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By Barry Meadow 
    
   Barry Meadow has spent more than 30 years in the 
gambling world. He wrote his first book, Success at the 
Harness Races, in 1967. He's also written Money Secrets at 
the Racetrack, which has been lauded as the definitive 
guide to money management at the track. Meadow's 
eclectic resume includes serving in Vietnam, writing 
television sitcoms, playing the professional tennis circuit in 
India, doing standup comedy in California, and, of course, 
playing blackjack at the professional level in his spare time. 
http://www.huntingtonpress.com/go/authors/barry-
meadow 
 
   A trainer wins 18% first off the claim.  A handicapping 
system hits 29% winners.  A jockey's year-to-date win 
percentage is 6%.  Will any of these stats, or others, help 
your bottom line?  Or will they simply mislead you? 
   Until William Quirin's Winning at the Races was 
published in 1979, few handicapping books offered much 
in the way of statistics, mainly because compiling them 
was an exercise in tedium.  You'd have to buy every Racing 
Form, every day, and then go through each race searching 
for some characteristic you wanted to research.  When 
you finally found a qualified selection, you'd grab a 
different Form to check the chart, and then record each 
result.  Doing even the simplest work took incredible 
patience, or a staff of unpaid students. 
   All that changed with the introduction not only of the 
personal computer, but more recently with the availability 
of daily downloads.  Now, for just a few dollars a day, 
anyone can download every past performance line for 
every horse in the nation, write a simple query, and find 
out if horses really do yield a flat-bet profit if they return 
in exactly five days (they don't) or whether you can make 
money by playing every dropper from a straight 
maiden into a maiden claimer who showed early speed 
last out (ditto). 
   The gathering of horsey data is no longer much of a 
problem.  Ask the computer a question, and it will spit out 
answer. 

   However, while accumulating data is one thing, 
interpreting it correctly is something else altogether. 
   The essential problem is that while ideas should be 
forward-tested (you state a hypothesis, then test it), many 
data miners work backwards, falling victim to what is known 
as "hindsight bias."  They start with already-known results, 
and then look for patterns that might have contributed to 
these results.  Typical:  A player notes that many recent 
winners at his track were dropping in class, so he decides to 
check the last three months' results.  Sure enough, class 
droppers did well, but because the survey includes the 
recent results that he already knows, his sample will be 
skewed. 
 
   Let's look at some basic principles.  Understand these, and 
you won't be misled by handicapping stats: 
 
     * The larger the sample size, the more likely will the 
percentages be accurate.  Conversely, anything goes when 
looking at tiny sample sizes.  
     *  The less often a result occurs and the higher the 
payoffs, the greater the sample size you need to measure 
the validity of the idea.  
     *  Unlike groups cannot be lumped together: 3-5 shots 
cannot be lumped in with 7-1 shots.                     
     *  Check the actual number of plays, not simply the 
number of races investigated to obtain those plays. 
     *  Rules that appear arbitrary (horse's last race must have 
taken place within the past 21 days, horse must go off at 
odds of 5-1 or above, etc.) indicate that the system came 
from back fitting with the arbitrary rules added to get rid of 
a bunch of losers. 
      *  Whenever an idea has been developed from one set of 
results, it must be tested on a completely separate group of 
results. 
       *  Once a result has been proven (e.g., coin flips win 
50%), you can use a statistical formula known as standard 
deviation to predict the range of results; however, if a result  
is merely recorded and not proven, you cannot accurately 
predict the range of results since you do not know whether 
the result is typical or atypical.  
     * Return-on-investment statistics are often skewed by a 
handful of longshot winners--sometimes even by one such 
winner. 

(continued on next page) 
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     *  Any study of race results should look at what the usual 
results are for the particular odds category, and compare 
the usual ratio of wins, places, and shows to the results in 
question. 
     * Streaks, both positive and negative, often happen for 
no reason other than the statistical fluctuations that are 
part of any long mathematical series 
 
   Whenever you see a handicapping statistic, ask these 
questions: 
 
1. Could it be false?   
   Years ago, betting every favorite lost only half the track 
take.  However, my own survey of 400,000 more recent 
favorites showed conclusively that you would lose the full 
track take by betting every favorite today.  Yet some 
authors still continue to mistakenly tell their readers that 
the old stat is still valid. 
 
2. Who says so?   
   A man touting his own system might tell you that it had 
an ROI of 37% last year at Belmont.  Nice (if it's true), but 
what about every other track?  Did it lose everywhere 
except Belmont?  Often, it's the information that isn't being 
revealed that it is the most revealing. 
 

 
Belmont Park 

 
3. How many plays were there?   
   A sample size of 1,000 plays for a system whose average 
winning payoff is $24 is just about useless.   If a guy tells 
you he bet 417 longshots last year and showed a 15% 
profit, don't be surprised if he does the same this year and 
shows a 30% loss.    
 
4. How was the number derived?  
   Who compiled the numbers?  How far back?  Which 
tracks?  What were the odds?  What was the 1-2-3 record, 
and what was the expected 1-2-3 record for horses at those 
odds?   
 
 

5. If an ROI figure is not included, is the number of any 
use?   
   If a stat has an impact value of 2.3 (horses with 
characteristic win 2.3 times their fair share of races), that's 
good--but if they average a $3.80 payoff, who cares? 
 
6. If an ROI figure is included, how many plays is it based 
on, and did a few big payoffs skew the results? 
   A 500-play report that shows a 7% profit is worthless if its 
two biggest winners accounted for all the profit. 
 
7. Is it possible that the result is simply a fluke?   
   If horses from post 6 showed a net profit for a particular 
meeting but posts 5 and 7 were losers, it's likely the result 
is nothing more than a statistical anomaly.  
         
8. Have others, using different races, found similar 
results? 
   If you based a method on the results of certain races, you 
need to test it on different races - as many as possible.  
Better yet, have somebody else test it. 
 
9. Is there evidence that the tested factor was more 
successful than can usually be expected, less so, or about 
average?   
That includes not only the win percentage, but whether the 
prices were better or worse than usual.  
 
   These are starter questions.  If you really want to get 
serious about the subject, study books like How to Lie with 
Statistics (Darrell Huff), Fooled by Randomness (Nassim 
Nicolas Taleb), Innumeracy (John Allen Paolos) and 
Statistics for Dummies (Deborah Rumsey).   
 
   Don't believe everything you read - even if it's got a 
number attached.   
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

http://www.flickr.com/photos/wallyg/1623743279/
http://betmix.com/free-race-of-the-day/
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   In October, WƻǎŜ ŜƳŀƛƭŜŘ ǳǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǎƪŜŘ ά/ŀƴ ȅƻǳ ǇƭŜŀǎŜ 
Ǌǳƴ /ƘŀŘ .Ǌƻǿƴ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ ǎǳǇŜǊǘǊŀƛƴŜǊ ǎǇƻǘƭƛƎƘǘΚέ 
   Because we ƭƛƪŜ ŀ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜΣ ǿŜ ǎŀƛŘ άȅŜǎΦέ I am not sure 
ǿŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘΩǾŜ ǎŀƛŘ ȅŜǎΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘΦ /ƘŀŘ Ƙŀǎ ƘŀŘ ŀ great year 
and many of his horsesΩ fire in any situation.  
 

