
Winning with Early

Tips from Tom Brohamer

If you don’t already have “MODERN PACE HANDICAPPING by TOM BROHAMER”, you should certainly 
make it a point to try and obtain a copy.  In the event you don’t already know this, Tom Brohamer 
joined and was a Charter Member of P.I.R.C.O. (the Sartin Methodology) in 1983. He was also a 
“Teaching Member”.

I thought I would take a moment to post a few things he had to say in his book.  On page 48 and 
following, Brohamer talks about ESP (Early, Sustained, Presser).

“You must consider where in the pack the other horses are running, how many 
lengths behind the leader, what influence, if any, the horse is having on the pace, and 
you must do this at both the first and second calls…. However, you can only determine
a horse’s natural running style from pacelines where he had an impact on the pace or 
the outcome of the race.” (Emphasis added.)

He starts with Early Pace. He says, and I quote,"The trickiest piece of the pace scenario is the 
analysis of Early Pace. MOST RACES ARE WON ON OR NEAR THE LEAD". He goes on to say, "A 
horse designated as "EARLY" WILL FIGURE IN EVERY PACE SCENARIO".

“There are two kinds of Early horses.  There is, of course, the horse that absolutely 
must take the lead and go wire to wire to win…. It also includes the horses that are 
right on top of the leader, running second or third by a nose, head or neck.  They are 
running close enough for the leader to see, hear and even smell them as they exert 
their considerable influence on the pace.”  

Next are Early/Pressers:

“Horses that are Pressers at the first call but then move up very close to the lead or 
actually take the lead at the second call are Early/Pressers.”

Then Pressers:

“They are not running beside the leader but they are close enough to be seen and 
heard by the early horses and therefore also have a substantial influence on the pace.
Pressers are running second, third and even fourth, from about one length to about 
two and a half or three lengths behind the early horses.”

When describing "SUSTAINED" horses he says,"This one comes on late in the race, often after the 
issue has been decided.".  He goes to say,"It's habitually in the last third of the field at the early 
calls, and wins by catching the leaders in the last fraction. First call beaten lengths can be deceiving.
They'll often be within three or four lengths at the first call, but usually against slow fractions. 
POSITION IS THE DECIDING FACTOR AS TO RUNNING STYLE; NOT VELOCITY".

On page 15, it says that Brohamer practiced at Southern California tracks with various ideas and 
methods and winning consistently before he arrived at the most important conclusion of his career. 
"THE HIGH FIGURE HORSES LOST TOO OFTEN".

On page 20, Brohamer says,"This is another important point in pace analysis. A one run closer, the 
horse possessing only a strong third fraction, is THE WORST KIND OF PACE SELECTION.  Only 
when the early pace AND presser scenario completely breaks down is this type of runner a viable 
selection.  Even then, they usually settle for the minor purse. 
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FTL Comments on Running Styles

Early Horses
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.

In any horse race, the first thing that has to be established is, which horse will get the lead? Will it 
get pressure? The answer for most people is, if they see ANY horse that EVER had the lead at the 
first call, they think there will be a speed duel up front. In most cases, those horses that got the lead
ONCE, or maybe even twice, got it because there was no other horse in the race that was willing to 
try for the lead in the absence of any true early horse.  This does not make them front runners.  
They were early horses by default.  In the presence of a true early horse, they will not see the lead.

Often the “Early” winner was lacking in Total Energy in its’ last race.  THAT is the point.  Early horses
DO NOT need to show good total energy in order to win.  They win because of their EARLY energy, a 
concept most people just cannot grasp.  Naturally, the early horse needs certain circumstances in 
order to “pull it off”.  That should be understood and you have to “LOOK” for those circumstances, 
they are not present in every race. 

If a horse has been 1st or 2nd at the first call in three of its' last five races at a similar distance as 
today's race and on a similar surface, then I classify it as "E". (NOTE: for this purpose I treat poly as 
dirt).

(1) has the horse been able to get or try for the lead at least three times in the last five races 
     as described above, and 
(2) I only use the last 5 races because I want the most recent races. I want to be as sure as I
     can that the horse will duplicate its' most recent performances TODAY!  In doing this, I 
     also find out how many of these type horses are in today's race.

Early horses do not need to be in the top 5 TE in order to win. They need to be at the top for early 
position, class and speed, even if they backed up.  If they are the best early horse today, they will 
give you all the TE you need!!

Take a look at the entire field.  Consider ALL their races, not just one.  Do NOT look at times.  Now, 
which horse(s) look like they want the lead?  Keep in mind we only want to consider same surface 
and similar distance.

Once you establish that, compare these early types for class.  Which of these early horses has faced 
the best competition AND showed early speed?  Early speed horses dropping down at any level of 
racing pose a threat to win. Not only that, but even when the cheaper horse looks to be more early 
or has better times, it just can't reproduce those times versus a better horse.  And if they do, they 
are the early horses that will collapse from the effort.

