The Bill James Handbook 2015

Baseball Info Solutions
www.baseballinfosolutions.com

Published by ACTA Sports
A Division of ACTA Publications

Cover Design by Tom A. Wright
Front Cover Photo by Charles LeClaire, USA TODAY Sports
Back cover Photo by Rick Osentoski, USA TODAY Sports

© Copyright 2014 by Baseball Info Solutions and Bill James
All rights reserved. No information contained in this book nor any part of this book
may be used, reproduced or transmitted in any form for commercial use without
permission from the publisher.
First Edition: November 2014
Published by:
ACTA Sports, a division of ACTA Publications
4848 North Clark Street
Chicago, IL 60640
(800) 397-2282
www.actasports.com www.actapublications.com
ISBN: 978-0-87946-526-1
ISSN: 1940-8668

Dedication
This book is dedicated to my sister Emily. Thanks for encouraging me to pursue the career I
wanted and for making me feel close to home now that I'm here. And thank you to all of my
friends and coworkers at Baseball Info Solutions. You guys make work feel less like work, at
least for the other 50 weeks of the year.
Scott Spratt
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Introduction

It's virtually impossible for one person to watch every minute of an entire baseball season. With the
average time of game over three hours, a 2,430-game season encompasses something like 7,370 hour
or 307 days. So, if you started on Opening Day and watched all of the games in sequence, without
sleeping, you'd finish in time to get a solid week to catch up on world events before pitchers and
catchers report for Spring Training. As appealing as that sounds, most of us haven't been able to pull
off since college.

Instead, we share the enjoyment of the baseball season. No one person can follow every interesting
thing that occurs, as the six months of the regular season fly by in seemingly minutes. However, ever
October we go through the end-of-season stats and double and triple check every number in the entire
Handbook before it goes to print. Through this tedious review process, we absorb far more about the
season after the fact than we did during the preceding six months. Even though we watch baseball day
in and day-out, we miss many of the idiosyncrasies that make baseball the greatest game in the world
Each oddity occurs so infrequently, yet each game seemingly contains something—if you watch
closely enough—that we've never seen before.
With that in mind, we've picked five of our favorite idiosyncrasies from the 2014 MLB season to
share with you here:

• On August 5th, Adam Dunn started as the White Sox designated hitter, the same way he's don
numerous times over the past few years. With the opposing Rangers ahead 15-0 at the start of
the ninth, Dunn took the mound and pitched an inning, allowing a run. (See the "Pitchers
Hitting, Fielding, & Holding Runners, and Hitters Pitching" section of this book on page 367.)
He then led off the ninth inning, no longer as the DH but as the pitcher. It's just the second time
in the BIS database (back to 2002) that a DH has taken the mound and later came up to bat as
the pitcher. (Chris Davis performed a similar feat in 2012, actually earning the win after going
0-for-8 at the plate.)

• Jason Lane, the outfielder who was a major piece in the 2005 Astros lineup that won the
National League pennant, had fallen off the map by 2007. Seven years later, he resurfaced in th
majors as a Padres pitcher, and he put forth a pretty good showing. In three games (including
one start), he tossed 10 1/3 innings, allowing 7 hits, 0 walks, 1 run, and threw in 6 strikeouts fo
good measure. (See his Register entry on page 197.)

• On September 10, pitcher John Lackey was ejected from a game in the middle of an at-bat,
with a 3-1 count to be exact. Though this seems harmless enough, he was facing a switch hitter
Brayan Pena, who began the plate appearance from the left side of the plate but completed a
walk against lefty relief pitcher Tyler Lyons from the right side. In case you are curious, this
counts as a left-handed plate appearance for Pena. (See the "2014 Lefty/Right Statistics" sectio
on page 453.)

• Miguel Cabrera hit a sacrifice fly on May 29 in which he reached base on a fielder's choice.
With runners on first and third, Cabrera's flyball to right field was dropped but converted for a
force out at second base. Based on the official scorer's judgment, this was considered a
"Sacrifice Fly", even though there wasn't an error on the play thanks to the force out at second.
As it turns out, this play happens occasionally, and it also happened to Jed Lowrie this year. Bu
after winning the Triple Crown in 2012 and leading in batting average, on base percentage, and

slugging last year, Miguel Cabrera led MLB in just one category this year: sacrifice flies
(thanks to this play). (See the American League leaders on page 472.)