 
Chad Brown ς photo courtesy of Horseracingnation.com   
 
   From a 2013 database, Chad has a win percentage that 
hovers around 28%, with an ROI of about $0.98 for every 
ŘƻƭƭŀǊ ōŜǘΦ ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ǎƻƭƛŘΗ 
   How about sprint to routes, horses off bad lines, graded 
stakes, or first time starters? Chad is effective with no 
statistical anomalies.  
   ²ŜΩǊŜ ǇǊŜǘǘȅ ƳǳŎƘ ǎǘǳŎƪ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƻƳŜ ǎǳǎǇŜŎǘ Řŀǘŀ όŀ ǎƳŀƭƭ 
sample size, which Barry Meadow explained earlier), but 
maybe, just maybe we can find a couple of chinks in the 
armor. 
   With horses returning in 30 or fewer days, Chad is only 13 
for 68 with an ROI of $0.69. Considering he is so effective 
almost everywhere else, this is an interesting statistic. We 
may want to look a little closer at his horses wheeling back, 
who look like solid bets off good lines. Perhaps they are 
not. 
   Does the tote board talk? This one may get us in trouble 
with Barry Meadow again, but Chad has not brought in 
many longshots this year. His first timers over 9-1 odds are 
one for 20 with only two hitting the board. With second 
time starters and above he is 0 for 17 with horses over 10-1 
with only two hitting the board as well.  
   This year, unlike some pockets in his career, maiden 
claimers have not been a strong suit. His win percentage 
has been decent (23%), but his horses are very over-bet 
(returning 77 cents on the dollar) 
   ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ƳƻƴǘƘΩǎ ǎupertainer Spotlight.  
Congratulations to Chad Brown for stumping the database 
with a wonderful training year! 
 

 
 
   As Barry Meadow alluded on page one, the granddaddy 
dropper of them all, the ƎƻƭŘŜƴ άƳŀƛŘŜƴ special into a 
ƳŀƛŘŜƴ ŎƭŀƛƳŜǊέ ƛǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ƴƻǘ ǇǊƻŦƛǘŀōƭŜΦ  In 2013, in sprints 
on all surfaces, this angle resulted in about a 14% win clip 
but for a terrible return on investment of 73.1 cents on 
every dollar bet. LǘΩǎ ōŜŜƴ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŦƻǊ ŀǿƘƛƭŜΦ  
   But, if you inject a little ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ Ψƭŀǎǘ ƻǳǘ ǎǇŜŜŘΩΣ ŀǘ 
least you can up your chances of success.   
   In 2013, if the dropper has the top early number (I am 
using my top early number, but you can find those via Bris 
or at Timeform and get a similar result) and has two or 
more starts, he or she wins at about a 27% clip and you 
only lose about five cents on the dollar. This trend is 
noticed in a much larger database, as well, with an ROI in 
ǘƘŜ флΩǎΦ 
   If you add a little more handicapping chops to the mix, 
ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ŀ ƎƻƻŘ ŎƘŀƴŎŜ ȅƻǳ can be profitable. 
   This angle provided a couple of bomb winners in 2013, 
ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ tƘƛƭΩǎ ¢ƘǳƴŘŜǊ at Woodbine who paid $77. Out of 
29 horses in 2013 who possessed a top early number, 
dropping, at over 20-1 odds at post time, seven of them hit 
the board. ¢ƘŜǎŜ ōƻƳōǎ Ŏŀƴ Ǉŀȅ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿŀȅ ƛƴ ǇƛŎƪ пΩǎ ŀƴŘ 
ǇƛŎƪ рΩǎ ŀǎ ǘƘǊƻǿ-ins, and should not be discounted.  
 

 
 

 

http://www.horseracingnation.com/
http://www.brisnet.com/
mailto:info@hanaweb.org?subject=Advertising
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Lƴ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ƻŦ IƻǊǎŜǇƭŀȅŜǊ aƻƴǘƘƭȅΣ ǿŜΩǾŜ ŀǎƪŜŘ v ϧ ! 
ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿŜŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΥ ά²Ƙŀǘ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ŀǊŜ 
ȅƻǳ ŀ Ŧŀƴ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ŀǊŜ ȅƻǳ ŀ ƘŀƴŘƛŎŀǇǇŜǊΚέ 
This is seemingly a straight forward enough question, but 
for those seeking a little guidance, here is a quiz to help you 
determine your ratio: 
 
1. When planning a weekend trip to Lexington in April or 

October, which of the following best describes your 
dream itinerary/thought process about the trip? 
A. Two days straight without leaving the Bluegrass 

Room, except perhaps for an occasional restroom 
break, but only if there is more than 20 minutes 
left to the next post (10 pts) 

B. One day at Keeneland, one day visiting horse 
farms (5 pts) 

C. Feeding retired race horses carrots at The 
Kentucky Horse Park (1 pt) 

D. Putting on a set of goggles and doing the 
backstroke in a giant oak bourbon barrel at the 
aŀƪŜǊΩǎ aŀǊƪ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅ όbƻ ǇƻƛƴǘǎΣ ōǳǘ 
sounds like fun) 

E. Both A and D, but not C (7.5 pts) 
F. ²ƘŀǘΩǎ ǎƻ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŀōƻǳt Lexington? (Automatic 

disqualification from bettor or fan status) 
G. The Drive-Thru betting windows are the greatest 

invention since the gift of flight (20 pts) 
 
2. ¸ƻǳ ƻǾŜǊƘŜŀǊ ŀ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ άIƻǊǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
¸ŜŀǊέ ŀƴŘ ȅƻǳǊ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƛƴǎǘƛƴŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƻ yourself 
which of the following? 
A. Who cares? (10 pts) 
B. I will defend Zenyatta to the death (1 pt) 
C. I will defend Zenyatta to the death and then haunt 

you after my passing with impunity (0.5 pts) 
 

 
Zenyatta ς .ǊŜŜŘŜǊǎΩ /ǳǇ ǇƘƻǘƻ 

 
D. ¸ŜŀƘΣ ȅŜŀƘΣ ȅŜŀƘΧΦ!ƴȅǿŀȅΣ ǿƘƻ ǿƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊǘƘ ŀǘ 

Portland Meadows? (15 pts) 
E. Seems like a popularity contest for really wealthy 

grown-ups (no pts up for grabs, just an 
observation)  

3. ¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ά5ƛƳŜ {ǳǇŜέ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǿƘŀǘΚ 
A. A four horse vertical wager made in 1/10 fractional 

increments (10 pts) 
B. An option that comes with the lunch special at 
²ƻƴƎ CƻƻΩǎ όл Ǉǘǎύ 

 
4. ²ƘƛƭŜ ŀǘǘŜƴŘƛƴƎ ŀ .ǊŜŜŘŜǊǎΩ /ǳǇ ƻǊ ¢ǊƛǇƭŜ /Ǌƻǿƴ ǊŀŎŜ 

card, you must see and/or do the following: 
A. Visit the horses in the paddock before every race 

