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Abstract 

The legendary Three Ws of West Indies cricket − Worrell, Weekes and 
Walcott − were born within 17 months in a small area of less than one square 
miles in Barbados who grew up to form the greatest middle-order batting unit 
in Test cricket history. Their batting performances were so close that it defied 
all statistical odds. They have been immortalized in the writings of cricket 
authors and peers, most of whom have refrained from ranking their batting in 
order. In the public, however, debate raged as to who was the greatest batsman 
among them, often without a clear consensus. This paper attempts to settle that 
issue by formulating two mathematical schemes to place them in order. In the 
batting average scheme, there is a three-way tie. In the outstanding 
performances scheme, this tie is finally broken with difficulty, returning the 
final verdict: Weekes in the first place, followed narrowly by Worrell and 
Walcott in that order.  

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The saga of the Three Ws of West Indian cricket – Frank Worrell, Everton Weekes 
and Clyde Walcott lives on in cricket lore today. The three men, born within 17 
months of each other in a small area of less than one square mile in Bridgetown, 
Barbados, grew up to form the greatest middle-order batting unit in Test cricket 
history. By sheer coincidence, their surnames began with the letter W – the first letter 
of the very team they played for – West Indies – the probability of which has been 
estimated at 7.4 in a million! [1]. Remarkably, their batting statistics in all categories 
of First Class and Test cricket had resemblance coefficients of around 90% [1]. 
Remarkably still is the fact that they had identical numbers in the following 
categories, which defied all statistical odds: Average batting order in Tests (4); 
Unbeaten 300 (1); Test century in Barbados (1); Test score of 50% of innings total 
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(1); League cricket average of 100 (1); and Exhibition cricket in New York city (2) 
[1]. The three garnered the same awards, including: Wisden Award; Cricketer of the 
Year Award; Knighthood; and ICC Hall of Fame [1]. Their names are enshrined 
together in the following: Three Ws Stand; The Three Ws Oval; The Three Ws 
Pavillion; and The Three Ws Monument in Barbados [1].  

Players and writers have paid great tribute to the Three Ws. Some have selected all 
three in their all-time West Indies cricket teams [2 – 4]. Others have included all three 
among their world’s all-time greatest batsmen [5 – 7] or in their all-time West Indian 
cricketers [8]. It has been said that separating the Three Ws was unthinkable [4] or 
even sinful [9]. Yet, at the same time, debate raged in public as to who was the best 
batsman amongst the three [10]. In this paper, we shall do exactly what many authors 
have refrained from doing (e.g., [11]), viz., rank the Three Ws in batting order. It must 
be reminded that each was the world’s greatest batsman during some part of his 
career: Worrell in the late 1940s; Weekes in the early 1950s; and Walcott in mid-
1950s. Hence, we shall rank them over their entire careers. We formulate two 
schemes of ranking the Three Ws’ batting: (1) A batting average scheme; and (2) An 
outstanding batting performances scheme. In the first scheme, we compare the 
batting averages in both First Class and Test cricket, in common Test series, in home 
and overseas Tests, and against opponent nations. We assign rank indices for each 
batsman in the various categories and rank them according to their total rank indices. 
In the second scheme, we identify the most outstanding batting performances of the 
three players and rank them according to their frequency. 

 

Figure 1 shows the cumulative Test averages of the Three Ws as functions of the 
number of Test matches played (from [12]). Worrell’s average started at an extremely 
high level and steadily diminished, dipping below 50 after his final Test match. In 
contrast, Weekes’ average started below 50, only to climb high, and staying high and 
ending well above 50. Finally, Walcott’s average started well below 50, but gradually 
rose to above 50. Figure 1 also shows that Worrell extended his Test career well 
beyond the retirements of Weekes and Walcott. 

 

2. BATTING AVERAGE SCHEME 

The game of cricket is unsurpassed in terms of the statistical data recorded. These 
data are frequently used to judge the relative worth of a player. In the batting 
department, some of the relevant data include the runs scored, dismissals, batting 
average, centuries (and double centuries, etc., if any) made, additional 50s made, 
century partnerships, etc. Among these, most of the categories (like total runs, 
centuries, additional 50s, century partnerships, etc.) are extensive quantities in nature, 
i.e., they depend upon the total matches played by the bowler, and are, therefore not 
the best indicator of the batsman’s quality. On the other hand, the batting average is 
an intensive quantity, i.e., it is more or less independent of the total number of 
matches played. For that reason, the batting average is the most widely used quantity
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to judge the worth of a batsman. The batting average A of a batsman (for a certain 
number of matches) is defined as the ratio of the total runs made by the batsman R to 
the total times dismissed W: 

                                                         
W
RA                                                                (1) 

The batting average is a direct quantity, i.e., the higher the batting average, the 
greater the batsman is.  

