
From the Picking Contenders and Pacelines thread (10-31-12), here is the graciously 
shared wisdom from, For The Lead (FTL).  There are 72 pages of examples, all of which 
deserve your attention if you wish to progress as better handicappers.  Please note in 
the RDSS screenshots that FTL highlighted certain columns of information to help point 
us in the right direction.

Right up front, FTL’s contender selection guidelines.  Do not be surprised to see them repeated
more than once in his replies.

1 – if you want to take my advice, throw out any horse that has not run in the last 90 days. 
      Those horses win 5% or less of the races.
2 - Then, throw out any horse with a ML of 20/1 or greater. Again, those horses win 5% or 
      less of the races.
3 – read the conditions
4 – select a line for each horse that has a qualifying or “usable” race.

“Usable” defined
The best definition I can offer for a “usable” line is, “any line where the horse shows it had an 
impact on the outcome of the race.”  The most important words here are “had an impact on the 
outcome of the race”.

Any horse that finished 1st, 2nd or 3rd had an impact on the outcome of the race and was 
trying to win the race.

Any horse that is running 1st or 2nd at the first and/or second calls are obviously having an 
impact on the race, even if they fade down the stretch.

Horses that show they make a good middle move, as noted above, are impacting the race at 
the second call, even if they fade down the stretch. Generally, these types of lines will show 
the horse moving into 2nd or 3rd position or even taking the lead at the second call and then 
fading down the stretch.

So you can USE a horse if the:
a – last line is a 1st, 2nd, or 3rd (a “+” race) and is the same distance, surface or

b – last line the horse was 1st or close 2nd at the first and/or second call (a “(+)” race) even 
if it faded in the stretch and is the same distance, surface

c - last line the horse made up lengths between first call and second call to be within 2 
lengths of the leader at the second call (a “(+)” race) even if it faded in the stretch and is the
same distance, surface

You cannot USE a horse if:
In its’ last race, the horse ran a “0” race and the race was the same distance, surface and 
similar class level AND there was no “valid” reason for the bad effort, eliminate the horse 
from further consideration. A “valid” reason would be “trouble or off track”.

If in its’ last race the horse ran the wrong distance, wrong surface, higher class level, had trouble or 
on an OFF track, go back to the next line and follow the same guidelines.
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In my own work I would not use a line that is more than 90 days old “IF” I legitimately got back that
far. 90 days gives the horse many races to look at. That’s one race every 18 days. If the horse isn’t 
sound enough to keep that kind of schedule then there is probably something wrong with the horse.

NEVER USE a sprint line in a route race.

NEVER USE a route line in a sprint race.

NEVER USE a dirt line in a turf race.

NEVER USE a turf line in a dirt race.

Once contenders and lines have been selected, look first at the “original” screen. It is on this screen 
that you can:

see the different running styles;

see the class levels they were able to successfully (in one form or another) race at and 
     compare those class levels to today’s;

see the mixture of running styles in the race, which will give you a better idea of how the 
     race will unfold. 
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FTL Comments on Running Styles

The hardest thing to do in handicapping is understand early horses. Sure, when you see one that 
went wire to wire its' no problem, but when they fade down the stretch it becomes a MAJOR ISSUE. 
People see these horses as fading each and every time they run. Nothing could be further from 
reality.

Closers are easy to see. They start off somewhere behind the leaders and make up ground 
throughout the race coming ever closer to the finish line and a win or close 2nd. It's a very good 
"visual". You can "picture" (that's a key word) the horse coming from off the pace, running down the
early leaders and winning the race. Easy, right?

But early horses that fade down the stretch, ahh, that is a different story. Nobody can "picture" 
(remember that key word?) that early horse getting the lead and drawing away down the stretch. 
It's just too much for them to "visualize" even though it happens many times a day at tracks all over
the country.

So how can you tell which early horse can win and which one can't? Well, your readouts are a good 
place to start, but your readouts are only as good as your contender selection and line selection. 
Consider this. You have a race that is filled with "other than early" horses. In fact, none of them 
have ever been near the lead in a race. So you go about picking lines and etc. When you look at 
your readouts, one of those horses is going to show as the best F1 horse. Does that mean that horse
is an early horse? NO.

Most people look at a race and if they see more than one horse that has ever been on or near the 
lead, even if it was only one time, they visualize a "speed duel". Is that correct? NO.

Then there are the races that have an abundance of early type horses. Does this guarantee a "speed
duel". NO.

In many of these types of races there will be a dominant early horse that will come out and establish
a clear lead, relegating the other early types to "chasers" that ultimately will not challange for the 
win.

Although I do not use them, the Quirin "speed points" in RDSS give you some insight. When entered 
in the same race, an E8 is certainly an early horse, where a P4 is not.

I can't emphasize enough the importance of line selection if you want good readouts that actually tell
you something.

With early horses, it doesn't matter how the horse finished down the stretch. It just doesn't. The 
important thing for early horses is the first fraction, just like it is the third fraction for closers. 
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When I started this thread I did not have access to RDSS, so I used screen shots taken from the 
Follow Ups and the Paceline Manual. The purpose of the thread was to familiarize people with 
contender and paceline selecting as it was at the beginning of the methodology. 

At one of the Beaumont seminars Tom Brohamer handicapped all the races at Santa Anita before 
hand and then went through his handicapping process with the attendees.  Here are two races from 
that seminar with Tom and the Doc’s commentary.
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Allow me to use another 'Hatism":
Horse racing is an easy game. when the gates open one horse gets the lead, if no other horse
can pass it, it wins!

This is the point of this exercise. To look at each horse in the race and determine their running style 
by labeling them with an E, P or S (and EP, SP). By doing this, you will find the mixture of early 
runners, pressers and sustained (closers) runners. When you find just one E runner with the rest of 
the horses being S runners, there is a clear edge to the E runner, as long as it is currently fit, which 
this example shows it was.

One of these S runners may be coming out of the fastest race, but that in itself will not make it the 
winner. "S" type horses need a pace to run at. This was the other point of this exercise. The 3/4 time
used was 111.3. Take note that the actual 3/4 time of the race was 113.1, so there certainly wasn't 
as much pace for the "S" horses to run at. That is the reason this "E" runner was able to go wire to 
wire. 
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2nd example race
Ok, here’s the second of the two example races.  I know it’s from the Racing Form of more than 20 
years ago, but that’s what the follow ups have… Examples from the old Racing Form! Do the best 
that you can with it. The idea here is to pick contenders and lines for those contenders AND to pick 
the non contenders. Make a determination as to why you think contenders are contenders. Make a 
determination as to why you think the non contenders are non contenders. Without telling you 'what'
to look at, make sure you consider everything...the follow up does.

Here’s the horses.  Look at each horse.  Do the +, (+) and 0.  
Label each horse, Pick the contenders, AND the non-contenders.  Once you have the contenders, 
pick lines for each.  Here are the results of the 2nd race in this set.  I'll let the follow up do the 
talking. 
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On to the comments on each horse 
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Finally! The results!

To those who took the time to look at these races, I hope you were able to learn something from 
them.

Questions answered by FTL concerning this race.

Let me take this one thing at a time.

Question: Was this one of those races to sort the men from the boys???

Answer: Well, that's one way to put it!  If you go back a couple of posts to the post just before the 
results, read the last attachment. It makes the point that this is the type of race that can turn 
"weekend warriors" into professionals. I didn't say it. The follow up did. More specifically, Tom 
Brohamer did.

Question: May I ask, your use of the 0, + & (+), do you use it to ensure you are using an 
appropriate line only or also as a tool for the form cycle analysis? I know The Doc has made 
reference to doing form cycle analysis when there is a discernible pattern, but in many cases it 
appears to my admittedly untrained eye that no pattern does exist. Is this an area you've been able 
to explore?

Answer: If you don't mind my "butting in", it works for both, line selection AND form cycle. 
Naturally, with regard to the form cycle, class, race condition, distance, surface and track, all have to
be taken into consideration.

