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CHAPTER 1




Baseball’s Dirty, Not-so-Little Secret


By the time the Dutch Leonard Affair was publicized in December of 1926, gambling was presumed to be all but gone from the major leagues, since commissioner Kenesaw Mountain Landis permanently banned the eight Chicago White Sox players five years earlier. But when Dutch Leonard’s accusations came to light, baseball’s clean image began to be questioned once again.

Despite baseball’s improved reputation during the early 1920’s, minor incidents had occurred during those years, but they had been dealt with swiftly and unilaterally by Commissioner Landis before much damage could be done. Landis’s hatred of gambling and his obsession with keeping gamblers out of the game, and his very public display of that attitude, went a long way in restoring fans’ faith in the game.

It wasn’t always that way. In the early history of professional ball, gambling and baseball had gone hand in hand with each other. Unlike professional baseball from the last 100+ years, which is played in large metropolitan areas, early on the game was played in small country towns. It was basically a game among farmers and farming towns. Local town rivalries quickly developed between neighboring teams, and games were often played on Sundays, because that was the only day the farmers were free from their chores. What was noticeable in these games was that it featured heavy gambling by both the players and fans alike.

Those who organized baseball games quickly realized that people would be more interested in the game if they could make side bets, and that the endeavor would also be profitable for the gambling halls themselves.
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Gambling and game-fixing have been a part of baseball since its earliest days.


Baseball historian John Thom believes that without any type of gambling, baseball would not have become America’s national pastime:


“I don’t think you could have had the rise of baseball without gambling…It was not worthy of press coverage. What made baseball seem important was when gamblers figured out a way to spur interest in it…In the beginning, there were people who turned their noses up at gambling but they recognized the necessity of it. You would not have had a box score. You would not have had an assessment of individual skills. You would not have had one player of skill moving to another club if there were not gambling in it.”1


David Vaught, head of the history department at Texas A&
M and a baseball historian, authored The Farmer’s Game: Baseball In Rural America, where he describes the nature of gambling during these baseball games by the fans:

“It was very often a winner-take-all event where players would bet on their team to win, and the fans would bet on just about anything they could.Fans would bet on how many hits or runs a team might score, how many pitches might be thrown, how many innings the game might last, and on and on. Since the players were not really paid a regular salary, the only way they could make any money was by betting, and every game featured plenty of it. There was rarely a game played that did not involve some type of gambling, unlike today when gambling on baseball can get a player or manager barred from the game for life…[gambling] was just as much a part of baseball as pitching, hitting, and running.”2

During the period from 1870 to 1885, as baseball evolved from an amateur game into a professional one, corruption and gambling continued in the sport and continued to gather strength. Part of the blame could be attributed to the players being susceptible to being bribed to fix games. Most of the blame, however, rested with the owners and organizers of the leagues. Owners, lacking no model to guide players by, made the mistake of establishing early franchises like a successful business venture during the period known as the Gilded Era. By doing this, baseball’s early owners mishandled the sport’s transition from amateur to professional, causing problems with labor relations, gambling, and financial solvency.3

Gambling was most prominent in the National Association, the professional league that pre-dated the National League, with games played from 1871 until 1875. Interestingly, at the start, gamblers feared that the new professional league would pay its players enough that they would not be as easily bought. They soon discovered, however, that the new professionals could be bought just as easily as the amateurs they replaced.

Baseball executive Albert Spalding commented “that no game was played in the National Association without some sort of betting.”4 In addition, Henry Chadwick, editor of the New York Clipper, went so far as to say that the National Association, “died of pool-selling.”5 As a result of the constant gambling, the practice of players throwing games (as well as horse races and other sporting affairs), known as “hippodroming,” was alarmingly common. The National Association’s entire 1874 season was a financial flop due to rampant accusations of gambling. As a result of this season, the National Association strengthened the wording of its anti-gambling rule, but the new rule, like the previous one, was not enforced.6

In 1875, the Brooklyn Eagle newspaper named an “All Star Team of Rogues,” listing the most corrupt players in baseball. These were players whose names appeared multiple times in connection with throwing games, and the surprising thing is that the vast majority of them were established starters and even stars. These players were allowed to continue playing and to continue throwing games because of the very lenient stance taken on gambling by the National Association.7 In Brooklyn, gambling was so common that one area of the stands was called “The Gold Board,” since the exchange of money was comparable to the stock market.8 As a result of payments from gamblers, players lived like royalty, with jewelry, champagne, and other luxuries. This was the nature of the corrupt play in the National Association.