• On August 12, Arizona manager Kirk Gibson challenged a call in Cleveland in the top of the
first inning. The original call, that Aaron Hill was out at first, was upheld. The game was rained
out a couple of innings later and restarted the next day as part of a doubleheader. The replay
review, along with Hill's groundout and every other event that happened before the downpour,
was purged from the official record. Gibson's unsuccessful challenge was removed from his
record in the expanded replay section of this book. (See page 513.)

These aren't the moments that we'll remember ten years from now, even one year from now, but they
helped to make the 2014 Major League season unlike any other. As we always do, we'll endure the
offseason by reflecting on the season that was and hoping that next year has as much to offer. Thanks
for joining us.

Starting Pitcher Rankings
Bill James

Three years ago I developed a way to rank starting pitchers so as to determine who is the
World's #1 Starting Pitcher. That may be poorly stated; a blind Yugoslavian rugby fan with no
computer could determine who is the World's #1 Starting Pitcher at this moment. What's fun about it
is not Who's #1; it's the list. Tennis has a great list; Golf has a great list. I don't care who is the world
#47 ranked golfer at this moment, or any moment, but if I cared, I could go check.
I care about baseball players. I care about Zack Greinke, and David Price, and Matt Cain, and
Cole Hamels, and Stephen Strasburg, and Yu Darvish You, and Gio Gonzalez and Bud Norris and
Brandon McCarthy. I always wonder how one guy stacks up against the next. The structure of the
baseball schedule invites us to wonder. Let's say there is a game tomorrow, and Sonny Gray is
matched up against Garrett Richards. Who's got the edge? How big is the edge? Who do you like?
Rick Porcello or Francisco Liriano, who's got the edge?

The system is based on Game Scores. An average Game Score is 50; a really, really bad game
is zero, and a fantastically good game is 100. 30% of the Game Score is added to the player's score
every time he pitches, so that a pitcher picks up 15 points if he has just a decent, ordinary type game—
a borderline Quality Start, let's say. Each starting pitcher starts at 300 when he makes his first major
league start (300.000), and a player can't go below 300, but with each start he also loses 3% of his
previous score—so, for example, if a pitcher racks up a "50" in his first major league start, his score
goes from 300 to 306: 300, times .97, plus 50 times .30.

As long as a pitcher pitches well, his score moves upward from 300. When he pitches poorly,
his score moves down. There is more to the system than that, of course; this isn't the place to get into
every detail. There are park adjustments, and a pitcher's score goes down if he doesn't start on
schedule, and goes down more rapidly if he doesn't make a start for several weeks. The won-lost
record doesn't play into it; pitching 7 innings with 2 runs in a win is the same as pitching 7 innings
with 2 runs in a loss.

The system is set up so that a pitcher cannot (realistically) vault from the bottom of the list to
the top in just one season. We're not rating pitchers based on how good a season they have had; there
are a lot of systems that do that. In 2013 Jeff Locke had a better season than Cole Hamels; that doesn
make Jeff Locke a better pitcher than Cole Hamels. In 2012 Jon Niese had a better year than Anibal
Sanchez.

Corey Kluber began the 2014 season ranked as the 107th best starting pitcher in baseball,
between Chris Capuano and Hector Santiago. He had a better year than Capuano or Santiago, though—
just my opinion—so Kluber wound up rated the 11th best pitcher in baseball, whereas Santiago woun
up the season ranked 107th, and Capuano 163rd. That's what the chart that follows this article shows:
it shows that Kluber ranked 107th at the start of the season with a score of 363.0, that he had moved u
to 100th by May 1 with a score of 383.7, that he had moved up to 63rd by June 1, with a score of
432.2, that he had moved up to 53rd by July 1, with a score of 451.8, that he had moved up to 22nd by
August 1, with a score of 492.8, that he had moved up to 19th by September 1, with a score of 502.9,
and that he had climbed to 11th by season's end. He moved up all year because he pitched well all yea
—unlike Dan Haren, let's say, who moved up 10 spots in April, 12 spots in August and 17 spots in