Question: I keep having a quote Jim made at the Las Vegas seminar '91 running round & round my 
head. Paraphrasing now, but "......if you put the right horses into the programs they will sing & 
dance for you".

Answer: I can't argue with that. I will, however, expand on it. It's not just the "right horses", but 
the right horses with the right lines.

Question: Essentially, if I can get to the point where in most cases I can confidently eliminate the 
non-contenders, especially the shorter price ones that are easier to get sucked into entering, then 
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V/dc & the Incremental Match Up graph can take care of the rest (with appropriate line selections of 
course). 

Answer: I would caution about "ELIMINATING" short priced non-contenders.  I'm not saying they 
don't exist, but in most cases, short priced horses ARE contenders with decent form, recent races 
and good running lines.  It's up to YOUR handicapping ability to use the tools provided by RDSS to 
assist you with that endeavor.  Remember, RDSS, or any other software, is not a "black box".  The 
user still has some evaluation to do on their own.  Here's a recent quote from TED that gives some 
indication as to how he uses his software.

I recommend you never just uncritically accept the auto-pacelines offered. Double check every horse
for current condition, best ever performance, competitive paceline, surface preference, matchup 
survive-ability.

It would be interesting to perhaps gather the various strategies that people deploy in this area.

Have you ever heard the saying "TOO MANY COOKS SPOIL THE BROTH?"
I think that applies here. The follow ups are good places to go for information on this subject, just 
like the race I just posted. Any those example are consistent, which is important.

Finally, I thought I would post some running lines from my own racing form.  Although it is not nicely
color coded like RDSS, I don't think you will have any problem in identifying the good lines from the 
bad.  I don't think you will have any problem in identifying the points of call where the horse was 
actually "impacting" the race.  And I don't think you will have any problem in identifying the horses 
running style.  Using a line that is NOT colored would not be advisable. Early in this thread you can 
see where Doc said, "never use a bad line.  It defeats the purpose of trying to pick winning horses".
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Again, from the follow ups.

This is good advice from the 'Doc".

Paceline Selection When You Have No choice
Sometimes you just don't have a choice. I mean, you follow the guidelines on line selection and you 
run into a horse like the one below. What are you suppose to do?  Well, given the dilemma this horse
confronts you with, just take the last line.  You'll see what I mean.  Those who did were rewarded 
with a $35.00 winner!

Of the 10 races in the past performances, this horse encountered "trouble" in 9 of them. 
Since the last line is a good race, the right distance, a “+” race, USE IT!
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From the HORSE'S MOUTH! 
I thought it would be of interest to read how "Doc" went about looking at horses on the basis of 
being contenders, or not, and how he selected lines. He offered this example. Take note that the first 
thing "Doc" did was “READ THE CONDITIONS"! 
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And here are the horses 
Read "Doc's" comments on each horse carefully. 
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Early energy % Clarification

Please don't become confused where Doc mentions "Early Energy %". Today, you know this as 
"Median Energy". It is the same thing expressed as a different number resulting from a different 
calculation.
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A Day At PRX by FTL – 12.10.12

I thought I would take a day and go over each race at PRX for 12.10.12. It’s a rainy day with a 
sloppy track, which many would say are terrible conditions for handicapping. There are 12 scratches 
on the card, which is a little over one per race, on average. As I said, I am going to do every race on
the card. Yes, even those dreaded (?) maiden races.

First let me go over my line selection process. I will NOT be using…
1 – best of last 3 distance/surface, or..
2 – best of last 3(regardless of distance or surface), or…
3 – best of last 3 perceptor

I am not saying #1 or #3 (above) are bad (#2 is), I am just saying they are not my preference.
I will be using the original methodology concept of using the last line “UNLESS” there is a valid 
reason to go back a line. The lines chosen will be “+” races or “(+)” races.  Continuing on with the 
original methodology, a line will NOT be given to every horse in the race.  Instead, I will look at each
horses PP’s and determine the contenders prior to giving them a line.

I will also run down the horses in each race so you can “get a feel” for how I arrived at the 
contenders and the lines used. If there are any “special” comments, they will be included.
I can tell you right now, any horse with a ML=>20/1 will NOT get a line or be considered a 
contender.

Also, no horse that has been OFF for more than 90 days will be considered a contender.
Also, no horse will receive a line that is more than 90 days old.

This is not an attempt on my part to "pick" the winner. I have marked certain attributes the winner 
displayed and leave it up to the reader to determine whether or not the winner would have been 
apparent to them playing 2 horses per race. Could you have made the winner one of your two bets?

For this exercise FTL did not post any PPs, only his comments on Line Selection and pertinent details
about each horse:
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Race 1
This is a maiden claimer 15k

#1 - last line 29 days ago. In its' last two race it ran "ote" whether the distance was 5.5 furlongs or 
7 furlongs, so I can assume it will run "ote" at 6 furlongs as well.
#2 - no line. no form.
#3 - FTS
#4 - FTS
#5 - last line 21 days ago
#6 - no line. just one bad race
#7 - last line 36 days ago

As you can see, I only have 3 horses with lines.  The winner, #7, paid $4.60.
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Race 2 
I didn't see any need for screen shots here. I only had lines for two horses, #2 and #5. Both were 
last race lines.  If anyone has a question about why lines were not chosen for any other horse or 
horses in the race, just ask and I'll be glad to provide my answer.

The winner #5 paid 4.20. 

Race 3 
This is a $7,500 claiming race for horses that have never won 4 races (NW4L) at 5.5 furlongs.

#1 - SCR
#2 - last line. I could have gone back to the line 3 back because it is the same distance at today's 
race, but this is an early horse and its' last was a good 2nd where it ran early.
#3 - last line. this horse has only one race in the last 90 days. it is a (+) race.
#4 - no line. the only sprint line in the last 90 days is the last line, which wasn't very good.
#5 - last line. this horse has three races in the last 90 days, all sprints. the last line is an 
improvement over the other two. you may wonder why I would use this race. the horse made the 
lead at the first call and was just 1/2 length off the lead at the second call although it was 3rd at 
that point.  I want to include horses that are on or close to the lead at the first call so that 
the "pace" of the race is representative.
#6 - last line. this horse doesn't have many good races, so it is hard to gauge its' running style. 
"Doc" wrote in the paceline manual that any horse that is on the lead at the first two calls is coming 
to form and you can expect a good race from it. I understand the race is at 7 furlongs and today's 
race is 5.5 furlongs, but it is the only race across the PARX track, so I would rather have that line 
than one from SUF.
#7 - last line. this is an early horse, probably the best early horse in the race. we will see how it 
matches up to other potential early horses in the race.

The #7 wins and pays $5.20. 
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Race 4 
This is a $16,000 claiming race with a non winners of 1 in the last 6 months condition (NW16MX) 
Any win for $12,500 or less does not count.

#1 - last line. this horse is coming off of two consecutive wins, one for $5,000 and the other for 
$10,000. Now it is moving up to $16,000. it may be hard for this horse to win three race in a row.  
(See Statistics in Appendix C.)
#1A - SCR
#2 - last line. this horse has had three races back after a long layoff. it won two of those races. In 
the race 2 back it tried today's class level and conditions and ran a creditable race.
#3 - no line. it tried today's class level and condition in lines 2 and 3 without success. it dropped 
down in its' last race and ran worse.
#4 - last line. ran a good second last out and is moving up in class in the same condition.
#5 - 2 back. last line is a route. this horse only shows two sprints. it ran 3rd each time. 
#6 - no line. tried this class level and condition in each of its' last two races. both races were dismal.
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The winner was #4 and paid $39.60. 

Race 5 
This is a $12,500 claiming race with a non winners of 1 race in the last 6 months condition. Races 
won for $7,500 or less do not count.

Horses 1, 3 and 6 were scratched.