When the National League was formed, the organizers promised to keep gambling out of the league, but their attempts were largely unsuccessful. An article in the New York Clipper noted that “1876 was marked by numerous instances of “crooked work,” while the public sought “an honest contest.”9 When the National League was created in 1876, a team from Philadelphia was excluded from the league because of rumors about gambling. The rumors indicated that, “players, whose dishonest acts were the common talk of all lovers of the game throughout the country, have been allowed to sell game after game.”10

A year after it began league play, the National League experienced its first big gambling scandal with the Louisville scandal of 1877. After a great run early in the season, the first place Louisville Grays mysteriously lost seven games in a row. During this losing streak, several players were observed wearing expensive diamond stickpins, and the Louisville Courier-Journal soon became suspicious. An investigation soon followed and Grays’ owner, Charles Chase, finally caught four players, George Hall, Bill Craver, Jim Devlin, and Al Nichols for their roles in fixing the games.11 In return, National League founder, William A. Hulbert, banned all four from baseball. The players claimed they threw the games because their owner had failed to meet payroll obligations and begged for forgiveness, but Hulbert would hear none of it and the players were never reinstated. Nonetheless, in general, the National League failed to remove other “suspected players” and lacked sufficient rules to eliminate gambling and game fixing.12
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Albert Spalding, star pitcher in the National Association and pioneer in the sporting goods business, fought hard against the rampant gambling in 1870's baseball, but to little avail.



As the 1880’s and 1890’s passed into the new century, gambling and financial woes continued to plague the sport. Ban Johnson, a Cincinnati newspaper sports editor, bought the financially strapped Western League in 1894. For the next six years, Johnson would put most of his energy building up the league’s finances, curtailing rowdyism and drunkenness among the fans, and cracking down on any perceived gambling. Johnson’s league was so successful that he changed the name of the league to the “American League” in 1900 and began to cultivate this new league into a “major league.” Johnson’s goal was to elevate his league to be on the same footing with the already established major league, the National League.

The period of 1900 to 1919 is known as “The Deadball Era” in baseball history. During the Deadball Era, baseball relied much more on stolen bases, hit and run plays and similar strategies than on home runs. These strategies emphasized speed, perhaps by necessity. Teams played in spacious ball parks that limited hitting for power, and, compared to modern baseballs, the ball used then was “dead” from both its composition and its overuse. Balls were not constantly discarded as they are today, and the longer a single ball was used in a game, the more it resembled a head of cabbage with the leaves falling off.

Unfortunately for Major League Baseball, gambling continued to corrupt the sport during the Deadball Era, even with Ban Johnson trying to keep the gamblers out. One problem was that professional athletes liked to hang out in gambling denizens, such as saloons and pool halls, where underworld types ran rampart. Johnson couldn’t monitor players’ activities 24 hours a day, and many of them cultivated friendships with gamblers who bet heavily on baseball. These friendships were mutually beneficial. For ballplayers, they enjoyed the leisure of being around gamblers with large sums of money to profit off of. For the gamblers, they could gain an inside edge in betting from these ballplayers, such as finding out who was pitching the next day, or when a star player was injured. Chick Gandil, later banished in the Black Sox Scandal, claimed that he had frequently supplied Boston gambler Joseph “Sport” Sullivan with inside information going back to his days with the Washington Senators.13

No player had more friends in the gambling world than “Prince” Hal Chase. Some of his peers called him the best defensive first baseman ever. Chase’s talents were legendary: He made one-handed catches with astonishing ease, played farther off the bag than anyone had ever seen, and charged sacrifice bunts with speed and agility. He also earned the reputation of being the best hit-and-run batter in the American League and frequently ranked among league leaders in batting average, RBI and stolen bases.14