September, but dropped by 8 spots in May, 4 spots in June, and 28 spots in July, when he was 0-4 wit
a 9.47 ERA. To move from 107th to 11th in one season is a phenomenal campaign—but it does not
draw Kluber up to the level of Max Scherzer, David Price, Jon Lester and Adam Wainwright; in other
words, up to the level of the guys who have been doing it for years. If he can have another season like
the one he just had, then he'll be ranked right in the middle of those guys. One season. . .we're
impressed, but we're not 100% convinced.

Pitchers who made huge steps forward in 2014: Kluber, 107th to 11th; Johnny Cueto, 43rd to
6th; Phil Hughes, 82nd to 28th; Tyson Ross, 118th to 47th; Sonny Gray, 129th to 50th; Garrett
Richards, 145th to 53rd; Jake Arrieta, 153rd to 61st. Among those going the other direction: Derek
Holland, 32nd to 170th; Ivan Nova, 74th to 164th; Jhoulys Chacin, 41st to 121st; CC Sabathia, 36th to
112th; Justin Masterson, 33rd to 105th; Mat Latos, 16th to 73rd; Ubaldo Jimenez, 28th to 69th; Cliff
Lee, 3rd to 31st.

Most of the pitchers who are dropping fastest are hurt, of course; it is very difficult to drop as
fast by pitching poorly as you can by not pitching. It's possible, but it is not easy. There is "gravity" i
the system that drags pitchers constantly backward as they are struggling to move forward.

Of course the number one pitcher in baseball is Kershaw, who scored a 626 at the end of the
regular season (the number will change after this is printed, since 2014 post-season performance is no
included in this book.) "600" is a historic level in these rankings. Justin Verlander reached the 600
level in 2011, although he didn't go as high as Kershaw in 2014. I have re-constructed the rankings
back to 1990. The pitchers who have been ranked #1 since 1990 are, in order: Roger Clemens, Dave
Stewart, Roger Clemens again, Greg Maddux, Roger Clemens, Jose Rijo, Greg Maddux.

Maddux held the #1 spot for four years, 1993 to 1997, by far the longest anyone has held that
position in the last quarter-century, so I'll break into the list to make that note. Then it went back to
Clemens, to Pedro Martinez, back to Mad-dux, Clemens, Randy Johnson, Pedro, Randy Johnson,
Pedro for the third time, then Randy, Pedro, Randy, Pedro, Randy, Pedro, Jason Schmidt, Randy, Jaso
Schmidt, Randy, Pedro (now for the 7th time), Randy, and Pedro. By now we're up to 2005. Roger
Clemens returned to the #1 spot briefly after an eight-year absence, then Pedro again, then Clemens,
and then Johan Santana.

After Santana, the #1 pitcher was Pedro again, for the 10th and final time, and then Santana
took over for several years. Santana controlled the list for more than two solid years, which is a long
time to stay on top. Then the top spot went to CC Sabathia, then Santana, then back to Sabathia. Dan
Haren took a three-week turn as the #1 guy, then Lincecum, Sabathia, Lincecum, Sabathia, Lincecum
Sabathia, Roy Halladay, Lincecum, Halladay, Felix Hernandez, Halladay, and Justin Verlander.
Verlander took over as the #1 pitcher in the baseball universe in mid-season, 2011, and by
August, 2012 was 42 points ahead of the second-place pitcher, who was Clayton Kershaw. Kershaw
had reached the #2 spot in early season 2012, and started to gain on Verlander in August, 2012. He
finally caught him on May 16, 2013. It was a clean transition; Verlander and Kershaw did not jockey
back and forth a few times before one took over, as often happens. Verlander had a couple of rough
outings, and Kershaw pulled quickly away from him. Kershaw has held the top spot now for almost
two years, which is a long run.