#2 - last line. this is an early horse
#4 - no line. no route races.
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#5 - last line. won last and moving up in class within the same condition.
#7 - last line.

The winner, #2, paid $7.00. 

Race 6 

This is another maiden claiming race where I only have lines for two horses, #3 and #9. The last line
was chosen for each horse.  Again, I see no need to post screen shots.

The winner, #9, paid $10.20. 
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Race 7
This is a $25,000 claiming race with a non winners of 2 races condition. (NW2L)

#1 - no line. although the last race was a "starter allowance" it is very close in purse and exactly the
same condition. The horse did not perform well and I did not see an excuse for going back a line. It's
lifetime record suggests the horse likes to run 2nd and 3rd.
#2 - no line. dull form.
#3 - no line. dull form.
#4 - last line. a good 2nd.
#5 - SCR
#6 - last line. The horse ran well to the top of the stretch and I want to see how it fits with other 
pace players.
#7 - no line. last race was the first race back after a long layoff. it was a dull race.
#8 - line 2. the last race wasn't a bad race to the top of the stretch against starter allowance horses 
with today's condition. the line 2 back was against the same class level and same condition as 
today's and the horse ran a good second.
#9 - last line. I could have used line 2. the last race was against starter allowance horses with a 
NW2L condition and its' race two back was exactly the same as today's race. I'm not concerned 
about the finish position. My interest is how it will match up with the early pace. 

The winner, #8, paid $27.60. 

NOTE: when I looked at the segments screen the #6 horse showed it was fastest at the first two 
fractions. This shows the horse as early, but the horse really isn't an early horse. it has never been 
better than 3rd (once) at the first call of any race. 
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Race 8

This is an allowance race with a non winners of one race other than maiden, claiming, etc. (NW1X)

#1 - SCR
#1A - last line
#2 - last line.  This horse has been claimed 3 times in its' last 5 races. I'm not sure if that has any 
bearing on its' change of running style last race or not.
#3 - line 3.  Here is a horse with just 4 lifetime races, but at three different tracks. it has two sprints
and two routes.  This horse has won a small stake race albeit a state bred race and ran second in 
another small stake race that was restricted.  Some trainers run routers in sprints in an effort to put 
some speed into them.  Then there are trainers who put early sprinters into route races in an effort 
to put stamina in them.  I was faced with the dilemma that the most recent sprint race was 93 days 
ago.  [Note rare exception.]  I believe this horse to be the early speed of this field and put it in off
of line 3. 
#4 - last line. tough call on this one. although the horse didn't gain much ground between the first 
and second calls last race, it did pass three horses. it got to within one and a half lengths running 
second at the stretch call and was beaten less than 2 lengths at the finish, even though four horses 
finished in front of it. also, this horse has ONLY beat maidens. In this condition, it makes it hard for 
these kind of horses to win versus horses with better win records.
#5 - last line. the horse has won its' last two races.
#6 - no line. no form. another "1 for".
#7 - last line. a good race against the same class and condition as today.
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The winner, #3, paid $5.20. 
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Race 9 
This is another (dreaded) maiden claiming races.
#1 - no line. no route line to choose from
#2 - no line. ML 20/1 and no form.
#3 - last line
#4 - no line. this horse is "0 for 26" and I'm not going back to line 3 for a horse like this.
#5 - last line
#6 - line 3. I'll throw out the last line (TURF) and line 2 (sprint) and use line 3 even though is is 93 
days old.  [Note rare exception.]
#7 - no line. the horses only race is a sprint. it wasn't all that good.
#8 - SCR
#9 - FTS
#10 – FTS

The winner, #3, paid $6.60. 
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LRL 8th RACE 12.12.12 
Here is the 8th race from LRL. It is an Allowance race with a NW1X condition (non winners of a race 
other than maiden, claiming, etc.) There are only 6 horses after a scratch. 

#1 – no line. The horse has never raced in the USA or CANADA.
#2 – line 2. This horse has been in a series of race at today’s class level and condition. The last race 
is not bad. It was with the early leaders at the first two calls, but I went back a line to where the 
horse was running closer (positionally) to the leader. Also, the speed rating in the last race was way 
out of line with the speed ratings it has been running in its’ other recent races. With only three 
contenders in the race, I think either the last line or the line 2 back would work. 
#3 – SCR
#4 – no line. Has not run in a year.
#5 – no line. This horse was off for 294 days before coming back to the races last out. It was in a 
route race and lead for the first two calls. That doesn’t matter. This horse WILL NOT be a pace player
in today’s race against other horses in the race with sprinters speed.
#6 – last line. Definitely a pace player
#7 – last line. This horse is a “serious” pace player in this race. It does, however, have one problem.
It loves to run 2nd with 9 seconds from 16 races.

The winner, #2, paid $30.60. 
Not bad for a 6 horse field and just three contenders. It doesn’t matter if you wagercap or hide the 
favorite and play the other two. One way or another I don’t think anyone should have a problem 
having this winner. 
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Lrl - race 2   12.13.12
Here is a claiming race for $15,000 with a NW3L condition. ACTUALLY...it is a "C" condition. Here is 
the condition: Purse $23,000. For Fillies Three Years Old Or Fillies And Mares Four Years Old And 
Upward Which Have Never Won Three Races. 

So what does this mean? It means three year olds may have won MORE THAN 3 races and still be 
eligible. Only the older horses are restricted to just 2 wins.  In this race, #'s 3 and 5 have 
already won 4 and 3 races respectively. All the rest have just 2 lifetime wins.  There are 
only 6 horses in the field.

#1 - last line. same class level and condition as today's race
#2 - last line. the horse is shipping in from PRX where it has been runnning in starter allowance race
with a NW3L condition
#3 - last line. This is the early horse in this race. I have labeled it an "F" which means it is an early 
fighter. I encourage everyone reading this to look at this horse's PP's and see how this 
horse WILL fight for the lead from beginning to end. Although this horse is moving up in claiming 
price, it is also moving down in condition, from an "open" race to a NW3L or "C". This horse has 
already won 4 lifetime races. 
#4 - no line. this horse's most recent two lines are in route races.
#5 - last line. this is another horse moving up in claiming price, but moving down in condition, from 
an "open" race to a NW3L or "C". This horse has won 3 lifetime races.
#6 - last line. same class level and same condition.

The winner, #3, paid $22.00.
Not bad in a 6 horse field.
 

33

Copyright 2018 ‘For the Lead’ and SartinMethodology.com  Compiled by Bill Lyster

Picking Contenders and Paceline Selection



Pen race 2 12.21.12 
Here is an interesting race from PEN today. It is the 2nd race on the card.
Like the race I posted yesterday, it is filled with early type horses, but there is somewhat of a “twist”
to this race or, at least, how to go about handicapping it.

Yesterday’s race was straight forward. Almost every horse had a good last line. All the horses had 
recent races. There were no real issues.

In this race, today, two of the early horses have not run in quite a while. One horse was off 161 days
and the other horse was off 186 days. For those of you who read my posts, you know I eliminate 
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horses that have been off this long, but these two horse are early horses and although they probably
won’t win, they may still have an impact on the race. How will we know unless we put them in and 
see how the other early horses in the race stack up against them? Or, maybe they don’t matter if 
they aren’t the best early horse anyway. We’ll just have to put them in and see what happens. IN 
NO CASE WILL THESE HORSES GET BET! In fact, before finishing the handicapping process, they 
will be eliminated. Depending on what we find, the race will either be betable or, perhaps, the race 
should be passed. We’ll find out.

Here's the rundown on each horse.
#1 - line 2. last race was the first race across the track at the current meet. This is right out of the 
Paceline Manual.
#2 - SCR
#3 - no line. as stated above, the last line will be used just for evaluation. this horse will not be bet 
or considered as a contender.
#4 - no line. as stated above, the last line will be used just for evaluation. this horse will not be bet 
or considered as a contender.
#5 - no line. I have no excuse for the last line and the horse is 3 for 30 lifetime, so it really doesn't 
warrant going back for a line.
#6 - last line.
#7 - last line.
#8 - last line.