In looking at Chase’s 15-year baseball career, his performance was unpredictable from game to game. On some days he looked like a superstar who could do no wrong, both in the field and at bat. On other days he looked like an amateur, as he committed errors on easy plays and fanned against inferior pitchers. Chase’s Jekyll and Hyde performances led to accusations of game-fixing. Two of his managers with the New York Highlanders (later the Yankees), George Stallings and Frank Chance, accused him of “laying down” on the team. He missed signs frequently (especially on the hit-and-run, causing base runners to be hung out to dry) and dropped balls from his infielders in such a subtle way that it made their throws look like errors. But whenever fingers were pointed at Chase’s play, club owners Frank Farrell and Big Bill Devery sided with their star first baseman, and even made him the manager once, a decision that satisfied no one. Chase lasted just one full season in the role.15

Farrell and Devery themselves were involved in the underworld and in gambling. Farrell owned some of the top casinos in New York City, along with saloons and horse racing stables. Devery was an influential New York Tammany Hall figure, a corrupt police official and politician who was “constantly under indictment or administrative charge for extortion, bribery and other misconduct,” according to SABR biographer Bill Lamb.16

Farrell and Devery were in good company, as other owners and officials in the major league engaged in gambling as well. In 1906, Cincinnati Reds owner Garry Herrmann (who was also the chairman of baseball’s ruling body, the National Commission), and who would bring Hal Chase to the Reds later on, admitted to betting thousands of dollars with three New York gamblers, hedging that the Pittsburgh Pirates would not win the pennant. One of the bookies was a Pirates fan who informed the team, and Herrmann was forced to cancel the bet.17

Another example of baseball ownership intermingling with the underworld was New York Giants owner Charles Stoneham and Hall of Fame manager John McGraw, who co-owned a race track and casino in Cuba. In addition, McGraw’s business interests also included a Manhattan poolroom that he co-owned with Arnold Rothstein, who later was suspected of orchestrating the fixing of the 1919 World Series.18

During that tumultuous year of 1919 in baseball, Chicago Cubs secretary John O. Seys testified that he was the stakeholder for bets placed during the 1919 Series by two of the gamblers who helped organize the fix, Abe Attell and Lou Levi. Attell and Levi were well-known by baseball insiders, and Seys apparently thought nothing of holding bets for these gamblers.19

There were even attempts to fix Major League Baseball’s inaugural World Series, in 1903. Trouble started when a reported bribery attempt was made to Boston’s star pitchers, Cy Young and Lou Criger. Criger immediately informed Ban Johnson, who publicly denounced the plot. Criger was rewarded for his honesty as Johnson paid him a pension out of American League funds for many years after his career ended.20

Other early World Series were beset by rumors of bribery. In 1905, after the Philadelphia Athletics had clinched the American League pennant, star pitcher and future Hall of Famer, Rube Waddell, suffered a suspicious late-season injury and missed the Series against the New York Giants. The official story was that Waddell injured his valuable left shoulder in a playful wrestling match with a teammate, but rumors have long persisted that he was paid off by gamblers and may have faked the injury.21

If Waddell’s curious injury wasn’t enough to spark concern, Giants’ Manager, John McGraw, bet on his team to beat the Philadelphia Athletics in the series. McGraw would win $400 from that bet, as his Giants won the 1905 World Series. Led by Christy Mathewson’s three shutouts (thrown in a span of six days), the Giants beat the A’s in five games. If that happened in present day baseball, McGraw would be banned from baseball permanently.22

Seven years later, during the 1912 World Series, then Red Sox ace Smoky Joe Wood, manager Jake Stahl, and team owner James McAleer were involved in some very questionable activities that made it appear some sort of fix was on in their match with the New York Giants. This episode is covered in depth in chapter 11.

