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Bush Era (2006-2007)Legacies & Legalities

As our nation has found out in the intervening years bet@dghand the continuing struggle in
Irag and Afghanistan, one’s legacy of leadership and power on any field of battle, bécalpolit
social or athletic, can be tarnished by a hint of or hard evidence pointing to impropriggndie
cover-ups have become a daily ritual; the emperor’'s new clothes are a mouse ajick aw

That our president and baseball have a long-time acquaintanceship — and each have their
own legacy and legalities to shore up — is fitting in this new era of baseball yatdmpketely

written.

Much of this later analysis has reflected on the story of steroids, both the personal
viewpoints of men in proximity to the athletes and the doctors who are experts on the field
alongside the money-driven nature of all professional sports, such as, the Natiamad.Past
Within that, the addressing of what was the responses of the top men in baseball when the
games’ statistics, the hallowed numbers of Aaron, Ruth and various sluggers of bggone er
were suddenly in jeopardy of being broken. It is clear to see that not all the respomses wer
favorable to continuing the gamas it once wasThe changes were necessary to keep fans
interested — more action via the home runs and scoring — and continuing to add revenues, and

profits, to the ownerships and players’ pockets.

As the 2006 Free Agency period showed through December 2006, money is not a
significant barrier anymore to acquiring players. Mediocre players, suctddslyré59-58,
4.60ERA), Gil Meche (4.65ERA), Adam Eaton (2006:7-4, 5.12ERA), Gary Matthews Jr. (.249
Lifetime BA, before 2006), Juan Pierre (.328 OBP last two seasons) and shaky closer Dany
Baez, all signed lucrative deals that are unfathomable to many peopleealtherid. Even oft-

injured starting pitcher Kerry Wood, who once struck out twenty batters in game back in 1998,
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was resigned for $1.75 million dollars, slightly below @&verage salary$2,500,000 estimated)
of all MLB players in 2005. He did not pitch until August of the 2006 year.

What this reflects is no longer does talent drive the market completely. The lack of
optimal talent has led MLB executives to sign anyonedheaé wasnotwho is or will be There
are impetuses to do anything to appease fans, or more likely, the ability of ownersouat [2€at
other teams for a particular player seems more likely and plausible. And tdamarnketthis
teamas a winner, able to compete against the all-mighty Yankees, who have not won the World
Series since 2000.

Even the usually bargain-basement seeking Chicago Cubs doled out over $300 million
dollars in 2006 off season, for two everyday all-star caliber hitters, two mediades a
backup catcher, a mediocre middle infielder and a former-starter-turned-bullpen len
though they have had large contracts before, this spending was unprecedented.)

To put that into a larger perspective, the Marlins’ payroll Wa¢ of that grand total in
2006. And the Marlins won more games in that season while drawing only 39% of the
attendance of the Cubs. Alex Rodriguez’s lone contract is only slightly snialfethat total
amassed by the Cubs, but larger seasonally thanthre payroll of the Marlins

As these amounts pile up, we wonder what barrier will be crossed that will cause some
pause in the thinking of a players and owners alike. As Vernon Wells stated, upon receiving his
7-year, $126 million dollar renewal, “How can you not be happy? My family comes first.
Obviously, this gives me an opportunity to set my family up for a couple of generatibhis.”
is a fine objectiveThe American Dreameached, to take care of one’s family. But how many
Americans (or Canadians) does it take to pay off his salary in the pursuit of hiti@sglaall 400
feet and setting up his family for a few generations?

A salary cap and ticket price cap is a logical step to reining in the immensacteofr
players and also limit the owners’ ability to wrangle more money diieofonsumersThis
alternative would smack ainti-Capitalism but at the betterment of Professional Baseball. (Even
Minor League operations would benefit from a better financial structure.)

This could also be accomplished more logically by fans avoidance of going to the parks
or paying for broadcasts or buying souvenirs. That is not conducive to maintaining a great
American institution that survived world wars and various other changes to our sociedy, but t
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reduce salaries of players and owners’ profits requires a significant cinathgeauthor’s
opinion.

Even with its substantial past problems, and current indictments of steroids cahtdere
be pumping up the numbers, baseball is AtiHAmerican Its expansion to the far reaches of the
globe came through the media's portrayal of players feats being acknowledged lasmany
legendary. And the continuance of the game needs players to be seen as worthy of our
admiration and not unworthy due to money, cheating or other actions.

Yet the game, as we see it now, has it health currently in a false prarisey At some
point, the millions (and billions) will dry up as our humanity will eventually catch up taltda i
that this is still only a sport, not an occupation of extreme value, and should not be over

emphasize in a world that still has real heroes and real problems that need everahien®es

8.1. Final Thoughts on Baseball History

At first glance, baseball can seem a disjointed by the records achieved inudgraatie. That
the game is a product of seasons gone by without any strong connection between 1920, the dusty
past, and 2005, the technology and chemically apparent future. Not so. Even defining an Era
(fourteen years in most of this discussion) just puts into sharper focus what is goinghgn duri
thattime and how it will affect the future.