As you can see on the first screen shot of the lines used, they are all either "+" or "(+)" races. 

As stated above, the last line will be used just for evaluation. these horses will not be bet or be 
considered as contenders.  If you wonder why I highlight the "RS" column, it is because this is the 
column where I get to label the horse myself based on its' running style as I see it. 
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As you can see, the two horses that have been off are exactly even on "EPR". Also note, the #8, an 
EP, is capable of running right behind them. 

On the segments screen, you can also see that the #8 has the second best second fraction, which 
puts it in a good position going to the second call.

Finally, the #8 is tops on the BL/BL screen 

The winner, #8, paid $6.20.
The price wasn't much, but it was the circumstances of the race that made it interesting...at least for
me.  I hope it was interesting to you as well. 
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Here are the screens after eliminating the two horses that were non-contenders because they were 
off more than 90 days.
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Evaluating contenders – SA 3rd Race, 03.02.13
Question:  I ran across this last Saturday. 4 contenders, 3 of which are E or EP.  In this case the 
lowest TE early horse has a pretty good lead at both of the first two calls.  The #10 horse an EP or E 
is 4th best in the Incremental Match Up @ the 1st call.  Assuming that I have labeled the running 
style correctly, does this make the #10 an automatic toss out? Race finished 4-2.

Answer:  I like your questions, they give me the opportunity to say more than I normally would. So 
to get started, let me give a clear and straight forward answer to your question.

NO! An "early" horse seldom, if ever, gets thrown out because it has a low total energy number. 
A low total energy number is exactly what you would expect from an early horse that backs up!  I 
don't mean "backs up" a neck or a nose or even a length or two, but backs up considerably out of 
the money.

Is a closer that fails to close thrown out because it didn't close or does it get an excuse of some kind 
and given another shot?  A closer that fails to close and an early horse that fails to carry its' speed to
the wire amount to the same thing...two losers! 
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What happens when that closer gets a good speed duel in front of it?  The early speed horses fade 
down the stretch allowing the closer to come on and pick up the pieces.

What happens to an early horse that doesn't back up? It just keeps on going, right to the wire!

Jim Bradshaw use to say, " Horse racing is an easy game. When the gates open one horse gets 
the lead. If no other horse can pass it...it WINS!"'

What I never heard him say, nor have I ever read anywhere that he said is, "Horse racing is 
an easy game. When the gates open make sure you have the horse that is dead last and stays there 
until the top of the stretch. Then turns in a huge third fraction to get up at the wire."  Do you see 
what I mean?

Jim Bradshaw said a lot of things in his match up that I AGREE with.  There are also things I 
DISAGREE with.

Without getting into that discussion, let me just say that one of the things he had absolutely correct 
is, every handicapper should be starting every race they handicap at the same 
place...which horse will make the lead.

You can't start with which horse will run the best third fraction, because you don't know if the race 
will set up for that horse until you know if the horse with the lead will give it up or not.

You also can't make the assumption that because an early horse gave up the lead last race it will 
automatically give it up again today.

Ok, about the race in question. First, I added a horse you didn't have, the #9 horse. Why did I add 
it?  It's last race was the first race over today's track at the current meet.  It's a legitimate reason to
excuse the race and it can be found right in the Paceline Manual.

Also, I went back one line on this #9 horse, which happens to be its' maiden win. Since today's race 
has a NW2L condition, it is allowable to use the maiden win.  Again, this is right out of the Paceline 
Manual.

So here is what my "original" screen shot looks like. 

Like I mentioned in my last post in the "maiden thread", this is a very important screen. Why? You 
can see several important things on this screen.
1 - the class level of the line for each horse. This allows for a comparison of class levels where the 
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horse ran a good race.
2 - The "running style" of each contender, which includes the Quirin Speed Points.
3 - for those that are as connected to BL/BL as they are death and taxes, that is also on this screen.

Looking at this screen, we can see there are two "E" horses with "7" Quirin Speed Points.
There is one "E" with "4" Quirin Speed Points.
There is one "EP" with "4" Quirin Speed Points.
And then there is one horse that has an "S" running style.
At this point, without looking at any other factors, has something already caught you attention? 

The #10 horse shows a clear lead in the first fraction, but it has a weak second fraction.  Now the 
first fraction advantage shows it carries the horse to the lead at the second call.  However, there is 
certainly a difference in your segments screen when compared to mine.  I suspect the difference is 
in our individual settings.  This is a good lesson for those reading this that use RDSS.  The settings 
you use can affect what you see on your various screens. I'm not saying mine are correct and the 
ones shown here are wrong.  I'm just saying different settings can show you different information 
leading you to a different conclusion than others working the same race, even when you are using 
the same contenders and pacelines.

Moving right along, my segments screen shows a much more contentious race at the second call and
it becomes clear the field is bunching up.  Remember the "original screen"?  The one that shows the 
running styles of each contender?  Remember that thing that should have caught your attention on 
that screen?

Just remember, on the day the early horse that backs up keeps right on going, it will give you all the 
total energy you need.  It is the handicappers job to make that determination.

Here's the chart of the race. 4 of the 5 contenders ran 1,2,3,4.

Look at the "original" screen shot.  Compare it to the chart of the race. 
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Ok. Let's get away from the segments screen.

If you wanted to eliminate an early horse, in this race, you could eliminate the #10. WHY? Because 
it is a THREE YEAR OLD. This race was run on March the 2nd. Now count backwards. Just 62 days 
ago this horse was a two year old. When it broke its' maiden 44 days ago, it beat other three year 
olds only. In this race it is being asked to not only run against older horses for the first time in its' 
life, but to beat them. That's a tall order at this time of year.

We have reached the time of year when racing secretaries start writing races for "three year olds 
and up" rather than "four year olds and up". The thing is, in general, you don't see many three year 
olds in those races.

Now let's look at something else.  You have a race where there are 3 or 4 early types.  Remember, 
we're not using the segments screen, we're just talking horse racing and handicapping now.  One of 
these horses is going to make the lead.  What happens to the other 2 or 3 early types if they can 
never pass the horse that makes the lead?  They are going to tire from their efforts and back up 
through the stretch.  Now this doesn't automatically mean the horse that did make the lead is going 
to go on and win the race.  It might, but if its' efforts to make and keep the lead to the top of the 
stretch were too much for it, it becomes vulnerable to be caught coming down the stretch by a 
closer.  So that early horse that made the lead has effectively eliminated ALL the other early horses 
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in the race and possibly, itself.  This was the case in this race. Every handicapper has to make these 
decisions. 

PRX  Race 3   04.02.13 
Here is a race from PARX today that I thought was interesting. This is a race where running style 
(RS) collides with time. You will see what I mean as we move through the race.

I will post all the horses in the race first along with comments on each horse.
Before I go any further I just want to review my guidelines for picking contenders and pacelines 
since that is what this thread is about. I know many of you are already familiar with these 
guidelines, but I'll cover the material again anyway.

When I started this thread I did not have access to RDSS, so I used screen shots taken from the 
Follow Ups and the Paceline Manual. The purpose of the thread was to familiarize people with 
contender and paceline selecting as it was at the beginning of the methodology. To the original 
guidelines I added a couple of my own that came from much research through my database. Here 
they are.

I will be using the original methodology concept of using the last line “UNLESS” there is a valid 
reason to go back a line. The lines chosen will be “+” races or “(+)” races.

Continuing on with the original methodology, a line will NOT be given to every horse in the race. 
Instead, I will look at each horses PP’s and determine the contenders prior to giving them a line.
I will also run down the horses in each race so you can “get a feel” for how I arrived at the 
contenders and the lines used. If there are any “special” comments, they will be included.