 
Before the advent of one-day cricket, there were two categories of cricket matches: 
First Class cricket and Test cricket. First class matches are those of duration of 3 
days or longer, whereas Test matches (normally between international teams) are 
those of 5 days duration or longer. The First Class bowling average AFC of a player is 
therefore: 

                                                       
FC

FC
FC W

RA                                                           (2) 

where RFC is the total runs made and WFC is the number of times dismissed in First 
Class matches. Likewise, the Test bowling average AT of a player is: 

                                                         
T

T
T W

RA                                                            (3) 

where RT is the total runs made and WT is the total number of times dismissed in Test 
matches. Since the Test statistics are included in the First Class statistics, the latter are 
not reflective of the First class matches other than Tests. For these, one has to subtract 
the Test statistics from the First Class data in order to obtain the Other First Class 
data. For example, the Other First Class runs by the batsman will be ROFC = RFC – 
RT; and the times dismissed in Other First Class matches will be WOFC = WFC – WT. 
Thus the Other First Class batting average is given by: 

                                              
TFC

TFC

OFC

OFC
OFC WW

RR
W
RA




                                            (4) 

In order to rank the batsmen according to say OFC cricket or Test cricket, the 
following ranking scheme is made. A rank index is assigned to each batsman 
according to his batting average. In this scheme, between three batsmen, the batsman 
with the highest batting average is assigned the rank index 3; the one with the next 
highest batting average is assigned rank index 2; and the batsman with the lowest 
batting average is assigned the rank index 1.  

The batting statistics of the Three Ws (both First Class and Test cricket) are readily 
available on the world-wide-web [13 – 15]. The OFC statistics are first extracted by 
subtracting the Test statistics from the First Class statistics using Eqs. (2 – 4). The 
OFC and Test batting averages of the Three Ws are entered in Table I. Next, the Test 
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batting averages in the common Test series are also entered in Table I. These include 
four Test series against England, two against Australia and one each against India and 
New Zealand. Then, batting averages against the four nations from all Tests are 
entered. And finally Test averages in home and overseas Tests are included.  
 

Table I. Batting Averages of The Three Ws 

 Worrell Weekes Walcott 

Other First Class Batting Average 56.10 53.58 56.55 

Test Batting Average (TBA) 49.48 58.61 56.68 

TBA England in West Indies (1947-48) 147.00 48.83 22.16 

TBA West Indies in England (1950) 89.33 56.33 45.80 

TBA West Indies in Australia (1951-52) 33.70 24.50 14.50 

TBA West Indies in New Zealand (1952) 116.50 20.00 66.33 

TBA India in West Indies (1952-53) 49.75 102.28 76.16 

TBA England in West Indies (1953-54) 47.71 69.57 87.25 

TBA Australia in West Indies (1954-55) 25.75 58.62 82.70 

TBA West Indies in England (1957) 38.88 19.50 27.44 

TBA against England 54.97 45.27 44.87 

TBA against Australia 32.78 39.66 57.12 

TBA against India 60.83 106.78 69.92 

TBA against New Zealand 116.50 59.75 66.33 

TBA in West Indies 55.41 69.63 69.83 

TBA Overseas 44.90 49.63 40.40 
 

Table II shows the rank indices of the Three Ws in the various categories indicated by 
the batting averages in Table I and the total rank indices obtained by addition. 
Incredibly, there is a three-way tie of the total rank indices! As similar as their batting 
numbers are, their total batting worth are also the same in this batting average scheme. 
Hence the batting average scheme is unable to rank the Three Ws in order, and for 
that we proceed to our next proposed scheme. 
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Table II. Batting Rankings of The Three Ws 

 Worrell Weekes Walcott 
Other First Class Batting Rank Index 1 2 3 
Test Batting Rank Index (BRI) 1 3 2 
BRI England in West Indies (1947-48) 3 2 1 
BRI West Indies in England (1950) 3 2 1 
BRI West Indies in Australia (1951-52) 3 2 1 
BRI West Indies in New Zealand (1952) 3 1 2 
BRI India in West Indies (1952-53) 1 3 2 
BRI England in West Indies (1953-54) 1 2 3 
BRI Australia in West Indies (1954-55) 1 2 3 
BRI West Indies in England (1957) 3 1 2 
BRI against England 3 2 1 
BRI against Australia 1 2 3 
BRI against India 1 3 2 
BRI against New Zealand 3 1 2 
BRI in West Indies 1 2 3 
BRI Overseas 2 3 1 
Total BRI 32 32 32 
Batting Rank 1 1 1 

 

 

3. OUTSTANDING BATTING PERFORMANCES SCHEME 

In this scheme, the outstanding batting performances of the Three Ws are sorted out 
and compiled in Table III. (Note that the asterisks in the table indicate not outs or 
unbeaten innings.) They include the following: 500-run partnerships; 500 runs 
between dismissals; 500 runs in a Test series; Five ‘hundreds’ (centuries) in a season; 
Five double centuries in a season; Five consecutive Test centuries; and Five centuries 
in a Test series. This scheme may aptly be called The 500s and Five Hundreds 

scheme! The outstanding performances of the Three Ws listed in Table III are 
counted. The Three Ws are ranked straight according to their total counts. For the 
record: (1) Worrell was the only players to have participated in two 500-run 
partnerships, which had lasted for 66 years, until it was tied by Ravindra Jadeja in 
2012; (2) Weekes’ five consecutive Test centuries has stood uncontested for 71 years 
in the running; and (3) Walcott’s five centuries in a Test series has remained 
unchallenged for 65 years as of this writing.  
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Table III. Outstanding Batting Performances of The Three Ws 

Description Instances Counts 

500-run Partnerships 502 runs, Barbados v Trinidad, Worrell 308* 
(1944). 