The greater portion of this analysis focused on the recent events as they pestained t
Major League Baseball. How they intertwined with the prior generations, the gabphi
representation of what did go on, what continues to be prevalent and how that related to prior
eras. But it should bring up questions about what would have been if:

1. If Jackie Robinson does not play until 1951 or 1952, what would have happen to Willie
Mays or Hank Aaron? Would they have amassed their records? Or what if Mays was the
first black player, would he have succeeded under the abuse brought tcadaeksd?

Would that have set back the Integration?

2. What if amphetamines were not overlooked in dugouts as a normal part of the regiment
to battle a grueling season as Jim Bouton’s Ball Four first portrayed? Do piayknsn
better in the 1960s and 1970s? And would have steroids gained the foothold they
obviously did in the 1990s?
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3. What of the baseball? Did changing the manufacturer in 1977 increase offense then?
How about 19877? Or in the early 1990s to the hampering of records? As we have
discussed, freezing, heating, humidifying the ball can and does have a distinct physical
effect on the flight of the ball. What about the baseball bats and their developme@? Stri
Zone monitoring? Lack of Left hand pitching? And various other reasons for offensive
explosions.

4. Did free agency ruin baseball? Depends on the responder to the question. Individual
owners would tend to deplore it because players are routinely overpaid for their skills.
Company-led clubs would say it is the price of good business — requiring that marketing
and revenue match the player’s addition to the team. A free market economy to be
planned for and taken advantage of. Often, they go elsewhere for players, over-market
them to the fans, and turn profits from the new piece to their business models.

Fans in a large vocal majority have also grown to hate it. Because no longer is a
player ‘a lifer’ and the fluidity of the team they once loved is so rapid that twe gaar
see nearly an entire new team fielded. (See the 1997 Marlins for a brutal example of
wrecking a World Series winner in one off-season.) An experienced fan of a perennial
loser undoubtedly likes the opportunity to add better and different ballplayers. Whereas,
the oft-winning fans deplore losing essential pieces, but normally have more than one
player to root for.

Players are conflicted. They surely like the possibilities of moving on due to their
performances earning that right instead of being held hostage by ownerships not willing
to renegotiate contracts in a fair way. The fair market value given their unigots tia
something all Americans look to receive. Yet even under this new paradigm, they do
find discomfort in moving to a different club, mid season sometimes, thousands of miles
from their prior spring assignment with their families being the short-testima of
their futures.

5. Has steroids been the totally destructive force (factor) discussed? Mamd &
generation of steroids made it plausible the positives outweigh the negative ypablitit
long-term effects? Another question that will take more time and more artalysis

legitimately answer.
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How we further answer any question to pertaining to baseball should require us to
examine the time frame of the situation, what events transpired to encouragéné antlial

damage or benefit received from the circumstance. That is the noble end.

Many of the legacies of great players during the last 20 years of basebh# will
inevitably tarnished by the release of the George Mitchell report. In it, (numbgerphvere
named as users, pushers or inquirers into performance-enhancing drugs.

Two in particularRoger Clemens and Barry Bonds

Symmetry holds true that the best pitcher and best hitter of the past 20 seasons would be
linked together. Th8ringin’ GasandDialin’ 9 dichotomy of baseball plays out appropriately
enough, with these playetanceling each other outthe debunked idea that steroids led to the
home run totals angower surge I because if all players (or nearly all) were using these
enhancers, then it is not so much a matter of cheating your opponents as it is cheatingta fan t
supposes a level of play to be free of sins seen in the wrestling profession.

Though, | do not condemn either man. Both were players of note and performance on the
field that still took something raw. Steroids does not turn every player into a supEnsta
Mitchell report reflects that; in the number of fringe players that never msigaiicant jump
in their careers.

It takes a great deal of hard work — batting practice, running laps around the field,
watching video tape, swimming in a pool or lifting weights — just to be indpat% of 1%of
athletes. Adding steroids undoubtedly assisted in recovery from the toils of 8-momgh year
season. But it is a product of this fast-paced, materialistic and ethics-bghédlsociety.

But no matter how | tried to examine them, define them or support their deeds, | am left
only wondering. And because of that, | should concede that with time | should forgive them, as |
must many, many others that shape the sport of baseball over these past 150 years.

Just playing the sport, at any level, should allow you to appreciate something, anything,
of what a man has done in his craft. Not all was done in the name of destruction of the game.

One has to think that their legacy will be shaped by the legalities of the future. And
another era will be carried through via the words of the media and the romantic visiams of fa
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The Future of Major League Baseball

1B/LF Billy Butler
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SS Troy Tulowitzki
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SS Jose Reyes

CF Hunter Pence

1B Ryan Howard

CF Grady Sizemore
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Milestones crossed in 2007 and beyond

Alex Rodrigu: 50 home runs and counting
in 2007.

gt UL e

500 home runs smacked by 2007.

Jim Thome:
Craig Biggio: 3,000 hits reached in 2007.
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Frank Thomas: 500 home runs in 2007.
Was the only player who freely spoke to the

George Mitchell.
Manny Ramirez: Closing in on 500 home runs.
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Johan Santana:With hisstuff, could he reach

300 wins?

Tom Glavine: The last 300-game winner?
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Future Ballpark

Mock up ofCisco Fieldfrom (BallparksofBaseball.con)