Bribes weren’t the only manifestation of the gambling culture in baseball. With money on the line and the pennant race already over, players routinely “eased up” during meaningless late-season contests. This form of gamefixing led to some peculiar events on the field. Hall of Famer Sam Crawford once claimed that his friend Walter Johnson would throw batting practice fastballs to him when he needed a hit to raise his batting average.23

The most famous “easing up” incident occurred in 1910, when popular Cleveland Indians star Napoleon Lajoie was credited with an improbable eight hits in eight at-bats during a season-ending doubleheader against the St. Louis Browns. Lajoie and Ty Cobb of the Detroit Tigers were in a down-to-the-wire race to win the coveted batting title and a new car from the Chalmers Automobile Company.

As Ban Johnson later learned, Browns manager Jack O’Connor had ordered rookie third baseman John “Red” Corriden to play well behind third base.24 O’Connor didn’t do it for selfish or financial reasons; he simply hated Cobb and wanted the popular Lajoie to win the title. With Corriden playing so deep, Lajoie laid down six bunt singles and beat them all out. Browns pitcher Harry Howell also wrote a note to the St. Louis official scorer, promising him a tailored suit if he gave Lajoie the benefit of the doubt during his at-bats.25

Johnson publicly cleared Corriden, O’Connor and Howell of all wrongdoing and allowed Lajoie’s eight hits to stand. Nevertheless, Cobb’s final average ended up slightly higher (.384944 to Lajoie’s .384084). But Hugh Chalmers, reveling in the publicity, decided to give each a new car. Meanwhile, O’Connor and Howell were quietly released by St. Louis in the off season and never worked for a major league team again. There was no doubt that Ban Johnson had a hand in O’Connor and Howell’s departure.26

A few years later, it was Cobb’s Tigers who were asked to “lay down” to help an opponent, in this case the Chicago White Sox. In September 1917, the first-place White Sox were in a close race for the American League pennant when they met the Tigers in a crucial series. The White Sox won all four games against Detroit and ran wild on the base paths, stealing 22 bases against catcher Oscar Stanage, who later sheepishly admitted, “That wasn’t too unusual for me.”27

Sometime afterward, each Chicago player contributed $45 to a pool for the Tigers pitchers, including the “Clean Sox” like Eddie Collins and Red Faber, who had not participated in throwing the 1919 World Series. (Buck Weaver, who was injured, didn’t contribute any cash but did throw in a fancy handbag for his good friend Ossie Vitt, the Tigers’ third baseman.) The money was given to Detroit’s Bill James who distributed the cash to the rest of the staff. White Sox officials, including manager Pants Rowland, knew about the pool but said nothing. It was just business as usual in baseball.28

Two years later, in 1919, after the White Sox clinched their second American League pennant in three years, they were swept by the Tigers in the season’s final series. Many believed that the White Sox eased up so that Detroit would have a chance to finish in third place and earn a share of the first-division money that went to the top three teams in each league. Some writers have suggested this was the White Sox players returning of the favor from 1917.

These two incidents would resurface many years later in Commissioner Landis’s office at the end of December of 1926 and into January of 1927. Swede Risberg and Chick Gandil, (who were both thrown out for baseball in the Black Sox scandal) came forward to tell Landis about those 1917 and 1919 incidents between the White Sox and Tigers. Their motives were clear: they sought revenge on their fellow “Clean Sox” teammates (who were found innocent of any wrong doings in the 1919 World Series, and who did not get thrown out of the league for the Black Sox scandal) by showing they weren’t entirely clean all of the time.

Risberg and Gandil came forward because they had heard about the Dutch Leonard Affair that was dominating the baseball headlines at the time, and both men saw their opportunity to throw more lighter fluid on an already roaring fire.
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Ty Cobb and Tris Speaker, who played together for the Philadelphia Athletics in 1928, their last season in the big leagues.