I can tell you right now, any horse with a ML=>20/1 will NOT get a line or be considered a 
contender.  Also, no horse that has been OFF for more than 90 days will be considered a contender.
Also, no horse will receive a line that is more than 90 days old.

Before I go any further, let me just mention the conditions for this race. It is a $7,500 claiming race 
for NW26MX (non winners of 2 races in the last 6 months) Please keep these conditions in mind.

Now the horses. The 1A was scratched.  #1 shows nothing but sprint races. By the guidelines, this 
horse is dismissed.
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#2 ran a dull race in its' last race, but that was against "OPEN" company.  In its' race 2 back it beat 
$7,500 clm, NW16MX.  Today's race is the logical next step up, a NW26MX.  I'll use the line 2 back. 

#3 horse's last 5 races covering the last 113 days are all sprints. Again, by the guidelines, this horse
will be dismissed. 

#4 horse's last race was at today's track, today's surface and at today's distance. Although it was at 
a much higher level, it was a really bad race. The two races prior to that were sprint races. This 
horse will be dismissed. 
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#5 won it's last race just 24 days ago. The thing to notice here is that last race was for the same 
$7,500 claiming level and at a NW16MX condition. Today's the horse is moving to the next very 
logical class level and condition, $7,500 claiming with a NW26MX. I'll use the last line. 

#6 is another horse in this field that beat $7,500 claimers 2 back and then faced "OPEN" claimers in 
its' last race. Like the other horse in today's race, today this horse is moving to its' next logical level,
a $7,500 claimer with a NW26MX condition. I'll use line 2. 
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#7 won its' last race and I will use that line, however, notice that it beat NW3L. In that race it was 
not facing the same quality of horses it will face today. On top of that, take notice that this horse is 
just 3 for 52 LIFETIME!! Not a real good record and hardly a record that would suggest it would win 
back to back races. 

Ok, so what was interesting about this race?

Let's look at the screen shots. Here is the "original" showing the contenders and the lines used for 
them. I think it is clear that the #6 horse is the EARLY horse in the race. Look at the lines used for 
each contender. Which horse stands out as the early horse? Then notice the ""RS" and Quirin speed 
points. All of this points to the #6 as the EARLY horse. In addition, I would suggest that you look at 
the PP's for all the horses in the race with particular attention to the first call for each horse. Can you
find any horse in the race that is earlier than the #6? 

Now we move on to the TPR screen and look what we see. #6 ranks 3RD for EPR! But notice there is
no early horse by the "E/L" standard. In fact, the #6, who appears to be the early horse, has the 
biggest blue stick! What are we to make of this? 
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The segments screen is just as bad if not worse. it shows the #6 trailing at F1. However, it also 
shows the #6 overpowering the field by the second call. 

The BL/BL screen shows the #6 "on top".

Although the screen shots show 4 contenders, there are really only 3, since the #7 is really not a 
viable betting opportunity as I mentioned when reviewing that horse.

I don't think there are many of you that would not end up with the #6 as one of your two horses to 
bet.

1 - it is on top on the BL/BL
2 - if you trust your instincts, you know this horse will take the lead in this race and it is unlikely it 
will get caught.

This race is a case of "lines" showing a false race because of the times.
Early horses are always early horses. They either get the lead and perform well or they don't get the
lead and fade back into the pack. The faster first fraction times shown by the horses in this race that
are "ote" will not propel those horses to the lead. They are still "ote" horses. 
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Sprint to Route Stats

Question:  Can you explain the guideline rule regarding all sprint pp's in a route race, I'm not familar
with it and I often include sprinters, I would have included the #1 horse, 2nd race back at 7F, 
thanks.

Answer:  Another member saw your post and wrote to me asking for more information on the 
subject. I thought it would be good information for everyone. The following are his questions and my
answers.

He wanted to know the win stats for ...
1 - horses whose last two races were sprints and today's race is a route. Answer=11%

2 - horses whose last three races were sprints and today's race is a route. Answer=11% 

3 - horses whose last two races were routes and today's race is a sprint. Answer=9%

4 - horses whose last three race were routes and today's race is a sprint. Answer=9%

All the answers were rounded either up or down.
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Just remember a little piece of advice from "Doc".

 
MNR 8th, 04.13.13 
Since I started posting in this thread, the real focus has been on picking contenders and pacelines 
(as the title of the thread implies) NOT on picking winners. When using a solid contender selection 
and paceline method, the winners will come. 

If one uses a consistent method of picking contenders and pacelines, they will, over the long run, get
much better results than if the contender and paceline selection method is all over the place.
This is not to say that if you follow the contender and paceline selection method I have used 
throughout this thread (and others) that you will have the winner among your contenders in each 
and every race you handicap. You won't. I don't know of any that will.

What you will learn from following my posts are the type of winners that you will come across from 
time to time that make it all worthwhile. The following race is one of them.
My suggestion is to read this example race and decide for yourself whether or not you would have 
had this winner either by wagercapping or handicapping.
I will make comments on each horse. You will notice that the guidelines I use are the same as I 
always use.  I'll post the horses first, then the usual screen shots I post and finally the result chart.

The obvious line to use here is the last line. Every other line is too old. (more than 90 days) This is 
the problem horse for most people. Why? Because the last line comes from DeD, which is a "bullring"
track. Personally, I don't mix bullring lines with lines from standard one mile track lines. In addition, 
this horse is moving up in class from 5k to 10k. I'll leave it up to the reader to decode, I just know I 
wouldn't bet this horse. 
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After being OFF for over 500 days, this horse has come back to break its' maiden (2 back) and run a 
good second in its' last race. I'll use the last line. 

This horse has only one race in the last 90 days. It is a poor effort at a class half of what it will be 
running for today. I will not give this horse a line and will not consider it a contender. 
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With 6 races in the last 87 days, this has been the busiest horse in the race.  It ran a good second in 
it's last race, so I'll use the last line.

 This is the class horse in the race. There is just one problem. The horse has no form. In addition, it 
doesn't have any race at today's distance and surface. This horse will not get a line and will not be 
considered a contender. 
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Here is another horse that has been meeting better horses, however, it hasn't shown anything 
against those horses. It has one race in the last 90 days and it was a poor effort. So was the effort in
it's older race 2 back. This horse will not get a line and will not be considered a contender. 

This horse has two lines to choose from, line 2 and 3. Both lines show poor efforts, so this horse will 
not get a line and will not be considered a contender. 

#8 was scratched
This horse does not have a "+" or "(+)" line at today's distance and surface in the last 90 days. 
Therefore it will not get a line and will not be considered a contender. 
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This horse hasn't had a race in the last 90 days, so it will not get a line and it will not be considered a
contender. 

OK, there are only three contenders. Here are the screen shots. Now if you think the "bulling" horse 
is really that much faster than the other two contenders, then that's your horse. Myself, that horse 
will have to prove it to me. I don't believe it.

So, it's up to you. How do you think you would have played it? 
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Here are a couple of questions about specific horses which FTL answered in depth.

What do you make of this horse – PRX 3, 11.12.12

Question:  This horse looks to me like a bad bet at 5/2 I don't want to use line 4.  Its its best ever 
race.  To me it looks like the horse maybe injured itself in that race.

Its been dropping and going shorter distances since that race and running zero's.  If I used this 
horse Should I rate it off the last line Even than its shaky as a (+)?

Answer:  This horse is a bad bet at any price!  I would not consider it a contender in today's 
race....and DIDN'T consider it a contender since I was watching PRX today.

Line 4 is out of the question.  If this line is so predictive of today's performance, then why wasn't 
it predictive in its' last three races and why did the horse run so bad in the last three races?
I would never give this horse a '(+)" in its' last line, for the following reasons.

1 - did it run 1st,2nd or 3rd?
2 - did it run 1st or 2nd at the first and/or second calls?
3 - did it make a good middle move(from first call to second call) to be within 2 lengths of 
the leader at the second call?