Worrell, 2; 
Walcott, 1. 

574 runs, Barbados v Trinidad, Worrell 255*, 
Walcott 314* (1945). 

5 consecutive Test 
centuries 

Weekes, 141 v England; 128, 194, 162, 101 v India 
(1948-49). 

Weekes, 1. 

5 Centuries in a Season   Weekes (6), Walcott (5) in Indian  
Sub-continent (1948-49). 

Worrell, 3; 
Weekes, 3; 
Walcott, 3. Worrell (5) in Indian Sub-continent (1949-50). 

Weekes (7), Walcott (7), Worrell (6), in  
England (1950). 

Worrell (5) in Indian Sub-continent (1950-51). 

Walcott (5) in West Indies (1955). 

Weekes (6) in New Zealand (1956). 

5 Double centuries in a 
Tour 

Weekes, 232, 304, 279, 246*, 200* in England 
(1950). 

Weekes, 1. 

500 runs between 
dismissals 

Weekes, 575 (246*+200*+129) in England (1950). Weekes, 1; 
Worrell, 1. Worrell, 502 (241*+261) in England (1950). 

5 Centuries in a Test 
Series 

Walcott (108, 126, 110, 155, 110) v Australia 
(1955). 

Walcott, 1. 

500 runs in a Test Series Weekes, 779 (128+194+162+101+90+56+48)  
in India (1948-49). 

Worrell, 2; 
Weekes, 2; 
Walcott, 2. Worrell, 684 (58+78+12+9+28+223*+83*+ 

161+ 32) in India (unofficial Tests) (1949-50). 

Worrell, 539 (15+28+52+45+261+138) in England 
(1950). 

Weekes, 716 (207+47+15+161+55*+86+109+ 
36) v India (1953). 

Walcott, 698 (65+25+220+17*+4+26+124+ 
51*+50+116) v England (1954). 

Walcott, 827 (108+39+126+110+8+73+15+83 
+155+110) v Australia (1955). 

Total Counts If unofficial Test series discounted:      Weekes 8; 

                                                               Worrell 7; 

                                                               Walcott 7. 

Worrell, 8; 

Weekes, 8; 

Walcott, 7. 
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The results of this scheme are arrived in two different ways in view of the fact that 
one of Worrell’s 500 runs was made in an Unofficial Test series. (1) If the latter is 
counted, then the results are: Weekes and Worrell are ranked in first place with 8 
counts each; and Walcott is ranked in second place with 7. If the Unofficial Tests are 
discounted, then the results are: Weekes is ranked first with 8; and Worrell and 
Walcott are tied for second place with 7 each. In the first case, this scheme does not 
separate Worrell and Weekes, whereas in the second case it is unable to separate 
Worrell from Walcott. However, if we take the sum of the two rankings, we can break 
the deadlock and arrive at our final rankings as: Weekes in first place with count 16; 
Worrell in second place with count 15; and Walcott in third place with count 14. The 
considerable effort involved in our final rankings illustrates how difficult it is to 

separate the inseparables! 

 

4. DISCUSSION 

The number of ways to pick the names of the Three Ws in a row is given by the 
permutation of 3 out of 3: 

                                                    6
)!33(

!33
3 


 Pn                                                 (5) 

In other words, there are 6 different ways to choose the Three Ws in sequence. Out of 
these six, one will be in chronological order by date of birth or seniority, viz: 
Worrell, Weekes and Walcott. Another will be in alphabetical order, viz: Walcott, 

Weekes and Worrell. The remaining four may depend upon the personal preference 
of a subject, e.g., his or her ranking of the Three Ws. The first is the most natural 
order used in public discussions and the second has been used by a few authors who 
are sticklers of grammatical order. Surprisingly, out of the remaining four orders 
which are neither chronological nor alphabetical in nature, many authors have chosen: 
Weekes, Worrell and Walcott [2, 5, 9, 11, 16 – 19], which might possibly indicate 
their subconscious desire of ranking the Three Ws in that order. (Len Hutton, for 
example, was vehemently opposed to placing anyone of the three above the two 
others, but continued to use that order throughout his book [11].) If so, their choice 
agrees with ours obtained from the two analytical schemes described above! 
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