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For those who missed my first column, you probably should read it here. Another week (five days, actually) of data compilation has led me to make a fairly significant change in my procedures. In the first update, opponents’ wins, losses, clean wins and clean losses failed to account for the number of times two workers wrestled. Consider a partial accounting for the Hart Foundation for the first six weeks of 1987:

vs. British Bulldogs (1 win, 10 losses, all clean decisions).

vs. Islanders (1 clean win).


vs. Rougeau Brothers (2 clean losses).


vs. Can-Am Connection (1 clean loss).
Under the old system, the win-loss record of the Bulldogs would have received equal weight as the other teams. Of course, that makes no sense. I have now repaired that aspect of the database for all 52 wrestlers; unfortunately, doing so has taken a bit of time so I only can factor in two new weeks of results in this week’s update. I’ve also sorted the database firstly by face/heel and then by adjusted push percentage (APP for short). So far, babyfaces have been victorious in 64% of all matches and won in 67% of matches with a clean finish. Therefore, a comparison between Blackjack Mulligan and Harley Race is not an apples-to-apples comparison. Though both men have very similar APPs, Race’s push is actually a bit stronger given his status as a heel. Again, it’s necessary to place the appropriate disclaimer on any statistics obtained at this point because of sample size issues. 
One purpose of the database is in its ability to predict future outcomes in wrestling. Almost all of the data compiled so far are from non-televised house shows with the occasional Superstars or Prime Time match in there. It seems logical to assume that a wrestler receiving a strong house show push would beat a wrestler receiving a lesser push at the next major TV show or PPV. To test this theory, let’s use adjusted win and push percentage to try and predict the results of WrestleMania 3 and compare the predictions with the actual results. The main event is excluded because Andre the Giant has no results in the database (which speaks to a shortcoming of the database as the storyline significance of Hogan’s win cannot be statistically captured) Also excluded is the Hillbilly Jim and midgets v. King Kong Bundy and midgets match because of a scarcity of data on either wrestler and the fact the match ended in a disqualification. That leaves ten matches:
	Match
	Winner 
	AWP Projection
	APP  Projection

	Savage v. Steamboat
	Steamboat
	Savage
	Steamboat

	Piper v. Adonis
	Piper
	Piper
	Piper

	Santana/Bulldogs v. Harts/Davis
	Harts
	Bulldogs
	Bulldogs

	JYD v. Race
	Race
	Race
	Race

	Haynes v. Hercules
	Draw
	Hercules
	Hercules

	Roberts v. HTM
	HTM
	Virtual Draw
	Virtual Draw

	Killer Bees v. Sheik/Volkoff
	Sheik/Volkoff
	Bees
	Bees

	Can-Ams v. Muraco/Orton
	Can-Ams
	Can-Ams
	Can-Ams

	Koko v. Reed
	Reed
	Reed
	Reed

	Rougeaus v. Dream Team
	Dream Team
	Virtual Draw
	Rougeaus


AWP went 4-3-3 in its projections while APP fared a bit better going 5-3-2. Both measures missed on the Hart Foundation’s win as the Bulldogs (because of the Dynamite Kid’s injury, a sub like Tito Santana or the Junkyard Dog was often used) possessed ten wins over the Harts before surrendering the belts in Tampa. Hercules rated just a bit better than Billy Jack Haynes in the months leading up to WrestleMania though it’s worth noting that several of their house show encounters ended as draws as their Mania match did. The Killer Bees were undefeated against everyone but the undefeated Demolition in the database so the WWF booking them to lose to Volkoff and the Sheik, even if by disqualification, certainly was inconsistent with their house show results. In essence, the above table demonstrates the degree of consistency of the booking between house shows and the booking of WrestleMania.

February 1987 Statistics
Again, thanks for reading. I’ll be back next week with an updated database and analysis on it. Feel free to e-mail questions, comments, complaints and compliments to philfortyfour@yahoo.com.  