The answer to all three questions is "NO"! Therefore it gets a "0" from me.
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This is a 5 year old at the end of its' 5 year old season.  Although it may have sustained an injury 
in line 4, as you suggested, I don't think that is the case since the horse was right back to the 
races 13 days later.

Actually, until its' last race, the horse had been running longer distances since line 4. It went from 
5.5f in line 4, to 6.0f in line 3, to 6.5f in line 2 and then it dropped back in distance to 5f in its' 
last line.  Rather than use a "shaky" last line, just throw the horse out as a non-contender. That's 
what I did.

The winner of this race paid $9.20 and I suspect it paid that much for 3 primary reasons. Those 
reasons are....the #3 horse, the #6 horse and the #7 horse. All are taking a fairly significant drop
in class. Had it not been for those three horses, I suspect the winner would have paid more in the 
neighborhood of $4.00. The public likes drop down horses and this race gave them three to bet 
on.

That pretty much covers your question(s) to me. The rest of my comments here should really go in 
the "Making Money With Early" thread, but I'm here talking about this race anyway, so here goes.

Determine running Style of each horse.
All you have to do in this race is look at the first two calls for each horse. I'm going to suggest 
you look at the first two calls for each horse using their last 5 races. Why? The last 5 races are the 
most recent. Most horses don't run 5 races in the last 90 days, so this will generally take you back a 
little further, but what the horse has done in the "recent past" is of much more importance than 
what it has done in its' "ancient history past".

At any rate, if you just look at the first two calls for each horse, eliminating any turf race or route 
races that may be part of those last 5 races, I don't think anyone will have a problem identifying the 
"TRUE EARLY" horse in this race...the winner #1. In its' last 5 races it has failed to have the lead at 
the first two calls just once, line 4 at the second call where it was behind by a half length.

Beside that, review each horses first call ONLY. What horse is consistently close to the lead that can 
challenge the #1 horse? None.

The result? A fairly easy wire to wire win. 

Question:  I see what your saying about the 3.  I still think something went wrong after that line 4 
race, maybe you can expand on why and if they are dropping it in class way down to 7500 NW-1Y 
and after nearly winning for 16000? 

Answer:  I can only speculate on the reason for the drop in class.  Before I do that, consider that 
after the race 4 back it was back in a race in 13 days, then it was back in a race in 19 days, then it 
was in a race again in 17 days and then again in 19 days.  This is not the racing schedule of a horse 
that is injured.  If this horse is, indeed injured, perhaps the trainer should be in some other line of 
work.  Racing an injured horse 5 times in a period of 70 days is a recipe for disaster (breaking the 
horse down).

Ok, in the race of line 4, the horse was entered for 16K with a NW16MX condition. The class of the 
race in line 3 is clearly over the horses head. Then there was a return to the same claiming price and
condition as line 4, where it ran poorly. Line 1 finds the horse in an "open" 12,500 claiming race at 5 
furlongs. While it is true that it ran 5th, beaten 3 lengths, there were only 9 horses in the race, so 
this horse was only able to finish right in the middle, beating 4 horses but being beaten by 4 horses. 
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It ran 7,7,7,5 having never impacted the running or outcome of the race.  I suspect that today's 
drop to the same condition where it was last successful, but for half the claiming price, was an effort 
to learn just where the horse is at this point.  In other words, to find out just what level of 
competition it is currently able to compete at.  I know "I" don't want to bet on that type of horse. 

Maybe the owner and trainer can afford to "speculate", but I can't.  I have to see the horse for what 
it is.  A horse that is currently out of form and searching for a level where it can compete.  And it 
certainly can't compete early with the #1 horse.  Obviously, it is not the same horse as it was four 
races ago.  One last thought. If you truly believe this horse was injured 4 races back, why would you
want to make it a contender today? 

Route Line in a Sprint Race
Question:  This horse was ranked third on BL/BL.  It was 80/1. line 3 the 8.0 route line was selected 
yet the horse had 2 sprint races one of them was a win +.

Answer:  First, this horse IS NOT A CONTENDER! It has one race back after a layoff of 393 days 
and that certainly WAS NOT a good race. That race provides NO EVIDENCE that going back for a 
line would be the correct thing to do.
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This horse is a NON-CONTENDER!! NO LINE should be selected.

Second, why was the line selected in this case used?

Let me be clear, I AM NOT a fan of the “best of last three, comparable” method of line selection. 
Also, I am not a fan of the idea that “there are no rules”.  See, the phrase “there are no rules” is the
most ABUSED phrase in the methodology. It is the ONE RULE, and it is a rule, that everyone 
remembers if they don’t remember anything else.

Under the guise of “there are no rules”, why pay attention to the guideline “best of last three, 
comparable”? Just eliminate the word “comparable”.   For many, the “best of last three, comparable” 
becomes the “best of last three, REGARDLESS!!!”

Let’s use this horse as an example. 

It doesn’t matter where you look at the SR, the route line shows as “the best of last three”, but it 
is NOT COMPARABLE! Why is it being used?

WHY is any race that is well over a year old being used?  If the last line, the recent line, was that 
good that it would make you consider going back for a line, then why not just use the last line?
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There are a lot of races to choose from every day. If the race you are looking at doesn't have solid 
contenders with solid lines to choose from, move on to another race. 

Using horses like this and using lines like this serve no other purpose than to cloud the issue. Horse 
racing is hard enough, why cloud it further? 

About that last line 
What I refer to is this capture from follow up 83  
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Parx 6, 10.28.12

Question: Was #4 Lisa, the right girl?  I was not sure about excusing the last line. Line 2 is a plus 
line.  I passed the race because of this horse.  Was this the right call?

Answer:

Well, let's look at this horse in the context or whether or not it is a "REAL" contender.

First the race conditions. 
This is a Starter Allowance(SA) race with a purse of $30k to be run at 6 furlongs on the dirt. To be 
eligible a horse has to meet two conditions.

1 - it had to have started for a claiming price of $16k or less
2 - it is for horses that have never won 3 races.
This horse qualifies on both conditions.
The race is being run at 6 furlongs on the dirt. This horse has 6 lifetime races, all at 6 furlongs and 
all on the dirt at either PEN or PRX.

Now to the horse itself.
It has only had 6 lifetime races and they are all there to see, so it makes it an easy read. 

In its' first start it was entered in a maiden claiming race for $16k and won off by 15 lengths. THIS is
the race that qualifies the horse for today's race on count 1 of the conditions.
This horse has had two wins from 6 starts, so that makes it eligible on count 2 of the conditions.
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One should be aware that it is accepted that STATE BRED races are inflated by 20%. What does that 
mean? In the three allowance races this horse has run in, the purse is shown as $40k. Comparing 
this to an "OPEN" race, the purse would be $32k. In it's last race, a STATE BRED Stakes race, the 
purse is shown as $75k. This would translate to $60k in an "OPEN" race.

Looking at the purse value of the races this horse has run in and its' finishes, it reads like this;
$60k - 8th
$32k - 1st
$32k - 3rd
$25k - 3rd
$32k - 2nd
$21K - 1st

Keep in mind, today's purse is $30k, so the horse "fits" at this purse level, since it has run well at 
every purse level except the last race, which appears to be over its' head at this point in time.

I would say this horse is a "REAL" contender and should receive a paceline. That line should be line-
2, since it has been shown that the last line was a class level too high for the horse, a legitimate 
excuse by Sartin Methodology guidelines. 

Maiden Repeat Wins, PRX 1st, 02.5.13

NOTHING in horse racing wins 100% of the time.

NOTHING in horse racing loses 100% of the time.

With that said, there are still times when betting against certain things can be profitable. The first 
race at PRX today presented just such an opportunity, but first, a little background.

As I usually do when researching something, I take two years and look at the statistics. I have found
that using two years, which takes in more than 80,000 races, provides a stable result. In this case, I
was looking at horses that just broke their maiden and are meeting other winners for the first time. 
These types of horses are repeat winners about 10% of the time or once in ten tries. Not a real good
percentage and it means that YOU can be successful betting against these types of horses 90% of 
the time, as long as you can pick the correct horse.