CHAPTER 2




The Scandal Unfolds

One meaningless late-season game, ripe for tampering with, occurred on September 25, 1919. The Chicago White Sox had already locked up the American League pennant and were set to play in the 1919 World Series. Any games played at this point were merely to close up the books on another season. At windy and chilly Navin Field in Detroit on that day, the Detroit Tigers were hosting the Cleveland Indians. The Indians had clinched second place the day before, and so had nothing to play for either. The Tigers, however, were still in a battle for third place with the New York Yankees, so there was money on the line for Detroit’s players. League rules in place for the 1919 season stipulated that every member on a 3rd place team would be rewarded with a $500 bonus, a significant amount of money for players whose salaries averaged $3,000 to $4,000 per season. The team that placed fourth in the league received nothing.1

When Dutch Leonard met with Tigers owner, Frank Navin, and American League President, Ban Johnson, in 1926, he indicated that Ty Cobb, Smoky Joe Wood, Tris Speaker, and he had met under the grandstand with Navin’s field worker, Fred West, and agreed to bet on the game that day. According to Leonard, Cleveland Indian’s manager Tris Speaker said the Tigers “didn’t have to worry about tomorrow’s game, because the Indians, since they were already assured of a second place finish, would be happy to lay down against the Tigers.”2 A win by the Tigers would keep Detroit’s players in contention with the Yankees for the much desired $500 bonus for finishing third.

Leonard also claimed that Speaker’s former teammate, Joe Wood, who was also his good friend since their days on the Red Sox, decided to join in on the plan. In addition, Leonard said the group decided that since they were playing a fixed game anyway, they might as well lay down some bets on the Tigers and make themselves a little extra money. Leonard said he would put up $1,500, while Speaker and Wood promised to wager $1,000 apiece on the game. Cobb allegedly said he was in for $2,000 and suggested that Navin Field worker, Fred West, place the bet according to Leonard.3

Essentially, Leonard was saying that Tris Speaker had agreed to throw the game. Speaker certainly seemed to have the influence to do it, as he was the manager as well as the best player on the Cleveland Indians. He could tell his players to lay down for the Tigers. More importantly to the story, Speaker had money on the game, which assured the bettors that he wasn’t just in it as a favor to the Detroit Tigers, but to win money for himself as well.

All that said, Leonard’s accusations were just words. Ban Johnson and Frank Navin knew that Leonard was likely still sore after being forced out of the major leagues over the previous winter and probably was seeking revenge on Cobb and Speaker. But to support his accusations Leonard also presented what appeared to be concrete evidence to substantiate his accusations—two letters sent to him in 1919, one from Cobb and the other from Smoky Joe Wood. Why Leonard had chosen to hold onto these letters for so many years was unknown.

Here is the text of the letter from Ty Cobb that Dutch Leonard produced:


Cobb’s Letter4

Augusta Ga., October 23, 1919 Dear Dutch,

Well, old boy, guess you are out in California by this time and enjoying life.

I arrived home and found Mrs. Cobb only fair, but the baby girl was fine, and at this time Mrs. Cobb is very well, but I have been very busy getting acquainted with my family and have not tried to do any correspondence, hence my delay.

Wood and myself were considerably disappointed in our business proposition, as we had $2,000 to put into it, and the other side quoted us $1,400, and when we finally secured that much money it was about 2 o’clock and they refused to deal with us, as they had men in Chicago to take up the matter with and they had no time, so we completely fell down and of course we felt badly over it.

Everything was open to Wood and he can tell you about it when we get together. It was quite a responsibility and I don’t care for it again, I can assure you.

Well, I hope you found everything in fine shape at home and all your troubles will be little ones. I have made this year’s share of World Series in cotton and expect to make more.

I thought the White Sox should have won but I am satisfied they were too overconfident. Well old scout, drop me a line when you can. We have had some dandy fishing since I arrived home.

With kindest regards to Mrs. Leonard, I remain,

Sincerely,

Ty




Analyzing Cobb’s letter, the $2,000 and $1,400 represent the amounts they intended to put on the game, and what the winnings would be given the gambling line, which was 7-10. The “men in Chicago” almost certainly refers to the money men behind the bookies. What Cobb was saying, and what Wood’s letter would corroborate, was that the bookies simply did not have enough time to get the Chicago mob to take such an enormous bet.5

One other fascinating bit in Cobb’s letter is the last paragraph about the White Sox, soon to be known as the Black Sox, and their losing of the 1919 World Series. Cobb would later admit to Commissioner Landis at his hearing to laying two baseball bets (the only two of his entire life, he said) on Chicago in Games 1 and 2 of the 1919 World Series. He testified that he lost $150 and never again bet on a baseball game.6