Some people might think that the #1 spot changes hands too often, but actually, the #1 spot on
the pitcher's list changes hands about half as often as the #1 spot in the Golf Rankings or the Tennis

Player rankings. The lead changes hands quickly sometimes because two great pitchers will get into a
"duel" for the number one spot. The system would not be better without these duels. There are period
where there are some people who think that the best pitcher in baseball is Roy Halladay, while other
people think it is CC Sabathia; an argument can be made for either man. One or two good games, and
the lead changes hands. Then there are other periods, like now, when it's obvious who is #1, and he's
way ahead.

The highest ranked pitcher ever was Pedro Martinez, who reached a peak of 682. 682 is just a
stupid level; Kershaw would reach 682 if he pitched at the level he did in 2014 for maybe two more
seasons. Only the very greatest pitchers ever reach the 600 level, only the Koufaxes and Bob Gibsons
and Big Units and Pedros reach that level. Verlander did reach 600. Roy Halladay—certainly a great
pitcher—never did.

It's just intended to add a little bit of fun to the game. If you're a fan of the Seattle Mariners, i
is fun to watch Hisashi Iwakuma and Roenis Elias plow through the list, fun to see if the King can
make a run at Kershaw. It is fun to see those games when the #172 pitcher goes up against #2, and
#172 wins. It is fun to compare starting rotations, 1 through 5.

Part of what is fun about the rankings is that they change every day during the season. When a
pitcher pitches really well, most of the time he is going to move up a few spots in the rankings; when
he pitches poorly, most often he will fall. People have suggested doing rankings of second basemen,
for example, but that doesn't really work because the rankings don't change very often; a hitter can go
4-for-4 with two Falcon Shots, and he won't move up in the rankings because he's 20 points behind th
guy ahead of him.

Since I introduced this system in 2011, I've done a poor job of making the rankings available
on a constantly updated basis. This is a common failing for me; I like ideas better than I like to work.
But we'll do better in 2015; we've got it programmed now so that we can keep the list up to date. We'
put it on line at Bill James Online, and we'll put it outside the paywall so that anybody who is
interested can check out the rankings every day, and then if anybody else wants to publish it, like
ESPN or USA Today or Fangraphs or Baseball Reference, we'll make it available to them at a
reasonable cost so that we can spread the concept. I hope you like it.

Starting Pitcher Rankings

Pitcher Velocity By Season
Bill James

Are you aware that Francisco Rodriguez has 105 more career saves than Mariano Rivera had a
the same age? You can pooh-pooh the importance of this on your own time; I'm just sayin'.

In 2007 an average fastball thrown by Francisco Rodriguez was 94 MPH. In 2008 this was 92,
in 2009 93, and in 2010, 91. In 2011 he was down to 90, but in 2012 he came back to 92, in 2013 91,
and in 2014, 91 again. This is a basic summary of what the chart below is telling us; K-Rod's Velo
since 2007 is 94-92- 93-91-90-92-91-91.

The best new charts are those which enable us to build understanding in areas in which we hav
limited understanding. I'm optimistic that we're on to something here. Suppose that there is a 25-year
old pitcher who throws a 95-MPH fastball. How likely is it that he will still be throwing 95 in five
years? Should we expect that he will still be throwing 95 in five years, or is that a one-in-five shot, or
is it a one-in-50 shot? Let's take. . . Bob Gibson, whose best years were in his thirties. Is it reasonably
likely that he was throwing as hard when he was 34 (and won the NL Cy Young Award) as he had ten
years earlier? If so, how improbable is that?
What is the normal aging curve for a fastball? Do pitchers lose velocity at a mile a year, or a
mile every three years?
If a pitcher has an off year, is it probably because his velocity is down, or is it more likely
something else? If a pitcher's velocity ticks down this year, is it realistic to hope that it will recover
next year?
How critical is fastball velocity to a pitcher's success? We know that it is not true that all of
the best pitchers have the best fastballs, but how much connection is there?