Now I don't want any reader to think that I just looked this up for the first time today, AFTER the 
race. This is a statistic I have known for a LONG TIME, but I wanted to lay it out so the reader 
understands.

At any rate, the first race at PRX today provided a good opportunity. There were only 6 horses in the
race. Three of them were coming off their maiden victory. One of them had one try at this same 
level in its' last race just after winning its' maiden victory two races back. 
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Here are the horses and lines I choose for each horse. Note my markings.

In addition to noting that most of the horses in this race are coming off their maiden victory, also 
note that it is these same horses that make up the early running in the race, being either "E" or 
"EP". This sort of "sets the stage" for another horse to come from off the pace to win the race since 
it is unlikely one of the maiden victory horses will win. If that is true, we are left with just two 
horses. Let's take a look at the segments screen with all the horses.

As you can see, the #5 horse has the second best first fraction time, putting it right near the 
leaders. The #2 horse is calculated to be 10 lengths behind at the first fraction, giving that horse a 
lot of work to do. Although the second fraction shows the #2 horse catching up (I doubt that it 
would actually happen that way), the final segment shows the #5 horse ahead of the #2 horse. 
And now the chart of the race. 
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SA 4th, 3.10.13

First I am going to post the PP's for the three horses I did NOT give a line.

This horse has only three lifetime races, two of them are more than a year old and they were route 
races. In its' most recent line it did not...

1 - run 1st, 2nd or 3rd
2 - show good early form by being 1st or 2nd at the first and or second calls
3 - did not show a good middle move (between the first and second calls) to be within 2 
lengths of the leader at the second call.

This horse gets eliminated.

This horse has NEVER ran a sprint race on the turf. It has only two races in the last 90 days, both on
the turf, both were routes. There is no line for this horse, so it gets eliminated as a contender.  This 
horse ended up being scratched.
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This horse has three races in the last 90 days, two routes and one sprint, all on the turf. It showed 
good early form in the routes, but that doesn't count today. It's last race it did not...

1 - run 1st, 2nd or 3rd
2 - show good early form by being 1st or 2nd at the first and or second calls
3 - did not show a good middle move (between the first and second calls) to be within 2 
lengths of the leader at the second call.

It does show one good race, in a sprint and on the turf, but that was 351 days ago. I can't use that 
race.  This horse gets eliminated.

The next post will show the various screens for the rest of the horses that did get a line and are 
therefore contenders. You will notice that the last line was used for each horse, and why not(?), they
were all good lines.  I will also post the results (chart) of the race. Here are the various screen shots 
for the contenders.
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SA 3, 03.09.13

I have always found that it is easier to pick the winner if you first eliminate the losers. So, following 
that procedure, here we go.  Here are the horses that do NOT get a line.

#2 - has one race since June of 2012. It was a sprint race and the horse did not run well. OUT.

#5 - in its' last race it finished 5th in an 8 horse field, so, it did not finish in the money. It did NOT 
make a good middle move (between the first and second calls) to be within 2 lengths of the leader 
at the second call. Now, we could go back to line two, but what is the "valid" excuse? There isn't any.
Line two is a good race against $10,000 claimers. Line one is a bad race against $16,000 claimers 
and today it is running against $20,000 claimers. OUT.

#7 - I don't think anybody has any problem throwing this horse out. It just doesn't fit at this track 
and this class level.

Ok, every other horse gets a line...their LAST LINE, because every other horse has a good last line. 
There is no reason to change it. They are on the VERY SAME surface and at either the VERY SAME or
similar distance. Here they are.

 
As you can see, the #1 and #6 are the counter energy horses. 

Here we see that counter energy. The #1 has the best first and second fractions, while the #6 has 
the best third fraction+ total energy.

On the BL/BL the #1 and #6 ranked 1,2.
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And, of course, the results (chart) of the race. 
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Question: Also, how far back can we go for a usable line (was it 90 days)? 

Answer: With regard to the “90 day” question you asked, this has nothing to do with methodology 
teachings.  This is “my” guideline and one I believe everyone should, at least, evaluate for 
themselves.  The problem with this suggestion is, people will not evaluate the guideline over a long 
enough period of time to reach a valid conclusion.  I dislike saying this all the time, but I have more 
than 600,000 races and more than 5,000,000 horses from which to draw a conclusion. 
If you read through the various publications in the library, you will eventually come across 
statements of how a particular thing was evaluated based on a trial of 1,000 races or 2,000 races. 
That was nice for pre-computer/internet days, but next to nothing today. 

Read those “+”, “(+)” and “0” guidelines over again, while picturing in your mind what they 
represent. 

If a horse does not have a recent “+” or “(+)” line, is it really a contender? 
Just to review the “90 day” guideline, it comes in two parts.

1 – no horse is a “win” contender if it has not had a race in the last 90 days. Only 5% of 
      races are won by a horse that has not raced in the last 90 days.
2 – do not use any line that is more than 90 days old.

I am always amazed that people “want” to go back in the PP’s for a line. WHY? Is there some magic 
in going back deep for a line?  

From FTL’s own study came the following:

91% of winners came off a “+” or “(+)” line in one of their last two races. These 
races were also less than 90 days old. 

Now I DO NOT hold with the "best of last 3 comparable" line of thinking. Instead, I prefer "Doc's" 
original line of thinking of using the last line, if it is a qualifying line. Nevertheless, here is what 
"Doc" said.

Even with the best of last 3 comparable concept, "Doc" tells you how rare it is when he would go 
back further than the 3rd line. 
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Negative class drops 

Long before the internet, simulcasting and on line betting, I had the opportunity to speak with Tom 
Brohamer. One of the things he mentioned was that he wished he could bet east coast racing. When 
I asked him “why”, his answer was enlightening. On the west coast, where he was based, he said 
racing was “pure vanilla”, especially in claiming races and he was tired of it. On the other hand, east 
coast racing presented opportunities not present on the west coast. Those opportunities were the in 
the form of the various race conditions available in east coast racing. In other words, he was of the 
opinion that handicappers on the east coast probably did not have a handle on the various condition 
races and therefore there would be opportunities for those who did understand them. This was a 
point well taken!

I am not saying he thought east coast handicappers were stupid and I certainly don’t want to put 
words in his mouth, so there is something everyone should understand, especially younger 
handicappers. Although I don’t recall the exact year, there was a time when the racing form did not 
show previous race conditions, among the many other things that were not published at the time. 
Claiming races showed the claiming price of the race and that was it. Of course, there were those 
like myself, that either kept what was called a “golden notebook” or just saved old racing forms. In 
doing so you could look back at the racing form and get the conditions from there.

The point to all this is, learning about negative class drops was based on claiming price only. Race 
conditions do not indicate a negative class drop. 

An Alternate Look at Charles Town

This race evaluation came up because the original poster said he had no interest in the winning #3 
horse, discounting its last race from Pimlico.  FTL’s comments show that we need to both pay 
attention to the conditions of the race AND the race track configuration as well.

Before you begin to handicap any race, and therefore any horse, the first thing you must do is read 
the conditions of the race. It’s not me saying that, “DOC” said it. That’s right, it’s in the manual. I
was doing that 20 years before I read that in his manual, but that doesn’t really matter, I was just 
glad to see “Doc” giving important and accurate information even though he didn’t go into any great 
detail on the subject. In this race those conditions are “$5,000 claiming for non winners of two races
in six months”.

