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 Pardon a quick digression away from my usual analysis into some thoughts on the past week of WWE television. On Raw, champion John Cena wrestled mid-carder Kenny Doane in a match for Cena’s championship with newly minted babyface Triple H as referee. The match violated two basic rules of professional wrestling booking: 1) a babyface should never need help from a partial referee to win a match 2) the world champion should be protected as much as possible. Late in that match, Doane (albeit via outside interference) had Cena pinned for about twenty seconds but Triple H, treating the title match as a complete joke, refused to count. So are we supposed to believe that Doane could beat Cena, and that he’s the uncrowned champion? As frustrating as Raw was, it couldn’t hold a candle to Smackdown, which saw an already historically weak champion Rey Mysterio pinned cleanly by Mark Henry’s body slam. Yes, no outside interference, no illegal activity by the heel: Mysterio lost clean as a sheet. This is simply no way to book a champion and I do not feel compelled to expand onto that. Most reading this site are astute enough in professional wrestling to see the error in WWE’s ways; unfortunately, the people in charge are not. 


The following data is a record of January through June of 1987 in the World Wrestling Federation. For those reading for the first time, I encourage you read to read my introductory article to become familiar with my methodology.

 F/H               Wrestler                  W           L         D       CW      CL      W %        P %     OW %    OP %         AWP            APP              TP

	F
	Hulk Hogan
	61
	1
	
	56
	
	98%
	100%
	62%
	59.05%
	60.35%
	59.05%
	36.61

	F
	Can-Am Connection
	46
	2
	4
	44
	
	96%
	100%
	51%
	49.47%
	46.77%
	49.47%
	25.72

	F
	Ricky Steamboat
	29
	26
	2
	26
	13
	53%
	67%
	58%
	55.47%
	10.36%
	22.13%
	12.62

	F
	Blackjack Mulligan
	25
	1
	2
	24
	1
	96%
	96%
	45%
	45.05%
	40.75%
	41.05%
	11.49

	F
	Roddy Piper
	21
	4
	2
	19
	2
	84%
	90%
	46%
	43.64%
	29.60%
	34.12%
	9.21

	F
	Killer Bees
	28
	20
	1
	26
	19
	58%
	58%
	60%
	60.16%
	17.92%
	17.94%
	8.79

	F
	Ken Patera
	14
	2
	
	11
	2
	88%
	85%
	54%
	53.55%
	41.31%
	38.17%
	6.11

	F
	"Hacksaw" Jim Duggan
	18
	2
	
	15
	1
	90%
	94%
	38%
	34.21%
	28.36%
	27.96%
	5.59

	F
	Jake Roberts
	14
	8
	11
	12
	6
	64%
	67%
	47%
	46.70%
	11.03%
	13.37%
	4.41

	F
	Jacques Rougeau
	1
	
	4
	1
	
	100%
	100%
	58%
	63.64%
	58.33%
	63.64%
	3.18

	F
	Bruno Sammartino
	7
	1
	
	1
	
	88%
	100%
	45%
	39.58%
	32.93%
	39.58%
	3.17

	F
	Rick Martel
	4
	
	2
	1
	
	100%
	100%
	50%
	51.35%
	50.00%
	51.35%
	3.08

	F
	Davey Boy Smith
	2
	
	
	2
	
	100%
	100%
	50%
	75.00%
	50.00%
	75.00%
	1.50

	F
	US Express
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	43%
	43%
	61%
	62.83%
	4.14%
	5.69%
	0.63

	F
	Sam Houston
	2
	
	
	2
	
	100%
	100%
	25%
	25.00%
	25.00%
	25.00%
	0.50

	F
	Rougeau Bros.
	17
	13
	5
	16
	11
	57%
	59%
	44%
	40.96%
	0.82%
	0.22%
	0.08

	F
	Tom Zenk
	2
	
	3
	
	
	100%
	
	70%
	77.27%
	70.00%
	
	

	F
	B. Brian Blair
	
	1
	
	
	1
	0%
	0%
	29%
	40.00%
	-71.43%
	-60.00%
	(0.60)

	F
	Billy Jack Haynes
	26
	22
	14
	20
	18
	54%
	53%
	49%
	46.29%
	2.84%
	-1.08%
	(0.67)

	F
	Tito Santana
	16
	12
	12
	10
	10
	57%
	50%
	49%
	47.23%
	5.96%
	-2.77%
	(1.11)

