cup

final victories of the 1890s

Programme from the 1895 FA Cup final (from a reproduction in the author’s collection). Two players 
from the Aston Villa baseball team of 1890 – John Devey and James Cowan – featured in the football 
team that sealed the 1895 FA Cup with a 1–0 victory over West Bromwich Albion in the final.
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The unfolded inside of the programme from the 1897 FA Cup final (from a reproduction in the 
author’s collection). The baseball players John Devey and James Cowan again both played in Aston 
Villa’s FA Cup final side in 1897. A 3–2 victory over Everton completed one half of the Villa’s league 
and cup double that year.
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The unfolded outside of the programme from the 1897 FA Cup final (from a reproduction in the 
author’s collection).
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