(2.5 pts) 
B. Concern yourself with sartorial choices (0 pts) 
C. Drink beer (5 pts) 
D. Have a mixed drink with any form of fruit or mint 

(1.5 pts) 
E. hƴƭȅ ŘǊƛƴƪ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǎƛƴŎŜ ȅƻǳΣ άŎŀƴΩǘ ŦƻŎǳǎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊƭȅ 

on ȅƻǳǊ ƘŀƴŘƛŎŀǇǇƛƴƎ ǿƘƛƭŜ ōǳȊȊŜŘέ όмл Ǉǘǎύ 
F. Remember to print out Track Bias and Trip Notes 

prior to leaving the hotel (15.5 pts) 
G. Check the website of the hotel you plan to stay in 

for the event ahead of time to confirm proper 
Business Center accommodations to make sure 
you can print out Track Bias and Trip Notes (16.5 
pts) 

 
5. [ŜǘΩǎ ǎŀȅ άƘȅǇƻǘƘŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅέ ȅƻǳ ǿŜƴǘ ǘƻ CǊŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ Ǿƛǎƛǘ 

your then girlfriend who would eventually become 
your wife as she finished her last week of a semester 
abroad at a large university. [ŜǘΩǎ ŀƭǎƻ άƘȅǇƻǘƘŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅέ 
say that while she was in class, despite the French 
language proficiency of a preschooler, you purchased 
the French version of the Form, visited Vincennes 
Harness track, spoke broken French lacking any form of 
lucidity to a morǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǘŜƭƭŜǊ ǿƘƻ ŎƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ǎǘƻǇ ƭŀǳƎƘƛƴƎ 
at a silly American, won four of six races with enough 
ROI to upsize from a croissant to a chocolate croissant 
(oui, oui) and was back in time for dinner. (100,000pts - 
especially if you passed on visiting the Louvre or Musee 
ŘΩ hǊǎŀȅύ 

 
6. William Hill and Ladbrokes are: 

A. Characters on Downton Abbey (0 pts) 
B. British based wagering services (7.5 pts) 

 
7. My favorite horse of all-time is: 

A. The one in which I cashed the biggest ticket (10 
pts) 

B. Silver Charm, because he always gave his best (2.5 
pts) 

C. The one with the same name as my pet turtle 
when I was a kid (0 pts) 

(continued on next page) 
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8. Aside from horse racing, my other hobbies and 

interests include: 
A. Watching and/or wagering on football, basketball, 

and hockey (7.5 pts) 
B. Luge (0 pts) 
C. Challenging my friends to various bets such as 

which raindrop will get to the bottom of the 
windowsill first (100 pts) 

D. Watching the Oscars (0.5 pts) 
E. Watching the VMAs (-500 pts) 

 
9. You are most likely to be able to name: 

A. All of the winners of the NHC (25 pts) 
B. The Kentucky Derby winners of the past 20 years 

(5 pts) 
C. The Louisiana Derby winners of the past 20 years 

(500 pts) 
 
10. A Triactor is: 

A. The Canadian term for Trifecta (10 pts) 
B. A triple threat that can sing, dance, and act (0.5 

pts) 
C. Unplayable in the state of Pennsylvania with a 30% 

takeout (25 pts) 
 
   If you scored less than 50 points, you are more of a fan 
than a bettor.  50 or more points and you are more of a 
bettor than fan. If you scored 500 or more points, e-mail 
me your contact information and you can join my support 
group. 
   In all seriousness, this is a great game no matter your 
specific fan to bettor ratio. All of us are passionate about 
the game regardless of our specific lens, slant, or specific 
ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ƛǘΦ .ǊŜŜŘŜǊǎΩ /ǳǇ ǿŜŜkend was a nice 
reminder of what many of us love about the sport without 
care if your handle is five figures or two figures, you own a 
Classic starter or just a can of Classic Coke, or if you just 
love to be with friends and family watching thoroughbreds 
do what they do best.  
   For just a few days, hopefully we forgot about realities 
such as signal fees, ADW fights, medication issues, takeout 
concerns, and wagering integrity, and could take pride in all 
that is good about the game. 
 
Good luck and good racing.       
Jerod Dinkin - @J_Dinks 
 

 
 

 

 

https://twitter.com/J_Dinks
https://www.derbywars.com/p/1.html?lead_source=HANA_Dec
http://www.bonus4wager.com/
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By Lenny Moon 
 
   There are countless variables involved in determining the 
outcome of a horse race but one can singlehandedly dwarf 
ŀƭƭ ƻǘƘŜǊǎΥ ǘǊŀŎƪ ōƛŀǎΦ  .ǊŜŜŘŜǊǎΩ /ǳǇ CǊƛŘŀȅ ŘƛǎǇŜƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ 
myth that track biases ŘƻƴΩǘ ŜȄƛǎǘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ {ŀƴǘŀ !ƴƛǘŀ Ƴŀƛƴ 
track carried several horses to the wire first that on an 
ǳƴōƛŀǎŜŘ ǘǊŀŎƪ ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŦƛƴƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇ ƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
field. 
 

 
photo by Penelope P. Miller, !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ .Ŝǎǘ wŀŎƛƴƎ 

 
   Longshots that took advantage of the speed friendly main 
ǘǊŀŎƪ ƭƛǘǘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ tƛŎƪ р ŎŀǳǎƛƴƎ ƛǘ ǘƻ ŎŀǊǊȅƻǾŜǊ ǘƻ .ǊŜŜŘŜǊǎΩ 
Cup Saturday.  Goldencents ran away with the Dirt Mile, 
and even though he was a legitimate contender, the track 
definitely carried him home after a sensational early pace.  
A few races later in the Distaff the ultra-consistent Princess 
of Sylmar spun her wheels and never made up an inch on 
the leaders while Beholder tracked the pace and rode the 
bias to a likely year-end title in the three-year-old filly 
division. 
   ¢ƘŜ ŦƛǾŜ .ǊŜŜŘŜǊǎΩ /ǳǇ ǊŀŎŜǎ Ǌǳƴ ƻƴ CǊƛŘŀȅ ǿŜǊŜ 
overshadowed in both print and social media by talk about 
the main track speed bias.  The main track received ample 
water overnight as the track maintenance crew tried to 
neutralize the speed bias, which they accomplished.  The 
following day the focus shifted away from talks of a track 
bias and onto the results of the championship races, as it 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘΩǾŜΦ 
   Track biases like the one at Santa Anita, which was in 
place for much of the meet, are obvious and the 
opportunity to take advantage of them is limited.  Short 
term and more subtle track biases however give astute 
horseplayers a major advantage and it takes only a few 
minutes a day to find them. 
 