Let's talk about Yordano Ventura of the Royals, who is probably the hardest-throwing starting
pitcher in baseball right now. First of all, the announcer will always say that "he throws 100", and wil
often talk about that one pitch he threw one time that was clocked at 102.9. OK, but that's a mistake a
scout would never make. Ventura throws 98. When you throw 98 you'll throw 20 pitches at 97, 40 at
98, 20 at 99, 8 at 96, 8 at 100, a handful below 96 and a handful at 101. A casual fan or an announcer
will focus on the atypical fastball, and describe Ventura as a guy who throws 100, but a scout will
never do that; a scout will always say that he "sits at 98, touches 100".
What we're dealing with, really, is a pitcher who throws 98—but what will he throw in five
years? Will he still be throwing 98, or is 92 more likely? If he is successful at 98, will he be successf
at 92?

If a young pitcher's fastball is a little bit short of what it needs to be, how realistic is it to hope
for improvement? And. . .this is really a critical question, although not so easy to put in one sentence
Suppose that you look at pitchers having "down" seasons. Some of those pitchers having down season
are having poor seasons because their velocity is down. Others would be having poor seasons for
reasons having nothing to do with velocity. It's a different problem. Which one is in a better position?
Justin Verlander in 2014 had a "down" year, and also his velocity was down. But is that a good thing,
from his standpoint, that we should expect his performance to recover when his velocity recovers, or

is it a bad thing, that we should think that he's lost that extra jolt to his velocity that made him
special?
We don't really know how all of this works. The chart that follows is intended to set us up for
growth in understanding in these areas. It presents average fastball velocities for pitchers who have
been in the majors at least five years and have thrown at least some minimum number of fastballs
each year. I'll do a little bit of analysis to start the ball rolling.

If you compare 2010 and 2014 velocities for the pitchers in this chart, you will find that 57%
of pitchers threw at least one mile an hour faster in 2010 than they did in 2014. By my count there are
159 pitchers on the charts below. 90 of those 159 (57%) threw harder in 2010 than in 2014, 39 threw
the same, and 30 threw harder in 2014 than they had in 2010. That's 57-25-18, the percentages. The
average declines are a little bit larger than the average increases, but not a lot.

The average pitcher on these charts lost about 7/10ths of a mile on his fastball between 201
and 2014. That is not a lot. But this calculation quite certainly understates the normal loss of velocity
because of a selection mechanism as to who is on the chart and who is not. Suppose that there are two
pitchers who are both 27 years old and both throw 92. Suppose that one of them loses a mile a year of
his fastball, but the other guy keeps his heat. Which one is still going to be in the majors in five years

Of course, the pitcher who loses his fastball disappears from the majors, thus disappears from
this chart. The percentage of pitchers who lose velocity over a four-year-period isn't 57%; it is more
probably over 80%. At this point we don't know what percentage of pitchers lose velocity in a year—
but in ten years, we should know.

Older pitchers are more certain to lose velocity (over a four-year period) than younger
pitchers. In this chart, if you focus on the youngest pitchers, 45% have lost velocity over the five-yea
period (inclusive); the percentages are 45% (have lost a mile), 31% (same), and 24% (increased). For
the oldest pitchers, 76% have lost velocity. For the middle-range age group, 59% lost velocity. The
pitchers on this chart are arranged in order of their birthdays, because we can assume that there is
some connection between fastball velocity and age. Arranging pitchers by age might help us to see
patterns more easily.

Most pitchers do lose velocity over time, but as to why a pitcher would not lose velo, there ca
be at least six explanations:
1) Most or all pitchers throw harder working in relief than they do as starters. Glen Perkins
threw 90, as a starting pitcher; as a reliever, he throws 95. Tommy Hunter as a starter in 2009 was
throwing an average of 89; in 2014 he was throwing 96—the largest increase in velocity in the major
Wade Davis threw 91 as a starter; he was throwing 95 last year out of the bullpen.

2) If you get into better shape, you can run faster. If a pitcher gets into better shape, sometime
he can throw harder.