As for the bet on the Tigers and Indians game, while the participants all seemed to agree to make the wager, it appears they found out that it was easier to plan the scheme than to execute it. What seemed to have happened was that West’s bookmaker got nervous with the amounts of cash being wagered and wanted the approval from his men in Chicago. Cobb may have gotten frustrated by the problems West’s bookie had in placing the bet and eventually dropped out of the scheme. Cobb would later say that the letter connected him to the agreement to make the wager, but ultimately he had acted only as an intermediary, setting up Wood with West to place the bet.7

Even if Cobb’s admission to wagering on Games 1 and 2 of the 1919 World Series were true, no evidence ever surfaced to substantiate it other than his testimony to Landis, and anything he ever mentioned to the press. Cobb had his faults like anyone else; however, gambling was not among them. He was also a man of means and power, which afforded him certain perks over the everyday ball player or common man. One example is that he played poker and sipped bootleg whiskey with the President of the United States, Warren G. Harding, at a private, all-men’s club outside Augusta during Prohibition.8

It would not be inconsistent with Cobb’s reputation and public behavior if his involvement with gambling were as limited as he claimed. One example of Cobb’s view on gambling occurred in 1921, shortly after Landis became Commissioner of baseball. Landis’s decision in the Black Sox scandal and his hard line stance against gambling put immense fear into ball players about gambling and the consequences they would face if caught. Shortly after Cobb became the player-manager of the Tigers in 1921, he walked by a Detroit billiards establishment just as three of his players were leaving. Cobb warned them to “get the hell away from such places.”9 They protested they were “just looking around.” Cobb reiterated “Get away now and don’t come back…or I’ll turn you over to Frank Navin’s cop. Or would you rather talk to Landis?”10

A later investigation by Ban Johnson into Cobb’s personal life further affirmed that Cobb was not a gambler, as private detectives followed Cobb around and turned up nothing.

Cobb was wise with his money and became one of baseball’s biggest philanthropists. Interestingly, long after he retired from baseball, Cobb established a private foundation to which he dedicated much of his time and resources in the last decade of his life. His foundation endures as a

lasting legacy, and over the last 60 years has awarded more than $15 million in non-athletic scholarships to thousands of Georgia residents.11

Much of Cobb’s letter was vague and subject to interpretation by the reader. Of course, Dutch Leonard tried fill in those gray areas with his account of the story.

The Wood letter, however, is more specific.



Wood’s Letter12

Cleveland, Ohio, Friday.

Dear Friend Dutch,

Enclosed please find certified check for sixteen hundred and thirty dollars ($1,630.00).

The only bet West could get down was $600 against $400 (10 to 7). Cobb did not get up a cent. He told us that and I believed him. Could have put up some at 5 to 2 on Detroit but did not as that would make us put up $1,000 to win $400.

We won the $420. I gave West $30, leaving $390 or $130 for each of us. Would not have cashed your check at all, but West thought he could get it up at 10 to 7, and I was going to put it all up at those odds. We would have won $1,750 for the $2,500 if we could have placed it.

If we ever have another chance like this we will know enough to try to get down early.

Let me hear from you, Dutch. With all good wishes to Mrs. Leonard and yourself, I am,

JOE WOOD




Wood’s letter appears to exonerate Cobb by claiming he did not put up a cent for the bet. It also seems to substantiate Leonard’s story that Leonard had put up a $1,500 stake, which is why he got a $1,630 check (his $1,500 plus his $130 in winnings). Wood tried to get the whole amount down at those 7-10 odds, but West could only get the bookies to take $600 because of their reluctance to handle the larger sums the players originally wanted to bet. The $600 bet won $420, and after paying off West, it left $130 each for three people. Wood was one. Leonard was two.