	F
	"Jumping" Jim Brunzell
	
	2
	
	
	1
	0%
	0%
	21%
	20.83%
	-78.57%
	-79.17%
	(1.58)

	F
	Outback Jack
	1
	3
	
	1
	3
	25%
	25%
	31%
	32.26%
	-43.92%
	-42.74%
	(1.71)

	F
	Raymond Rougeau
	1
	1
	3
	
	1
	50%
	0%
	52%
	60.87%
	1.61%
	-39.13%
	(1.96)

	F
	Haku
	1
	5
	
	1
	4
	17%
	20%
	26%
	33.33%
	-57.14%
	-46.67%
	(2.80)

	F
	Koko B. Ware
	21
	14
	4
	16
	14
	60%
	53%
	42%
	39.37%
	2.22%
	-7.30%
	(2.85)

	F
	Young Stallions
	1
	9
	
	1
	9
	10%
	10%
	47%
	46.67%
	-42.64%
	-43.33%
	(4.33)

	F
	Dick Slater
	1
	7
	2
	1
	6
	13%
	14%
	29%
	30.10%
	-58.93%
	-55.62%
	(5.56)

	F
	British Bulldogs
	17
	26
	
	13
	19
	40%
	41%
	53%
	45.44%
	-7.51%
	-13.93%
	(5.99)

	F
	Junkyard Dog
	8
	14
	4
	6
	13
	36%
	32%
	33%
	30.00%
	-31.08%
	-38.42%
	(9.99)

	F
	Pedro Morales
	4
	19
	
	2
	18
	17%
	10%
	46%
	45.97%
	-36.39%
	-44.03%
	(10.13)

	F
	George Steele
	7
	31
	
	4
	13
	18%
	24%
	34%
	31.35%
	-47.84%
	-45.12%
	(17.14)

	H
	Demolition
	35
	11
	5
	34
	8
	76%
	81%
	72%
	75.14%
	48.47%
	56.09%
	28.61

	H
	Hercules
	28
	17
	9
	25
	13
	62%
	66%
	79%
	86.57%
	41.60%
	52.36%
	28.27

	H
	Hart Foundation
	36
	25
	
	27
	21
	59%
	56%
	64%
	68.81%
	22.73%
	25.06%
	15.29

	H
	Harley Race
	16
	28
	2
	15
	26
	36%
	37%
	77%
	79.21%
	13.20%
	15.79%
	7.27

	H
	Randy Savage
	31
	31
	2
	19
	28
	50%
	40%
	53%
	65.68%
	2.75%
	6.11%
	3.91

	H
	Greg Valentine
	3
	4
	2
	2
	
	43%
	100%
	51%
	40.54%
	-6.16%
	40.54%
	3.65

	H
	Honky Tonk Man
	23
	25
	3
	18
	21
	48%
	46%
	58%
	60.66%
	5.80%
	6.82%
	3.48

	H
	Paul Orndorff
	11
	11
	5
	6
	7
	50%
	46%
	61%
	66.71%
	11.36%
	12.87%
	3.47

	H
	"Cowboy" Bob Orton
	4
	3
	1
	4
	2
	57%
	67%
	56%
	61.19%
	13.14%
	27.86%
	2.23

	H
	Jim Neidhart
	3
	2
	
	2
	1
	60%
	67%
	73%
	75.00%
	33.33%
	41.67%
	2.08

	H
	Butch Reed
	12
	13
	9
	11
	9
	48%
	55%
	50%
	50.17%
	-1.94%
	5.17%
	1.76

	H
	Brutus Beefcake
	7
	2
	5
	6
	2
	78%
	75%
	41%
	37.08%
	18.84%
	12.08%
	1.69

	H
	Kamala
	10
	28
	6
	5
	24
	26%
	17%
	79%
	85.22%
	5.16%
	2.46%
	1.08

	H
	Adrian Adonis
	5
	15
	6
	4
	12
	25%
	25%
	74%
	76.85%
	-1.10%
	1.85%
	0.48

	H
	"Outlaw" Ron Bass
	5
	2
	
	5
	2
	71%
	71%
	39%
	35.05%
	10.52%
	6.48%
	0.45

	H
	Bret Hart
	3
	5
	
	3
	3
	38%
	50%
	51%
	47.37%
	-11.12%
	-2.63%
	(0.21)

	H
	Kamala & Sika
	
	12
	
	
	12
	0%
	0%
	91%
	95.33%
	-9.25%
	-4.67%
	(0.56)

	H
	Dino Bravo
	6
	6
	3
	5
	4
	50%
	56%
	46%
	40.44%
	-4.01%
	-4.00%
	(0.60)