3) If a pitcher has a knee injury or a back injury, it will interfere with his ability to throw hard
If he has surgery and corrects the problem, his velocity should improve.
4) Sometimes pitchers increase their velocity by changing their mechanics.
5) Sometimes it's just a data glitch. A pitcher throws an average of 90.48 one year, 90.53 the

next, nothing really has happened.
Editors Note: Pitchers age as of June 30, 2015

Average Fastball Velocity by Age

Runs Saved Multi-Year Summary
Bill James

We have all known the basic batting and pitching statistics all of our lives. When we were in
the third grade and Mrs. Grundy was explaining long division to us, batting averages were one of the
first story problems. "If Mike Trout has 7 hits in 20 at bats, what is his batting average?" Of course, i
my day it wasn't Mike Trout; in my day it was Honus Wagner or Nap Lajoie, but the principle was th
same. RBI were explained to us the first time we went to a ballgame. Errors came into focus the first
time we saw Lonnie Smith play; sorry, Lonnie. We know what's normal. A player hits .270 one year,
.245 the next. . .that's normal. A player hits 12 homers one year, 22 the next, that's normal. A player
strikes out 35 times in 400 at bats one year, 160 times in 600 at bats the next year, that's not normal.
That doesn't happen. A pitcher strikes out 120 batters one year, 170 the next; that's normal. If he
strikes out 120 one year and 220 the next in the same number of innings, that's not normal.

These are like our oldest friends; we have always known them. We know how they travel. A
pitcher goes 11-14 for San Diego and gets traded to St. Louis; we know that he's probably going to be
better than 11-14. A player drives in 80 runs batting second; we figure he can drive in 100 batting
cleanup. Even the "new" statistics now are like people we met in college. OPS. . .oh, yeah; he was my
roommate my sophomore year. He introduced me to WAR. Won-Lost records are like the grouchy ol
uncle who shows up every time the family gets together, complaining about rap music and liberal
college professors; we still love him, but we're ready for him to go.

Fielding Runs Saved may be a very good statistic. . .well, it is a very good statistic, but I'm
pretending to present this argument in a neutral way. Runs Saved may be a very good statistic, but we
don't have the same level of familiarity with the data. We don't have the same sense of what is norma
A player is +10 one year, -8 the next, I dunno, is that normal or not?

This is not a theoretical concern. Suppose that a baseball team is considering signing Josh
Reddick as a free agent; he shows as +19, +13 and +13 the last three years. Really good, but how does
that travel? If he moves to New York, what's his number going to be? If he moves to center field,
what's it going to be?

We really have no idea, no intuitive or semi-intuitive sense of it. Because this is true, teams
are reluctant to rely on this information when they make decisions. Could Reddick be showing up as
+13 every year in part because he plays in Oakland, the same way Dexter Fowler hits 10 to 15 triples
every year in part because he plays (played) in Colorado? We don't know; we don't have any sense of
how these things travel. We don't have any sense of how reliable they are from year to year.

The purpose of this chart, the multi-year summary of Fielding Runs Saved, is not to show who
is a good fielder and not such a good fielder as much as it is to create some familiarity with the multi
year patterns of the data. We are proselytizing for the method; yes, that is true. We are trying to make
the baseball community a little bit more comfortable with the data, by demonstrating that it does hav
obvious year to year consistency. Jason Heyward has been in the majors for five years, and has been
+15 or better five times. He was +32 last year, but then, he was playing right field next to B. J. Upton
somebody's got to make the play.

Ryan Zimmerman was +22 in 2009 and +11 in 2010, but has been -5, -1, -1 and -4 the last fou

years, but that's not a problem for the data because everybody knows that Zimmerman was a good
third baseman when he came up, but lost confidence in his arm. His numbers merely confirm that the
system is seeing what everybody else is seeing.

Before sabermetrics, baseball people believed that a player's prime years were ages 28 to 32;
reality, they are 27 to 29 much more often. But what is a player's defensive prime? We don't know; w
will know, in fifteen years or less, but we don't know now. I suspect that a player's defensive prime
tends to be ages 22 to 25, and I suspect that many, many players leave their best defense in the minor
leagues, but we don't really know yet. This article is a step toward building that understanding.

If a player is a "negative" fielder one year and positive the next, that doesn't present a problem
Many, many hitters are below-average in one season, above average the next. Many pitchers have poo
ERAs one season, very good ERAs the next. Data is not invalid because it is not perfectly consistent o
perfectly predictable. It is meaningless if it has no consistency or very little consistency, and if it has
no predictability.