Building a Track Profile 
   Building track profiles is not a new strategy and chances 
are most horseplayers have read about the strategy and/or 
have used it at some point.  To build a track profile a 
horseplayer need only consult the results charts published 
by Equibase, gather a few key pieces of information and 
enter the information in a spreadsheet.  The basic 
information that needs to be collected is: 

¶ Track 

¶ Date 

¶ Race number 

¶ Surface 

¶ Distance 

¶ ²ƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ position at the first call 

¶ ²ƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ beaten lengths at the first call 
 
   That information will provide a basic track profile for each 
distance/surface combination.   Adding a little more data 
however will provide an advanced track profile.  The extra 
information that needs to be collected is: 

¶ Track condition 

¶ Rail position (for turf races) 

¶ Number of runners 

¶ ²ƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ post position 

¶ ²ƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ Ǉosition at the second call 

¶ ²ƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ beaten lengths at the second call 

¶ ²ƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ odds 
 
   While the basic track profile will be useful, the advanced 
track profile will allow for additional analysis of how the 
track is really playing.  For example the track profile may 
change when it rains, inside or outside posts may be 
favorable at certain distances, or the beaten lengths at the 
second call may be crucial in separating contenders from 
non-contenders. 
   Building an advanced profile starts with adding the bullet 
points above as headers in a spreadsheet in the following 
order: Track, date, race number, surface, distance, track 
condition, rail position, number of runners, wƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ post 
position, wƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ position at the first call, wƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ beaten 
lengths at the first call, wƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ position at the second call, 
wƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ beaten lengths at the second call, wƛƴƴŜǊΩǎ odds 
and running style. 
   The first call is after a quarter of a mile in sprints and half 
a mile in routes.  The second call is after half a mile in 
sprints and three-quarters of a mile in routes.   The running 
ǎǘȅƭŜ ŀǎǎƛƎƴƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜΦ  tŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ L ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ά9t{έ 
ǊǳƴƴƛƴƎ ǎǘȅƭŜǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ά9έ ƛǎ ŦƻǊ ƘƻǊǎŜǎ ǘhat were on the lead 
or within three-quarters of a length of the lead at the first 
cŀƭƭΣ άtέ ƛǎ ŦƻǊ ƘƻǊǎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ one to three lengths behind 
the leader at the first cŀƭƭ ŀƴŘ ά{έ ƛǎ ŦƻǊ ƘƻǊǎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ 
three and a quarter lengths or more behind the leader at 
the first call. 

(continued on next page) 
 

https://twitter.com/HeadRacingTwit
http://www.followhorseracing.com/
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Analyzing the Track Profile 
   When preparing for an upcoming meet it is extremely 
useful to compile the data above to get an idea of how the 
track plays on a normal day.  I did this for the current 
IƻƭƭȅǿƻƻŘ tŀǊƪ ƳŜŜǘ ōȅ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŀǘ ƭŀǎǘ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ Ŧŀƭƭ ƳŜŜǘ 
ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎΦ  L ŦƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǘǊŀŎƪ ŦŀǾƻǊŜŘ ά9έ ŀƴŘ άtέ 
style runners in sprints up to six and one-half furlongs but 
was fair to all running styles in sprints at seven and seven 
and one-half furlongs.  Main track routes at a mile and a 
sixteenth ŦŀǾƻǊŜŘ ά9έ ŀƴŘ άtέ ǎǘȅƭŜ ǊǳƴƴŜǊǎΦ  ¢ǳǊŦ ǎǇǊƛƴǘǎ 
were fair to all running styles while turf routes gave a slight 
ŜŘƎŜ ǘƻ ά{έ ǎǘȅƭŜ ǊǳƴƴŜǊǎΦ 
   The first few days of the current meet followed the trends 
above but that quickly changed.  The main track was no 
ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ŦŀǾƻǊŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ά9έ ǎǘȅƭŜ ǊǳƴƴŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǎƘƻǊǘŜǊ ǎǇǊƛƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 
ǊƻǳǘŜǎΦ  LƴǎǘŜŀŘ άtέ style runners gained an edge at six and 
six and a half ŦǳǊƭƻƴƎǎ ŀƴŘ άtέ ŀƴŘ ά{έ ǎǘȅƭŜ ǊǳƴƴŜǊǎ ƎŀƛƴŜŘ 
an edge at a mile and a sixteenth.  At the same time sprints 
at seven and seven and one-half furlongs were favorable to 
ά9έ ǎǘȅƭŜ ǊǳƴƴŜǊǎΦ  .ƻǘƘ ǘǳǊŦ ǎǇǊƛƴts and routes maintained 
the profiles from the previous meet. 
   Maintaining a track profile for specific meets provides 
insights into how the track is playing from day to day and 
week to week.  Tracks are constantly changing because of 
track maintenance and weather in addition to the usage 
they get during the morning hours for workouts and the 
afternoon and/or night hours for races.  Picking up on a 
shift in preferred running styles or post positions before the 
general public can lead to finding winners at overlaid prices 
and vulnerable favorites at underlaid prices. 
   Track profiles are equally valuable for spot plays or 
handicapping contest play.  If an unfamiliar track is hosting 
an attractive card or is included in a contest lineup, building 
a track profile for the previous week of races can reveal 
which running styles, if any, are preferred on each surface 
and at each distance. 
   Track profiles can provide the edge in a game where the 
slightest edge can be the difference between a profitable 
and unprofitable day or meet or the difference between 
cashing in and finishing out of the money in a handicapping 
contest.  They only take a few minutes to construct and the 
reward for the little bit of extra work far outweighs the 
time it takes to put them together. 
   For anyone that is interested I am currently maintaining a 
track profile for Hollywood Park, which you can download 
for free at the following link: 
http://www.equinometry.com/free-stuff/ and it will be 
updated after each race day for the rest of the meet. 
 
Lenny Moon is the founder of Equinometry.com where he 
shares his thoughts on handicapping and betting horses 
and handicapping contests.  You can also occasionally find 
him in the grandstand of Laurel Park and more often in a 
handicapping contest on Derby Wars. 
 

 
 
   Last month a reader of the Horseplayer Monthly asked 
this question, "I would love for someone to explain the track 
bias and how to identify it.  How could there be an inside 
bias and the 7 & 8 horses are winning?" 
   
 We asked several horseplayers to share their thoughts on 
this question, and their answers are as follows. 
 
Ed DeRosa - I think many handicappers put too much 
emphasis on track bias. It's too often seen as an oracle to 
explain why a certain result happened rather than just as 
another piece of the puzzle. 
   Is it a speed bias when a horse goes gate-to-wire after 
setting a pace with fractions below par? I don't think so, 
but let's take an extreme example. Let's say there's a 
Sprinter showcase day at a track featuring six graded stakes 
races all going six furlongs. In every race the horse with the 
lead coasts through an opening quarter in :25 and a half in 
:49. Is it a speed bias, then, when these horses are all able 
to win after such soft fractions? Of course not, but if you 
showed those charts to a group of handicappers, I 
guarantee most would conclude that the track "favors front 
runners." 
   That's not to say biases don't exist, but most people use 
that word as a catch all to explain away anomalies when 
really it's just physics at play. To take another extreme 
example, think of a half-mile harness track. Is there an 
inside bias because posts 7 & 8 or so bad? No. It's just 
common sense that starting that far out at full speed with 
the first turn rapidly approaching isn't ideal. 
   Without question certain tracks favor certain dynamics, 
both in terms of pace and position on the racetrack, but 
strange weather aside, those dynamics are more typically 
long-term than a short-term bias. 
 