But there is no mention of who the third person was, and it remains a mystery today.13 Leonard claimed in his accusation to Navin and Johnson that the third person was Tris Speaker. Yet there is no mention of Speaker in the Wood letter, nor in the Cobb letter. In fact, there is no evidence connecting Speaker to the fixed game or the wager except for the word of Dutch Leonard.14 As it turned out, that was enough to entangle Speaker with the rest of the parties in the scandal.
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CHAPTER 3




Dutch Leonard Grinds His Ax

When Dutch Leonard set off from his fruit farm in California in May of 1926 to go to Chicago and Detroit, he had revenge on his mind. Still stewing that Ty Cobb had released him the fall before, Leonard was determined to make Cobb pay, as well as Tris Speaker, who did not pick him up on waivers. Speaker was a teammate of Leonard’s during Boston’s glory years, and certainly knew of Leonard’s talent. Leonard was bitter about having been forgotten by the baseball world after his release, and perhaps he also saw the opportunity to turn some knowledge into big money.

Leonard’s first stop was Chicago and to Ban Johnson’s office. At the time of Leonard’s arrival, the American League President had become a shell of his former formidable self. Years of alcoholism and poor health clouded his mind and softened his iron will. It was a struggle for Johnson just to get up the energy and will to solve even routine problems.1

Nevertheless, Leonard indicated he had a highly incriminating story about Cobb and Speaker and had two letters to back up his accusation. Johnson likely sensed that Leonard was still angry about being canned by Ty Cobb and not picked up by Speaker, and that spite might be the real motivation for his visit. Johnson tried to ignore Leonard’s efforts to talk with him.

According to author Charles Alexander, in his book, Ty Cobb, Leonard then went to the hotel where the Washington Senators were staying while in Chicago to play a series with the Chicago White Sox.2 Leonard showed Cobb’s and Wood’s letters to Senators’ manager, Bucky Harris, and club secretary, Edwin Eynon. Enyon, in turn, went to Ban Johnson’s house with the news he had heard, prompting Johnson to track down Leonard to hear the story first-hand.3

In the meantime, when Leonard couldn’t get a hold of Johnson, he went to Detroit to talk with his and Ty Cobb’s boss, Frank Navin. The reasons he chose Navin were twofold: First, Navin had been involved with Leonard’s release from the Tigers, and also Navin was one of the more influential owners in the American League. Navin, too, tried to stall Leonard, claiming he was too busy to talk to him. When the two finally did meet, Navin was impressed enough with Leonard’s testimony and the two letters presented to him that he called up Johnson and told him that he must meet and talk with Leonard.4

Before meeting with Leonard, Johnson went to Cleveland to speak with Tris Speaker about the letters. From Cleveland, Johnson went to Detroit, where he met Frank Navin. There, Navin told Johnson that Leonard had not only talked to him, but also offered to sell copies of the letters to a local newspaper and had shown them to the Tigers’ Harry Heilmann, who in turn notified Cobb what was going on.5 When Johnson learned that Leonard had gone back to Chicago, he returned to his office and finally met with Leonard.

Ban Johnson knew what it could mean for his reputation and the reputation of the American League if this news got out to the public. He was scared and urgently wanted to stop Leonard. Even if the fixing of the game and wagering on it had happened seven years earlier, the story was certain to be a major scandal, particularly as two of the Gods of Baseball were allegedly involved.

Dutch Leonard’s ploy worked. Even though the letters never mentioned a fix on the game and the claim came only from Leonard, Dutch hoped that submitting the letters to support his testimony (while implicating himself, too) would raise suspicion that the game had been fixed. Why would you pre-arrange a bet without pre-arranging the outcome of the game as well?

When Johnson sat down with Leonard to examine the two letters, he immediately saw they could be considered evidence to lend credibility to Leonard’s story, but the evidence was especially incriminating due to the vagueness of the language. Leonard was more than willing to fill in the gaps. Even though the letters fell well short of hard proof and did not even mention Speaker, Johnson was convinced that they must not see the light of day. So he took the option that most gilded-age strategists would opt for. He bought Leonard off. Navin and Johnson agreed to silence Leonard
























































APPENDIX A

Detroit Tigers vs. Cleveland Indians September 25, 1919

Detroit Tigers 9, Cleveland Indians 5

Game Played on Thursday, September 25, 1919 (D) at Navin Field


[image: Image]

[image: Image]