Ok, moving along, let’s take a closer look at today’s track. Today’s race is at CT (Charles Town) a 
“bull ring”. Why is it called a bull ring? Because the track has a 6 furlong circumference as compared 
to most tracks that are 1 mile in circumference. Let’s take “Lrl” for an example, a seven furlong race 
there is around one turn, while a 7 furlong race at “CT” is around 2 turns. This makes trying to 
compare times ridiculous. There is no comparison. At “Lrl” the horses run almost ½ mile before 
encountering a turn. At “CT”, however, the horses encounter a turn before running ¼ of a mile. At 
“CT” the turns are tighter and the straightaways are shorter. These differences have an influence on 
not just times, but how the horse(s) actually run their race. Getting position going into a sharp turn 
can be crucial because the shorter straightaway doesn’t give as much time for overcoming a 
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mistake.

Also, CT is one of the cheapest thoroughbred tracks in the country. Horses don’t start their careers 
there, but many of them end it there. Not sure about that? How many MSW (maiden special weight) 
races for two year olds do you see there? For that matter, how many of those type races do you see 
there for 3 year olds? Now, see how many races there have horses than are 6,7,8 and older. Why am
I mentioning all this?

The eventual winner shows 10 races, 4 of those races are at tracks of better quality and larger 
circumference, “Lrl” and “PIM”. I would eliminate all 4 of those races. That leaves 6 races, all at CT. 
It is interesting to note that the eventual winner won 3 of those 6 races. That’s 50%. Not bad!

And now the hard part.
It was asked in this thread where would the eventual winner get the necessary LPR and/or TPR in 
order to make it a contender? Let me offer an explanation.

“DOC” said, and it is in the manual, that a horse that just ran on the lead or fought for the lead in 
the first two fractions of its’ last race, regardless of distance, is sitting on a “big effort” regardless 
of how it finishes.  Well, that assumes the horse is placed in a race where it can deliver that “big 
effort”.  Obviously a $5,000 claimer that just ran on the lead the first two fractions of its’ last race 
and then runs in a GRADE I race is not going to deliver that “big effort”.  But how about its’ next race
if it returns to the $5,000 claiming level? It makes sense that it is still sitting on that potential “big 
effort”.  But how do you quantify that potential “big effort”? Numerically, you don’t!

With computer programs being what they are today, the majority of people are handicapping “by the
numbers”.  Here’s the problem.   Horses are not machines.  They don’t have settings where you can 
just dial up a number you want them to run.  Here’s the good news though.  Horses can and will 
deliver the numbers you are looking for based on their competition.  Let’s take a look at the eventual
winner’s last couple of races AND today’s race.

In the race 2 back the horse had the lead for the first two calls. (REMEMBER WHAT “DOC” SAID!) In 
the last race the horse ran at PIM, that’s a step or two above the level of horse running at CT, not to 
mention a complete change in track configuration.  I’m not surprised, based on the horse’s past 
performances, that it did not run well. Now let’s look at today’s race.

For today’s race we are back to CT, a plus for the horse.  Today’s race is at the lowest class level it 
has run at in months, another plus for the horse. And now one of the biggest pluses. For the first 
time, the horse is in a race with a condition.  (REMEMBER, “DOC” SAID YOU SHOULD ALWAYS 
READ THE CONDITIONS OF THE RACE BEFORE YOU DO ANYTHING!)  Today, the horse is 
running against “non winners of two races in the last 6 months”, a big drop from “open” (no 
condition) company, not to mention the drop in class level that comes with it.  When you take all this
into consideration you can expect this horse to run that “big effort” “DOC” talked about, just one 
race later.

For me, personally, line 2 is the line.  I think it was already pointed out that using that line shows 
the horse to be a couple of points higher on EPR than any other horse. (for me personally, I would 
have an “FFR” (first fraction rating))  Anyway, if line 2 shows this horse to be a couple of points 
higher on EPR than any other horse, then how much better will it be today with all the various 
factors mentioned in its’ favor?  Sorry.  There is no formula for developing a number.  The 
handicapper has to decide this for themselves.  The better handicappers will “get it”.  The other ones
won’t.

Recall that Jim Bradshaw talked about “VOODOO”.  Has anybody figured that one out yet?  I didn’t 
think so.  But many people still adhere to it.  Funny.  Perhaps “voodoo” isn’t some mysterious, black 
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magic “BS”, but rather, an understanding of horse racing.

Here is the horse with the races at “Lrl” and “PIM” lined out, leaving only relevant races at “CT” 
remaining.

Then see the review of each race after the horse's PP's.

Let's look at the winner line by line starting from the bottom. 

line 10 - a win vs. NW2L for $5,000
line 9 - a win vs. NW3L for $5,000 (winning these two conditions back to back is uncommon)
line 8 - a more or less even race vs. "OPEN" company for $6,250
line 7 - a race at "Lrl" that should be ignored
line 6 - a win while moving right back to the same condition and claiming level as line 8
line 5 - a race at "Lrl" for $7,500 vs. "OPEN" company that should be ignored
line 4 - a race at "Lrl" for $7,500 vs. "OPEN" company that should be ignored
line 3 - a race vs. "OPEN" company for $10,000 (way over its' head)
line 2 - a race vs. "OPEN" company for $6,250 (it leads at the first two calls)
line 1 - a race at "PIM" vs. "OPEN" company for $7,500 that should be ignored 
TODAY'S RACE - NW26M (non winners of 2 races in the last 6 months) vs. $5,000 
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Reading the Pps from the top down
In horse racing we only get to go back 10 races, but in most cases that is enough. By starting from 
the bottom and reading up we get to learn a lot about the horse, as it happened, but at all times we 
must read the conditions of today’s race first. That way we know where the horse is headed (today’s 
race), so in the back of our mind we are comparing each of its’ efforts to where it is going today. We 
try to determine if today’s race will be better or worse for the horse. What we are doing is reading 
each line paying attention to not just the claiming price, but to the condition of the race. We pay 
attention to the track the horse ran at and does that have any bearing on the horses performance? 
We look at the type of track (dirt, poly, turf). How did the horse react to each type of track it ran on 
and did it run good or bad on “off” tracks. If the horse had a bad performance was it because of the 
type of track or perhaps the horse was place at a class level where it could not compete. When you 
come across a race where the horse won or ran very well, was there anything in its’ races just before
it that indicated a coming good race? Look at the time between races. Does that information tell us 
anything? A very lengthy layoff could indicate the possibility of an injury. At all times we are paying 
attention to “how” the horse ran in each of its’ races. Was it early, presser or sustained? Did the 
distance of the race have a bearing on how the horse ran? As an example, I have seen many horses 
that run early at 6 furlongs, but consistently run as a presser at 5.5 furlongs. Take note of claims. 
Horses don’t always take to new surroundings and regiments. They may need a race with a new 
trainer before reverting back to form. Owners/trainers claim horses because they think they can 
improve the horse. That doesn’t always pan out. Many times they end up with buyers remorse. Just 
be aware of it. In short, you have to be aware of every piece of information you can see. It all 
matters, good or bad. In some cases, but not all cases, following the horses life (so to speak) leads 
us to the conclusion that the horse is a legitimate contender in today’s race. Other times our journey
shows us the horse is not prepared to compete today. It is not easy and is not something you learn 
overnight, but you have to start sometime if you are interested in improving your handicapping 
skills.

I take a lot of heat for analyzing a horse after it won or a race after it is over. Most recently, that was
the case with the horse that won the CT race. It was the only horse shown so I looked it and offered 
and alternate look at it to allow people to see the horse in a different light. (my alternate look was 
based on what I just laid our for you) When I think about it, I can’t recall any teaching race in any 
follow up that was shown before that race was run. Funny how that works. When trying to teach you
use examples. Examples naturally come from past experience. I can’t think of any author who writes
a book illustrating how to lose races. I doubt that that would be a very big seller. Authors always 
show old races, races that are long since over, as examples of how to get a winner. I wonder if they 
get heat too? Nahhh. They just get money from the sale of their book that “red boards” on every 
other page! But, hey, who cares? People hand over their money and are happy to so if it means 
learning how to pick more winners. As far as they are concerned..."red boarding" be damned. Just 
show us how to get more winners! 
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