Melissa Nolan - Track bias occurs when either certain areas 
of a track are winning more than expected, or certain 
running styles are winning more than their fair share of 
races.   
   For instance, perhaps the most well know track bias 
occurred at Keeneland on the main before the Polytrack 
was installed in fall 2006.  Deemed the "Golden Rail," it was 
well known that speed horses who got to the rail had a 
tendency to keep going when their past performances 
indicated otherwise.  Essentially horses could "ride the 
ōƛŀǎϦ ǘƻ ǾƛŎǘƻǊȅΦ   ! ŦŀƳƻǳǎ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άDƻƭŘŜƴ wŀƛƭέ 
was Sinister Minister, who wired the field at 8-1 for Bob 
Baffert and Garrett Gomez in the 2006 Bluegrass Stakes.   
   Another example was the track at Santa Anita on the first 
day of the 2013 Breeders' Cup where it was also well-
perceived as speed biased though surface maintenance 

(continued on next page) 

http://www.equinometry.com/free-stuff/
http://www.equinometry.com/about/
http://www.derbywars.com/
https://twitter.com/EJXD2
https://twitter.com/KeeneGal
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bqQ060JO91M
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 that evening resulted in a much fairer surface on Breeders' 
Cup Saturday. 
   As opposed to the old Keeneland surface where it was 
advantageous to not only be on the lead but on the rail, the 
main track at Parx Racing is notorious for having a deep and 
slow "dead rail."  At that track, it doesn't so much matter if 
you horses are speeds or closers as long as your jockey 
knows to get a few paths off the rail towards the middle of 
the track.  I've heard Jerry Brown of ThoroGraph mention 
that he gives more "dead rail" denotations at Parx than any 
other track in the United States. 
   Being able to identify a bias and which horses were 
helped or hindered by a track bias/profile can be very 
profitable if you can identify what's occurring before other 
handicappers.  If horses are running on when you think 
they should be stopping, or stopping when on the rail at 
comfortable fractions, you may be encountering a bias.  
   Pay attention and you may be laughing all the way to the 
IRS windows when others are still wondering why no 
horses can close. 
 
Jeff Platt ς HANA President - As a horseplayer, once you 
recognize a path bias, part of your job is predicting which of 
the horses are likely to take advantage of it.  
   Take the case of a bias where the footing along the rail (or 
inside) is better than the footing on the outside. Such a bias 
does not necessarily mean that horses with inside posts will 
get the best of it. Quite often races unfold in such a way 
that the horse with the best early speed, even if that horse 
drew an outside post, gets over to the rail - and on days 
when the inside is best - that's the horse most likely to take 
advantage of an inside path bias.  
 
The Cangamble Blog - The naysayers have gone extinct or 
changed their tune, track bias exists.   There are two types 
of track bias that could affect the results on a given day, 
inside/outside and running style (speed/closer).  
   Sometimes the rail is better than average, sometimes the 
outside has an advantage.   Sometimes speed horses have 
an advantage, and of course there are days when closers do 
exceptionally well.  And many times, there will be two 
biases that seem to be prevalent, for example, speed-rail, 
or outside-closer.   
   The problem with bias is that it can be very subjective and 
sometimes a correct assessment is hard to figure out.  
Having an objective number for track bias can be very 
useful in explaining past races, but also, if calculated after 
three or four races on a live card, can be very advantageous 
to the horseplayer. 
   In the handicapping book, Power of Early Speed, Steve 
Klein came up with a simple way to objectively come up 
with a running style bias.  Here is a variation on it, as well as 
a way to tackle the rail/outside bias as well, and shouldn't 
take more than a couple of minutes to calculate the bias for 
a card. 

   A couple of things, turf and dirt are separate when doing 
bias numbers, and sometimes due to wind or weather, a 
bias can change halfway through a card, but this will 
become apparent when looking at your work, and the 
result will be two sets of bias numbers for that specific day. 
 

 
 
   For the running style bias, add one point if the winner was 
positioned within the top half of the field, first call (that 
shows lengths beaten).  In a field with an odd number of 
horses, a horse positioned in the exact middle is considered 
to be in the top half.  Add one point if the horse who 
finished second was positioned in the top half of the field 
first call.  Add another point if the winner was on the lead 
first call.  And finally, if the race favorite started in the back 
half of the field and didn't finish in the top three, add 
another point.  Repeat this for every race on the same 
surface for the card.  Divide the total number by the 
amount of races used.  If you are OK looking at a number 
that has decimals, round off to two decimals, if you don't 
like decimals, multiply by 100.   
   Some tracks have a general speed bias and some do not, 
by comparing the number daily with numbers from the 
same track, you'll have a good idea very quickly how much 
of a bias existed. 
   When it comes to inside/outside bias, the best way to go 
is make notes, or watch replays, but if you want a decent 
general way to figure it out within a minute or two, using 
the following works well: 
   You may want to differentiate between one and two turn 
races, and perhaps only rate one turn races.  Add one point 
if the winner had a post on the inside (again, if it is a nine 
horse field, for example, the 1-5 posts are considered 
inside).  Add one point if the second horse had an inside 
post.  If the favorite didn't finish in the top three, look at 
the comments, if they give you the impression the horse 
was three-wide or greater, add another point.  Finally, look 
at the comments for the winner.  If the impression from the 
comments and the horse's post are that the horse was 
three-wide or more, subtract a point.  Once more, take the 
total number from all the races calculated for that day, and 
divide by the number of races used.   
   Finally, for calculating live biases, you'll need to take 
notes if you are at the track and/or try to watch the replay 
as well.  This is a much easier task if betting from home, but 
if you have internet access at the track, you can also use 
what is available at Equibase, for example, as the charts 
come out pretty quickly these days. 

http://cangamble.blogspot.ca/
http://bet.horseplayersbet.com/
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By Melissa Nolan 
 
   With the preponderance of handicapping tools and data 
now available to horseplayers it can be difficult keeping up 
with every new product, much less understand how to use 
them all.  Having utilized a panoply of speed ratings, pace 
figures, database software, and clocker reports in my 
handicapping over the years, one tool remains an 
omnipresent weapon in my arsenal of information--
performance figures.   
   Commonly referred to as "The Sheets," performance 
figures were developed by Len Ragozin in the 1960s, using 
a methodology which sought to normalize the efforts of 
thoroughbreds so their races could be directly compared 
without having to account separately for pace, final time, 
distance, track surface, weather, weight, and other 
variables.  Over time, his racing data accumulated, allowing 
his figures to evolve and become more refined.  By the 
early 1970s, the power of the Ragozin numbers to identify 
undervalued or overvalued runners more than proved out 
at the betting windows for those few early friends and 
clients lucky enough to test their accuracy.  To this day, his 
performance figures are considered by many bettors and 
horsemen alike as the most robust and accurate 
measurement of the ability of a racehorse. 
   Unlike basic speed and pace figures, "The Sheets" are 
recorded on graphically with the axis beginning on the left 
of the column (on Ragozin's scale, the lower the figure, the 
better the effort) and moving right if race efforts decline. 
 With each subsequent race, the number a horse runs is 
added to his "Sheet" creating fluctuations that start to 
resemble a bar graph.   
   Because performance figures are inclusive and absolute, 
rather than strictly speed or pace derived, a horse can be 
compared not only to its competition but also to itself.  As 
such, when Ragozin noticed similar fluctuation "patterns" 
of racing performance start to emerge across runners of 
varying ability and quality, eventually he gained the insight 
that his "sheets" ultimately represented the heretofore 
undocumented athletic condition of racehorses.  These 
"form cycles" show stages of fitness in a racehorse and are 
the basis of Ragozin's revolutionary "Bounce Theory." 
Horses will cycle in and out of form according to their 
condition.  Like humans athletes, horses in training will 
improve in fitness until they reach a peak ("top") after 
which the body needs time to recover and will regress 
("bounce") until enough time has passed that it can start 