I have always found that the easiest place to find winners at good prices is in the mis-matches of 
early horses vs. "ote" horses.  Moreover, I "trust" early horses much more than I do closers.  With 
closers you never know it they are going to get there or not.  In most cases a closer with a good 
recent line is also bet down quite a bit more than an early horse that backs up. "Early" horses can be
counted on to do what they do best....go for the lead.  When I find the mis-match I am looking for, 
there is little question in my mind that the horse will do what I expect it to do.

Year in and year out, without exception, the highest average mutual prices go to the winners with the
best first fraction time.  And that this is across all tracks, all surfaces and all distances.   The 
difference is not in pennies, but rather, in dollars.
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Horses that show an in the money finish in their last race pay lower prices than horses that finished 
out of the money in their last race, on average. That supports the fact that the best first fraction 
horses have the highest win prices compared to any other type of runner year in and year out. 

A strong race for an early horse (other than winning or getting nipped at the wire) is one in which it 
has or is fighting for the lead at the first two calls and backs up out of the money.

A strong race for a closer (other than a win) is one in which it makes up ground to be 3rd or just 
misses running second.  Obviously the latter will generally get bet over the former.

Pressers
You want to know what stresses a presser? How about a lone early horse he has to try and catch? 
Pressers do not normally run that far back from the early horses, so the 2nd fraction from among 
the pressers becomes important. The presser with the best second fraction stands the best
chance of challenging the leader under ideal circumstances.

I keep a number that reflects how many early type horses are in a race. This number is one that is of
my own making.  I have observed that pressers and/or closers do best when the number of 
early types is "0".  In other words, in a paceless race.  It makes sense to me because in a 
paceless race there is no true early horse to dictate the pace of the race on their terms, therefore, 
the presser can run their race in a less "stressful” environment. 

Closers
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 challenge for the 
win.

Although I do not use them, the Quirin "speed points" in RDSS give you some insight. When entered 
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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. 

You already know I have certain criteria for eliminating horse right up front. 

 After that, I first determine which horses are early. 
 Then I have to determine if they are equal based on the factors I already mentioned or if one 

is dominant. 
 Once that is accomplished, then I have to determine if the favorite can be beat or not.
 I make decisions about the race based on how the horses "match up" against each other in 

today's field.
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PARX 8TH, 8.25.13
I once asked a person on this board why he thought every race he posted was going to run “other 
than early”. His answer was short, to the point and truthful. He said, “because I don’t know how to 
pick early”.

Now let’s look at a quote from Tom Brohamer, which I posted elsewhere recently.
"The trickiest piece of the pace scenario is the analysis of Early Pace. MOST RACES ARE WON ON OR
NEAR THE LEAD".

People think because they see more than one early type in a race that all the early types are going 
to come out of the gate and run head to head and nose to nose until they all quit, because they 
think all the early types are capable of running identical early fractions. Well, it just don’t happen 
that way.  Even in races that are loaded with early types, most often, an early type will win. 
Something to keep in mind is, horses are not machines, therefore, they will not do what we expect 
them to do every time they run.  Sure, once in a while a late horse will close and win, but then, in 
horse racing…everything happens once in a while.

In the race being discussed here, the 8th at PARX on 8.25.13, I don’t think anyone would dispute
that the numbers 3,4,5 and 8 are all early type horses, with the #2 being an early presser. So let’s 
see how the race actually ran. These are the PP lines for this race that you will see for each horse 
the next time these horses run. 

At the first call the #3 has the lead and its’ closest pursuer is the “EP”, #2. So where are all the early
types? They have been relegated to just being “chasers” and will have no impact on the race. The 
#3 did what any early horse in a field that has several early types should do, make the lead at all 
costs. An early horse that can’t make the lead generally doesn’t win. So what happened to the 
“speed duel”? As is usually the case, what handicappers think will happen, doesn’t.

Here are the times for this race.

As you can see, the opening ¼ of a mile went in 21.56.
The second ¼ of a mile went in 22.57.
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The last ¼ of a mile went in 25.95…almost a full 26 seconds.

Now let’s move on to the winner, #7 who paid $10.80.   The poster told FTL, “I(n) the back of my 
mind I knew that 7 was gonna come late and pass them all...”

And here is his segments screen which show his line selection. 

And here is the last line for the #7 horse. 

Is this the line he had in the back of his mind that made him think this horse was going to pass them
all and win?  Again, he used the #7 horse’s last line to make that determination.

I mean, really, does that line encourage you to think the horse is going to pass them all 
and win??
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I think before this race is used as a teaching tool, perhaps some line selection education is in order. 
Ok, let’s talk about line selection for the winner, #7.

Here are the horses PP’s. 