Gerardo Parra shows in the charts below as +41 in 2013, but -1 in 2014. That's massive
inconsistency. Carlos Gomez was +38 in 2013, but +2 in 2014. If that sort of thing was commonplace
in this data, the data would be suspect, if not useless—but in fact this is quite uncommon. By my
count, 81% of players who were +10 or higher in 2013 were at least in positive territory in 2014 (30 o
37). That's consistency. Of nine players who were negative 10 or more in 2013, six were negative
again in 2014 (one was +/- zero.)

Well, we can't convince you that the data is reliable, and that isn't my job. Our job is to presen
the data and allow you to take from it what you will. Thanks for reading.

Defensive Runs Saved By Season

2014 Team Statistics

The Team Statistics section starts with traditional Won-Lost standings, and then it delves much deep
into team performances. That includes splits of various types, the number of days each team spent in
first place in their division, and team-by-team breakdowns with head-to-head win totals.

It was a tough year for some of the early-season division leaders. Milwaukee led the NL Central this
season for 150 days, more than three times as long as St. Louis (36 days) and Pittsburgh (9 days)
combined, and yet the Brewers fell to third place by the season's end and missed the playoffs. Atlanta
led the NL East for 74 days but ended the season 17.0 games back in the standings. Oakland still mad
the playoffs, but a Wild Card play-in loss to the Royals is likely little consolation for the team that le
the AL West for 129 days, nearly three times as long as the eventual division champion Angels.

You will also find batting, pitching, and fielding stats for each team in these pages. This includes a
Pitching Staff Summary for each team, as well as a breakdown of the Defensive Runs Saved for each
team at each position. New in this year’s handbook, we’ve added Batting and Fielding By Position
splits.

The Houston Astros were a fascinating team in 2014 because of their adherence to sabermetric
principles. That was never more apparent than in their commitment to defensive shifting. The Rays
held the previous record for most Shift Runs Saved in a season with 16 in 2013. The Astros shattered
that record in saving 27 runs with their shifts in 2014.

2014 American League Standings
Overall

Wild Card Clinch Dates: Kansas City 9/26, Oakland 9/28. Division Clinch Dates: Baltimore 9/16, Los Angeles 9/17, Detroit
9/28. D1 = Number of days a team had at least a share of first place of their division; LD1 = Last date the team had at least
share of first place; LLd = The largest number of games that a team led their division by.

East Division

Central Division

West Division

Team vs. Team Breakdown

2014 National League Standings
Overall

Wild Card Clinch Dates: Pittsburgh 9/23, San Francisco 9/25. Division Clinch Dates: Washington 9/16, Los Angeles 9/24, St
Louis 9/28. D1 = Number of days a team had at least a share of first place of their division; LD1 = Last date the team had at
least a share of first place; LLd = The largest number of games that a team led their division

East Division

sample content of The Bill James Handbook 2015
read online Isla and the Happily Ever After (Anna & the French Kiss, Book 3)
Sex and the Intelligence of the Heart: Nature, Intimacy, and Sexual Energy pdf, azw (kindle),
epub, doc, mobi
read Small Things Considered: Why There Is No Perfect Design for free
download online Positive Psychology for Teachers: A Practical Guide
download online World of Geekcraft: Step-by-Step Instructions for 25 Super-Cool Craft
Projects here
http://reseauplatoparis.com/library/The-Powerhouse--Inside-the-Invention-of-a-Battery-toSave-the-World.pdf
http://honareavalmusic.com/?books/Cathedral.pdf
http://tuscalaural.com/library/Storm-Rising--Valdemar--The-Mage-Storms--Book-2-.pdf
http://qolorea.com/library/The-Cook-s-Illustrated-How-to-Cook-Library--An-illustrated-step-bystep-guide-to-Foolproof-Cooking.pdf
http://reseauplatoparis.com/library/World-of-Geekcraft--Step-by-Step-Instructionsfor-25-Super-Cool-Craft-Projects.pdf

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