gaining in condition again.  It's analogous to a fitness 
plateau in humans. 
   Older horses sometimes are unable to regain a prior level 
of fitness due to the fact that thoroughbreds reach top 
condition about the tail end of their four-year-old year.  
One horse who fits this pattern is Cross Traffic, who got 
very good in the spring and summer of 2013 but could not 
find his form again after tough efforts at Belmont and 
Saratoga and was eventually retired.  The last three races 
for Goldencents also show on The Sheets that he ran a new 
top in the Santa Anita Sprint Championship, actually 
bounced in the Breeders' Cup Dirt Mile, and ran completely 
off form following a ship back east for the Cigar Mile at 
Aqueduct.  Another extreme version of the bounce is Big 
Brown, whose effort in the Belmont Stakes was horrendous 
after going undefeated through the Kentucky Derby and 
Preakness Stakes.   
   One more condition move handicappers can watch for is 
the "every-other" race pattern where a horse's races 
condition consistently shows good efforts followed by a 
regression.  Justin Phillip is a textbook example of horse 
that ran following this type of pattern. 
   The condition moves and form cycle theories Ragozin 
formulated have revolutionized not only handicapping but 
thoroughbred training methods and claiming as well.  
Finding value through hidden form and avoiding racing 
horses too often so as to avoid bouncing are now 
commonplace in modern racing.  I was first exposed to 
using The Sheets when I worked for Padua Stable as a tool 
to keep tabs on the efforts of our racehorses, but soon 
began to view them as an invaluable tool in handicapping 
and now rely on with regularity in my handicapping.   
   If you're interested in learning more about The Sheet 
methodology and application, I suggest tracking down Len 
Ragozin's book The Odds Must be Crazy or άōƻǳƴŎƛƴƎέ over 
to his website at www.TheSheets.com.  Happy 'capping and 
best of luck! 
 

 

https://twitter.com/KeeneGal
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B42NvvlypD--SUhIN19nVDJzZ0hHd1gtWnVKRWFhNjA0ZUFj/edit?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B42NvvlypD--NlJzNmhvazdXMTZ2bEVaZ2lCTEpMT1NiSU1R/edit?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B42NvvlypD--WDVxTnRRTjY4bmV4VDdCQl9fY0VabFhPTVM0/edit?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B42NvvlypD--WDVxTnRRTjY4bmV4VDdCQl9fY0VabFhPTVM0/edit?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B42NvvlypD--by1sODhyd2pQTkZmUk9lTkI5QURPWUk0eWI0/edit?usp=sharing
http://www.thesheets.com/
http://betmix.com/free-race-of-the-day/
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By Ed DeRosa 
 
As director of marketing of Brisnet.com, one of the parts of 
my job I enjoy most is getting Ultimate Past Performances 
ƛƴ ƳƻǊŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ƘŀƴŘǎΦ 
   Partnerships with Hello Race Fans and HorsePlayerNOW 
have helped spread the word (and the data), but with new 
blood comes questions, including the most basic of all: 
άIƻǿ Řƻ L ǊŜŀŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǳŦŦΚΗΗέ 
   The race chart and past performance line are a lot like a 
ōŀǎŜōŀƭƭ ōƻȄ ǎŎƻǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ƛǘΩǎ 
preǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ƳǳŎƘ ƻǾŜǊ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅ 
of competition. But just as Sabermetrics and the Elias 
Sports Bureau changed how we process that information as 
well as the information we want with it, so, too, has racing 
evolved with the advent of proprietary data ranging from 
άǎƛƳǇƭŜέ ǎǇŜŜŘ ǊŀǘƛƴƎǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ƛƴŘƛŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘ 
performance. 
   The information available is not the only thing to expand, 
however, as access to that information is easier than ever 
as well. The aforementioned Ultimate PPs includes dozens 
of data points that even a generation ago would have 
required several sources and hours of research to track 
ŘƻǿƴΦ ²ƘŜƴ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀǎƪΣ άIƻǿ Řƻ L ǊŜŀŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǳŦŦέ ǘƘŜȅ 
ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ƳŜŀƴΣ άIƻǿ Řƻ L ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ǿƘŀǘΩǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘΚέ 
   Like so many questƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǊŀŎƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊ ƛǎΣ άLǘ 
ŘŜǇŜƴŘǎΦέ !ƴŘ ŦƻǊ ƳŜ ǿƘŜƴ ƘŀƴŘƛŎŀǇǇƛƴƎ ǿƘŀǘ άƛǘέ Ƴƻǎǘ 
ƻŦǘŜƴ άŘŜǇŜƴŘǎέ ƻƴ ƛǎ twL/9Σ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǿƘȅ Ƴȅ ŦŀǾƻǊƛǘŜ ƭƛƴŜ 
ƛƴ [Ŝƴ wŀƎƻȊƛƴΩǎ ōƻƻƪ The Odds Must Be Crazy ƛǎ άŀǘ ол-to-1 
L ƭƻǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƴŜ ώǘƘŜ ƘƻǊǎŜΩǎ ŦƻǊƳ ƻǊ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴϐΤ at 3-to-1 I 
ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ƘŀǘŜŘ ƛǘΦέ 
   I was reminded of this again (and in a good way) on July 7, 
нлмоΣ ǿƘŜƴ aƛŘƴƛƎƘǘ !Ǌƛŀ ǿƻƴ ǘƘŜ vǳŜŜƴΩǎ tƭŀǘŜ {ǘŀƪŜǎ ŀǘ 
Woodbine gate to wire at 16.6-to-1. There was enough not 
to like about Midnight Aria (distance questions and speed 
ǊŀǘƛƴƎǎ ǘƻǇǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǎǘύ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻ ǿŀȅ LΩŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŀŎƪŜŘ 
this horse as one of the favorites, but the one thing to like 
(lone speed) made him extremely attractive at the price. 
 