I’m going to be as generous as I can and stay within the guidelines set down by the “Doc”.
I have the “Trip Tab” open so we can see the comments.

“Doc” provided us with many examples of “excusable” races. One of them was “a trouble line”.

The comment in line 1 says “eased back”. The effect of easing the horse back was to take it right out
of the race.  I don’t know about anyone else, but I don’t know the reason for the horse being eased 
back.  So let’s be generous and say that was a trouble line.

Moving to line 2 we see that the distance of the race was 5 furlongs and a “+” line.  Many people 
don’t like to use 5 furlong lines, myself included.  Sometimes we are forced into using a 5 furlong 
line because that is all that is available, however, in this case we can go back one more line to line 3.
Line 3 is still a recent race and another “+” line for a 6 furlong race.  So let’s use that line instead of 
the last line, which was a useless “0” line.
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Now let’s take a look at some screen shots.  Using the same lines as the questioner, here is the 
original screen.

Does anything stand out for you?? 

How can you evaluate how the #7 horse will run based on this line?  Now let's take a look 
at the same screen using line 3 for the #7 horse.

Doesn't that look better?  
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Now let's look at the segments screen. 

Does this make more sense to you?  Does this give you more confidence that the #7 horse
will pass them all and win?? 

PEN 8, 11.10.12 (Interpreting the Segments Screen)

I wrote to the questioner and asked him to look at the race. I asked him to NOT do the race in RDSS
or any other program.  I asked him to just look at the field and see if he could make a case for the 
winner, #5.  He wrote back and said "yes" it was the lone "E" horse in the race.  Keep in mind, this 
was solely from a "visual" look.

Then I asked him to do the race in RDSS, which he did. Naturally, he selected two horses, one of 
which was the winner.

At the bottom of this post I am posting his "race segments" screen, where I marked a couple of 
areas and we discussed that.  As you can see, he selected line 1 for the winner. I agree with that 
line. Here's why.

It should be clear to anyone looking at this race, that the #5 horse IS the lone early horse in the 
race. By "early" I mean the leader at the first call. Upon further inspection of the #5 horse, you can 
see from line 3 and 5 that "getting the distance" is NOT an issue for this horse. Therefore, using the 
last line a (+) line, the only thing we need to know is, will this horse be able to lead the field, based 
on the selected lines for the "contenders". We want to know if the horse is "currently" capable of 
making the lead. It was.

Now, a couple of points in the segments screen from the emailer.

1 - Under the heading of "computed beaten lengths" and "F1", you can see that the #5 horse
shows "0.0", so it is the leader at the first call.

2 - right next to "F1" is "SC", which is the second call and again, it shows the #5 horse with 
"0.0", so it is also the leader at the second call. However, if you look to the right under the 
heading "incremental match up" and under "F2", you will see the #2 horse first, the #7 horse
second and the #5 horse 3rd.  Why the conflict?
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Well, it really ISN'T a conflict. When you look at the incremental match up screen, the segment F1 
shows the fastest horse to the first call.

When you look at F2, the horse that shows as being "first" there is not necessarily the horse that
will have the lead at the second call. So in this case, the #2 horse runs the fastest "second 
fraction", the #7 is the second fastest second fraction horse and the #5 is the third fastest second 
fraction horse. But the #5 will still be on the lead at the second call. The #2 and #7 are running a 
slightly faster second fraction, but all three horses are fairly close.

Now look under the computed beaten lengths at the first call. The #7 shows 6.3 at the first call and 
the #2 shows 2.4, so even though those two horses are running a slight faster second fraction, they 
still have ground to make up on the #5.

What you have to anticipate is this. A lone early horse out on the lead doesn't have to run as fast as 
it does when being "pressured" on the lead.  This is no different than "anticipating" a late horse 
making up ground if an early pace battle materializes.

One final note.  When looking at the segment screen, where the little horses are, the horse that 
shows as being first in the F2 segment IS NOT necessarily the leader at the second call.  It could be
a deep closer that is still 5 lengths behind at the second call. It just ran the fastest between the first 
call and the second call.

By the way, the #5 paid a very generous $24.00! 
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Mnr 7th 4.5.13 (AL 25 NL-3)
Let me go over the guidelines for picking contenders and pacelines.

1 - no horse with a ML=>20/1 will be considered a contender or get assigned a line.
2 - no horse that hasn't raced in the last 90 days will be considered a contender or be assigned a 
line.
3 - no horse will be assigned a line that is more than 90 days old.
4 - the last line will always be the line unless there is a valid reason to go back a line.
5 - all lines assigned will be either "+" or "(+)" lines.

These are the guidelines used in every post I make.  They never change.  Consistency is one of 
the "keys" to handicapping.

Ok, first the horses.  Horses not considered contenders are marked for the reason they were not 
considered contenders.
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#2 - the last line is the line used. 