APPENDIX B




Major League Rules Changes Adopted After the Dutch Leonard Affair and Risberg-Gandil Hearings


Rule 21

MISCONDUCT



(a)MISCONDUCT IN PLAYING BASEBALL. Any player or person connected with a club who shall promise or agree to lose, or to attempt to lose, or to fail to give his best efforts towards the winning of any baseball game with which he is or may be in any way concerned; or who shall intentionally fail to give his best efforts towards the winning of any such baseball game, or who shall solicit or attempt to induce any player or person connected with a club to lose, or attempt to lose, or to fail to give his best efforts towards the winning of any baseball game with which such other player or person is or may be in any way connected; or who, being solicited by any person, shall fail to inform his Major League President and the Commissioner.

(b)GIFT FOR DEFEATING COMPETING CLUB. Any player or person connected with a club who shall offer or give any gift or reward to a player or person connected with another club for services rendered or supposed to be or to have been rendered in defeating or attempting to defeat a competing club, and any player or person connected with a club who shall solicit or accept from a player connected with another club any gifts or reward for any such services rendered, or supposed to have been rendered, or who having been offered any such gift or reward, shall fail to inform his League President or the Commissioner immediately of such offer, and of all facts and circumstances therewith, shall be declared ineligible for not less than three (3) years.

(c)GIFTS TO UMPIRES. Any player or person connected with a club, who shall give, or offer to give, any gift or reward to an umpire for services rendered, or supposed to be or to have been rendered, in defeating or attempting to defeat a competing club, or for the umpire’s decision on anything connected with the playing of a baseball game; and any umpire who shall render, or promise or agree to render, any such decision otherwise than on its merits, or who shall solicit or accept such gifts or reward, or having been solicited to render any such decision otherwise than on its merits, shall fail to inform the League President or the Commissioner immediately of such offer or solicitation, and all facts and circumstances therewith, shall be declared permanently ineligible.

(d)BETTING ON BALL GAMES.

1.Any player, umpire, or club official or employee, who shall bet any sum whatsoever upon any baseball game in connection with which the bettor has no duty to perform shall be declared ineligible for one year.

2.Any player, umpire, or club or league official or employee, who shall bet any sum whatsoever upon any baseball game in connection with which the bettor has a duty to perform shall be declared permanently ineligible.

(e)VIOLENCE OR MISCONDUCT IN INTERLEAGUE GAMES. In case of any physical attack or other violence upon an umpire by a player, or by an umpire upon a player, or of other misconduct by an umpire or a player, during or in connection with any interleague Major League game or any exhibition game of a Major League Club with a club or team not a member of the same league, the Commissioner shall impose upon the offender or offenders such fine, suspension, ineligibility or other penalty, as the facts may warrant in the judgment of the Commissioner.

(f)OTHER MISCONDUCT. Nothing herein contained shall be construed as exclusively defining or otherwise limiting acts, transactions, practices or conduct not to be in the best interests of Baseball; and any and all other acts, transactions, practices or conduct not to be in the best interests of Baseball are prohibited and shall be subject to such penalties, including permanent ineligibility, as the facts in the particular case may warrant.

(g)RULE TO BE KEPT POSTED. A printed copy of this Rule shall be kept posted in each clubhouse.
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FIELDING - DP: 1. Bush-Young-Heilmann.
BATTING - 2B: Heilmann (31). 3B: Boland (1). SH: Young (45); Adnsmith
(11); Boland 2 (4). Team LOB: 6.
BASERUNNING - SB: Cobb 2 (27).

PITCHING
Cleveland Indians ™ H R ER BB SO HR BFP
Myers L(8-7) 8 18 9 6 0 1 0 39
Detroit Tigers ™ B R ER BB SO HR BFP
Boland W(14-16) 9 13 5 5 2 0 0 40

We: Boland (4)

Umpires: HP - Dick Nallin, 1B - Brick Owens

Box score courtesy of retrosheet.org.
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FIELDING - E: Lunte 2 (6), Harris (6)
BATTING - 2B: Gramey (22); Harris (14). 38: Speaker 2 (11). SH: Lunte
(4); Gardner (30). Team LOB: 8.