 
 
 

bƻǿ ŀŘƳƛǘǘŜŘƭȅ ȅƻǳ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƴŜŜŘ .ǊƛǎƴŜǘΦŎƻƳ ¦ƭǘƛƳŀǘŜ ttǎ  
to ŦƛƎǳǊŜ ƻǳǘ ƛŦ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ŀ ƭƻƴŜ ǎǇŜŜŘ ǘȅǇŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŀŎŜΦ ! 
bunch of 1s on the left-hand side of the running lines on 
one horse but not on any others is the best indication, but 
ǘƘŀǘ ǎǘƛƭƭ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǘŜƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ǎǘƻǊȅΦ 
 

 
 
   ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜǊ ttǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ 
.ǊƛǎƴŜǘΦŎƻƳΩǎ ¦ƭǘƛƳŀǘŜ ttǎ Ŏŀƴ ŎƻƳŜ ƛƴǘƻ ǇƭŀȅΦ bƻt only 
was Midnight Aria an easy-to-identify frontrunner but also 
Ƙƛǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ά9уέ ƘŜƛƎƘǘŜƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƎŀǘŜ-to-wire threat. 
LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǳƴŎƻƳƳƻƴ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ ŀ ǊŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴƭȅ ƻƴŜ ά9έ ƻǊ ƻƴŜ 
άуέ ǘȅǇŜΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǊŀǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ά9έ ƛǎ ŀƴ у ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ 
closest pursuer an E/P 5. 
   Again, at 3-to-1 I hate the line, but at 16.6-to-1 I was 
willing to take a chance. 
   Sometimes handicapping a race requires putting all the 
pieces together like a puzzle to see the big picture, but 
ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƛƳŜǎ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀƴ ƛƳōŀƭŀƴce between the 
potential success of a piece of data and the price a horse is 
offering that that is all you need to know. 
 

 
 

https://twitter.com/EJXD2
http://brisnet.com/
http://www.brisnet.com/cgi-bin/bris_daily.cgi#PASTPERF
http://www.helloracefans.com/
http://www.horseplayernow.com/
http://3.bp.blogspot.com/-HmpPtJZiZms/Ud3PlZ9noxI/AAAAAAAAB6I/L5xgEqPwvko/s1600/QP2013PPs_1.jpg
http://2.bp.blogspot.com/-yEIp966hdqQ/Ud3P2ILK5zI/AAAAAAAAB6Q/mqEJcjmJ-ys/s1600/QP2013PPs_2.jpg
http://www.brisnet.com/
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   Garnet Barnsdale is a co-host of the radio 
show North American Harness Update on SRN One, writes 
the Drive On blog for Horse Racing Nation.com and is a 
regular contributing writer for Down The Stretch 
Newspaper. He can be followed on Twitter as @gocashking. 
 
   A while back my radio show (North American Harness 
Update on SRN One on 148.ca) co-host Ray Cotolo and I 
were engaged in one of our Ƴŀƴȅ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎΧL 
ƳŜŀƴΧέŘŜōŀǘŜǎΦέ While our generation gap fosters a new 
blood/old guard dynamic that works quite well on our 
show, behind the scenes it can turn into a 14-year-old 
άƪnow It aƭƭέ ŎƘƛǊǇƛƴƎ ōŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊǘƘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ 49-year-old 
άǎŜŜƴ Lǘ ŀƭƭΦέ  
   In this specific case, I am pretty sure I was taking a stand 
that Your So Vain was going to win because he had a 
decided advantage in late speed ς trotting his last quarters 
in his recent races a full second faster than any of his rivals. 
wŀȅ ǊŜǘƻǊǘŜŘ άŦŀǎǘ ƭŀǎǘ ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƳŜŀƴ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎΣέ 
which, I think in some cases is true but as a blanket 
statement I disputed.  
   While Your So Vain vindicated my opinion that week and 
went onto trot impressive miles in the Canadian Trotting 
Classic elim (won) and Final (second to Hambletonian 
winner Royalty For Life) by virtue of powerful late moves, I 
still felt compelled to find more conclusive proof that fast 
last quarters do indeed άƳŜŀƴ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎΦέ 
   From a race-to-race handicapping perspective, last 
quarters is and always has been (even before they were 
published in the PPs) one of the factors that I consider 
ǿƘŜƴ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǘŜƴŘŜǊǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛŘƛƴƎ 
factor, but, if I like a horse, especially on a seven-eighths or 
mile track, I usually demand that its most recent last 
quarters are at least among the fastest. I believe being able 
to finish strongly is an important consideration, especially 
on the bigger tracks with the longest stretches. If a horse 
holds a decided advantage, such as Your So Vain did in the 
subject race above, it is usually a no-brainer automatic 
wager for me, providing the price is acceptable related to 
post position, class and driver. In other words, if a horse 
has the fastest last quarters but is stepping up in a class it 
ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ǿon at before leaving from the ten hole with Joe 
Unknown at the lines, the horse is still a toss.  
   One of the other applications of this angle for me is it can 

identify a horse on the upswing. For example, a horse 
suddenly fires a last quarter noticeably faster than in any 
other race, it is quite likely coming up to a top effort, 
maybe a performance that eclipses its previous best miles. 
Quite often horses showing this pattern will pop at a big 
price, but with that win on their line get bet much more the 
following start, ƛǘΩǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŎƭƛƳō ŀōƻŀǊŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƛǊǎǘ 
win! This is sometimes easier said than done, but, blind 
faith in this angle does pay off handsomely at times. 
   As a purely unscientific study, I decided to run a random 
ǘŜǎǘ ƻƴ ƭŀǎǘ {ŀǘǳǊŘŀȅΩǎ ǊŀŎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōƛƎƎŜǊ ǘǊŀŎƪǎ ς The 
Meadowlands, Woodbine, Balmoral and Cal ExpƻΦ ά²hy is 
Barnsdale leaving out the five-eighths and half-mile 
ǘǊŀŎƪǎΚέ ȅƻǳ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿƻƴŘŜǊƛƴƎ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻƛƴǘΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ ƭŀǘŜ 
speed is a factor at the smaller tracks, many races are won 
by strong moves at the start or middle portions of races at 
the smaller ovals where a driver moves to command and 
seizes control of the race, sometimes ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άōǊǳǎƘ 
ŀƴŘ ŎǊǳǎƘΦέ Invariably, horses will build up insurmountable 
lead and coast home making the late fractions moot. 
   L ƪŜǇǘ ǘƘƛǎ άǎǘǳŘȅέ ǾŜǊȅ ǎƛƳǇƭŜ, conducted more as a 
curiosity than anything else. I would never blindly bet 
horses based on how this study was conducted, but I 
ǿŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ ƻǳǘ Ƙƻǿ άƭŀǎǘ ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎέ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŦƛƎǳǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ 
rawest form, with no other handicapping or analysis 
applied. So heǊŜΩǎ ǿƘŀǘ L ŘƛŘΥ CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŦƻǳǊ ǘǊŀŎƪǎ L 
identified in every race which horse paced or trotted the 
fastest last quarter in A) its most recent start and B) 
averaged from its three most recent starts but only on fast 
tracks and in pari-mutuel races. Qualifiers were excluded 
due to the nature they are often raced. In many cases, the 
fields crawl around the track and then blast home in the 
last quarter (the only part of the race they are asked for 
any real speed). I felt those races are not true indicators 
but rather outliers and may skew the results. There was no 
consideration given to class, post position, driver, trainer, 
recency, form or any other pertinent handicapping factor.  
   The results of the 63 races that were contested were 
interesting in a few reǎǇŜŎǘǎΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ 
surprising to me at all that the fewest number of winners 
and worst ROI came at historically speed-favoring 
Woodbine, it was a bit surprising to see positive ROIs in 
both categories at the New Meadowlands, which had also 
been favoring front-end speed early in the meet. Balmoral 
and Cal Expo also had mixed results.  
   Here are the raw numbers (ROI based on $2 wagers on 
one subject horse/race) 
 