	H
	Nikolai Volkoff
	4
	17
	
	3
	14
	19%
	18%
	74%
	78.23%
	-6.92%
	-4.12%
	(0.87)

	H
	Don Muraco
	1
	1
	6
	1
	1
	50%
	50%
	45%
	36.84%
	-5.07%
	-13.16%
	(1.05)

	H
	Sheik & Volkoff
	3
	10
	
	2
	9
	23%
	18%
	68%
	70.58%
	-8.79%
	-11.24%
	(1.46)

	H
	Killer Khan
	
	3
	
	
	2
	0%
	0%
	45%
	46.97%
	-54.81%
	-53.03%
	(1.59)

	H
	Sika
	2
	8
	
	2
	8
	20%
	20%
	53%
	54.49%
	-27.00%
	-25.51%
	(2.55)

	H
	Dream Team
	14
	31
	2
	12
	31
	31%
	28%
	63%
	65.63%
	-5.57%
	-6.46%
	(3.04)

	H
	Iron Sheik
	5
	20
	
	4
	18
	20%
	18%
	61%
	69.14%
	-18.81%
	-12.68%
	(3.17)

	H
	King Kong Bundy
	4
	12
	7
	2
	6
	25%
	25%
	58%
	59.25%
	-16.60%
	-15.75%
	(3.62)

	H
	Islanders
	13
	22
	5
	12
	21
	37%
	36%
	52%
	52.42%
	-11.19%
	-11.22%
	(4.49)

	H
	Muraco & Orton
	3
	24
	1
	2
	23
	11%
	8%
	59%
	61.74%
	-30.08%
	-30.26%
	(8.47)

	H
	Danny Davis
	5
	16
	2
	2
	11
	24%
	15%
	46%
	46.19%
	-30.26%
	-38.42%
	(8.84)


W, L, D – Wins, Losses, Draws.

CW, CL – Clean Wins, Clean Losses. 

W%, P%, OW%, OP% - Winning Percentage, Push Percentage (considers only cleans wins and losses), Opponents’ W% and P%.

AWP, APP – Adjusted Winning and Push Percentage, respectively. Equals W% or P% minus (1 minus OW% or OP%). 

TP – Total Push. Equals APP multiplied by the number of matches wrestled. 


It has often been argued that Vince McMahon has a preference for larger wrestlers and, in turn, would be inclined to push them further than their smaller counterparts. For the first time, statistics can either validate this practice or debunk this myth. What I prepared was a chart and corresponding correlation exercises for each wrestler in the database’s adjusted push percentage and weight. For weights, I used the kayfabe weights given by the WWF to their audience; of course, these are inaccurate but in the absence of accurate numbers they’ll have to do. Most figures given are enhanced but if each wrestler’s weight were exaggerated by twenty pounds or for that matter five hundred pounds it would not affect the study so long as the WWF was consistent in their practice. 
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Correlation Coefficient: .131 

R-Squared: .017


The results are both interesting and surprising: the data points are scattered all over the place and it’s very hard to deduce a trend from the graph. From a statistical point-of-view, the low correlation coefficient and r-squared show again there appears to be little benefit to weighing more. For every example of a 300+ pounder pushed by a WWF, there is a Rick Steamboat or a Can-Am Connection to counterbalance it. Yet aren’t we missing something here? The 1980s WWF clearly had a hiring and promoting policy of pushing impressive physiques. Size itself was largely inconsequential: a portly 325 pound wrestler may not get a look from the WWF no matter how talented, yet a ripped 270 pound wrestler (think Ultimate Warrior) could get hired and receive a huge push. So I mapped APP with a purely subjective measure of physique for each wrestler in the database. Each wrestler received a score ranging from one to four (including some scores of 1 ½,  2 ½, etc.). A four would be one with an exceptional physique (Hulk Hogan, Rick Rude), a three would have a well-defined body (Paul Orndorff, Don Muraco), a two would represent most of the roster, and a one would be an utterly unimpressive or puny body type (George Steele, Danny Davis). There are numerous problems with such a system, mainly assuming that a great body is exactly four times more valuable than a poor one, but it still serves a purpose:

Correlation Coefficient: .43
       R-Squared: .19
   Regression Equation: APP = -27 + (score * 15)

This model clearly has much more predictive value, but not enough to say body type is a pure determinant of push or even the most important determinant of push. That seems about right: push is an amalgamation of talent and physical appearance. 
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