 
(continued on next page) 

http://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/manage/optin/ea?v=001G9ha2onFF_onHEAWs0BPI1-uiAWlgaP-6XGVjf_DXKEknOFY77c12S2Atarn0LoakNkFlnPaJ_BY982ktSSBooHZlKL7-MLc
http://www.hambletonian.org/
https://twitter.com/gocashking
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 Interestingly there ǿŜǊŜ нп άŘǳŀƭ ǉǳŀƭƛŦƛŜǊǎ,έ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ нп 
horses that led both categories. Of those, nine won, 
including $25.40 winner Fat Mans Alley that topped a $464 
exacta at The Meadowlands with the horse with the second 
fastest last quarter finishing second!   The overall ROI on 
ǘƘŜ ά5ǳŀƭ vǳŀƭƛŦƛŜǊǎέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǿŀƎŜǊƛƴƎ Ϸн ƻƴ ŜŀŎƘ ǿŀǎ 
decent at $2.43 (or 21.5% profit) 
   What did I Iearn from this rather laborious study you 
might ask? Firstly, after all these years following, writing 
about, watching and wagering on harness races I still find 
the odd number-crunching exercise fun. Secondly, I think I 
found out what I already knew ς that late speed and fast 
ƭŀǎǘ ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎ Řƻ άƳŜŀƴ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎΣέ but that component is 
just one of many factors that must be considered and 
analyzed as a small component of a bigger puzzle when 
handicapping a race.  
   Obviously anyone intent on showing long-term profits 
ǿŀƎŜǊƛƴƎ ƻƴ ƘŀǊƴŜǎǎ ǊŀŎŜǎ ƛǎƴΩǘ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōƭƛƴŘƭȅ ōŜǘ ǊŀŎŜǎ 
ǳǎƛƴƎ ƻƴƭȅ ƻƴŜ ǇƛŜŎŜ ƻŦ Řŀǘŀ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǿƘŀǘ LΩƳ 
suggesting here. However, it may be wise to keep an eye 
ƻǳǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƻǎŜ άŘǳŀƭ ǉǳŀƭƛŦƛŜǊǎ,έ ŜǾŜƴ ƛŦ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜƴΩǘ ōŜŜƴ 
winning recently. If a horse enters a race in which he is 
decidedly the fastest finisher, chances are all he needs is 
ǎƻƳŜ άǊŀŎƛƴƎ ƭǳŎƪέ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻney. In the coming 
weeks I will be watching that angle a lot closer. 
   Merry Christmas and Happy Holidays and Best of Luck for 
a prosperous 2014! 
 

 
 
   Despite attempts by other contestants to execute  ΨIŀƛƭ 
aŀǊȅΩ ǿŀƎŜrs in an effort to seek the payoff positions, 
wƛŎƘŀǊŘ {Ŏƻǘǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƴƴŜǊ ƻŦ I!b! IŀǊƴŜǎǎΩ нлмо DǊŀƴŘ 
Circuit Handicapping Challenge sponsored by the 
Hambletonian Society, Chicago Harness, 
IHHA,  Meadowlands Racing and Entertainment, Tioga 
Downs, and Vernon Downs.  
   {ŎƻǘǘΩǎ ǾƛŎǘƻǊȅ ǎŜŜƳŜŘ ŀǎǎǳǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŦŀǊ ōŀŎƪ ŀǎ Wǳƭȅ нм 
when he exploded for a profit of $1,023.40 at Tioga Downs 
that weekend which created a lead which would never be 
challenged as no other handicapper was able to get that 
ΨōƛƎ ƘƛǘΩ ǘƻ Ǉǳǘ ǘƘŜm back in the running.  {ŎƻǘǘΩǎ Ŧƛƴŀƭ 
winning margin was $743.67. 
 

 
 

   However, in the last event of the season, Rusty Nash was 
able to use the Cleveland Classic at Northfield Park to earn 
a weekly profit of $51.60, allowing him to sneak into 
second place, pushing Earl Paulson into third.  The only 
other handicapper which showed a profit for the week was 
Scott with a profit of $0.60. 
   The prize fund for the contest reached $3,250.  As a result 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎΣ {ŎƻǘǘΩǎ ƘƻǊǎŜ ǊŜǎŎǳŜΣ Changing Fates 
Equine Rescue will be a recipient of $1,250.  bŀǎƘΩǎ 
rescue, Maine State Society for the Protection of Animals is 
ǎƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜ ϷутрΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ tŀǳƭǎƻƴΩǎ ǘƘƛǊŘ-place finish 
results in a $375 donation to Heading for Home.  In 
addition to these donations, additional donations will be 
ƳŀŘŜ ƛƴ ƘƻƴƻǊ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘǘΩǎ ǾƛŎǘƻǊȅ ōȅ ǘƘŜ Lƭƭƛƴƻƛǎ IŀǊƴŜǎǎ 
Horseman Association and Red Shores Charlottetown to 
local standardbred rescues.  Those organizations which 
handle more than standardbreds have committed to using 
these proceeds solely for the benefit of standardbred 
rescues. 
      For full contest results, click here. 
 

 
 
   In addition to providing handicappers an opportunity to 
show off their handicapping skills and provide race fans 
with some wagering ideas during the year, one of the major 
goals of HANA Harness has been to raise awareness and 
funds for Standardbred rescues.  Thanks to our 
handicappers, who have been willing to handicap lengthy 
contests for nothing more than satisfaction in knowing they 
are helping unwanted horses and our sponsors who have 
allowed HANA Harness to donate in excess of $7,000 over 
the past two years. 
   ²ƘƛƭŜ I!b! IŀǊƴŜǎǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀƴƪŦǳƭ ŦƻǊ ƭŀǎǘ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ ǎǇƻƴǎƻǊǎΣ 
ǿŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘƘŀƴƪ ǘƘƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ ǎǇƻƴǎƻǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
their donations, for without their assistance, we would not 
ōŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŘƻƴŀǘŜ ŦǳƴŘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ worthwhile 
rescues.     
   Thanks to our Gold Sponsors, the Hambletonian Society, 
Chicago Harness (Balmoral and Maywood Parks), Illinois 
Harness Horseman Association, Meadowlands Racing & 
Entertainment, Tioga Downs, and Vernon Downs.  In 
addition to these sponsors, recognition also goes to our 
Silver Sponsor, Red Shores Charlottetown for their 
donation to Canadian Standardbred Rescue. 
   HANA Harness looks forward to hosting another 
handicapping contest in 2014.  We welcome sponsorships 
from racing organizations, tracks operators, horsemen 
associations, suppliers, and owners.  If you wish to be 
considered for possible sponsorship opportunities in 2014, 
you may contact HANA Harness at allan@hanaweb.org to 
be contacted when the time is appropriate. 
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