#3 - the last line is the line used

#4 - No line
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#5 - the last line is the line used

#6 - the last line is the line used

#7 was scratched.

Ok, the idea behind this thread is to show early horses with an early advantage that will allow it to 
wire the field. So let's take a look at the usual screen shots.

Here are the lines for the contenders. As you can see, there are two early horses and two sustained 
horses. You can also see that the #2 horse has "8" Quirin speed points as compared to "5" for the 
#3 horse.  All that has to be determined is which of these two horses has the fastest first fraction.  If
one of them can establish a clear lead the other will fade. 
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On the TPR screen we can see that the #2 horse is considerably faster at the second call than the #3
horse. This does not bode well for the #3 horse and makes the #2 horse a real threat. 

The segments screen now tells us all we need to know. The #2 is the far superior horse at the first 
fraction. This will allow the #2 to set a comfortable pace. 
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Here is the chart of the race. The winner, #2, paid a very nice $15.80. 

Three (3) Matching Earlies

The impact on three matching earlies is not so much the %E as it is the first fraction. If you look at 
the screen shot I used in my last post, I think you can conclude at a glance which horse had the 
highest %E. (the bottom horse)  That horse won the race. Why? It had the best first fraction. The 
other early types couldn't keep up early and that horse went on to win.

Race Conditions for Starter Allowance Races
Just keep in mind that Starter Allowance races come with a variety of conditions. Aside from the 
stated claiming price, the rest of the condition could be;

NW2L
NW3L
NW4L
NW1X
NW2X
NW3X

In more recent years “Starter Allowance” races have become popular because they are for claiming 
horses and the horse’s connections can run their horse in this type of race without fear of the horse 
being claimed. The conditions associated with these races can be anything, so make sure you read 
them.
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Does AGE matter?

Here is a post about a $76.00 winner at PARX, race #2.  Amazingly, this came in a 6 horse field and 
the winner had a ML of just 6/1.

Here's a link to it if you haven't read it yet. http://paceandcap.com/forums/showthread.php?t=9214

The title of this thread is "Does AGE Matter?".  As you might imagine, the answer is "YES" and that is
what this is all about.  I've written about this before, but it never hurts to go over it again.

Early in the year there are generally not any races for three year olds and up (older). WHY? Because 
these three year olds were just the two year olds and have not matured enough to compete with 
older horses. And even when you do see a race for three year olds and older, the race generally has 
no three year olds in it.

We are, however, at early summer and three year olds will start taking a shot vs older horses. Keep 
in mind, by late summer and early fall, these three year olds will be mature enough to compete with 
older horses.

I'm going to go through the 2nd race at PARX, 1 horse at a time.

Here is horse #1

As you can see, this horse is 4 years old and has been racing against other older horses.
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Horse #2 

This is a 3 year old.  Starting in line 6, this horse has consistently shown early speed at the 16K and 
10K claiming level, having won a NW2L at the 10k level.  Suddenly, in its' last race that early speed 
disappeared.  The thing to take notice of is this. It met older horses for the first time!

Some could take the position that it raced on an 'off' track and that was the cause of the poor effort.
OK.  Some could argue that the class level was too high, but it had shown early speed at that level 
previously.  Not OK.

Horse #3

This is the ONLY other 'older' horse in the race (4 years old) and has been racing against older 
horses throughout the PP's shown.

There is certainly nothing wrong with this horse’s form. In its' last six races it has been 1st or 2nd 
four times at the second call, 3rd once and 4th (beaten just a neck) in the other race. 
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Horse #4

This is a 3 year old that has raced against older horses in its' last three starts, winning one of them. 

Horse #5

Horse #6

This is another 3 year old that met older horses for the first time in its' last race. It did not run well 
at all.  In fact, this horse has had poor efforts its' last five races.  Hardly worth considering as a 
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contender.

So here is the bottom line. We have a field of 6 horses consisting of four 3 year olds and just TWO 4 
year olds. 

The 4 year olds ran first and third.  When you consider the age benefit the 4 year olds have over the 
other 3 year olds and when you consider that the winner has displayed good form throughout its' 
last 5 races, should the winner been sent off at 37/1?.  Is there any reason you couldn't consider the
winner as a possible win bet?
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OP 4, 04.13.13.  Question about horse #9. The question was could we/should we go back to line
3.

Let's look at the #9. The question is, "should we go back to line 3?" My answer is "NO" and here is 
the reason.

You will find that in many of my answers, "conditions" usually play a part.  This case is not different, 
so let's look at the conditions for the last three races.  But before we do that, what is today's 
condition?  It is an "OC" (optional claiming race) with a NW2X (non winners of 2 race other than) 
condition.  So are lines 1 and 2.  Line 3, however, is different.  Line 3 was a "CL" (claiming race) with
a NW3L (non winners of 3 races lifetime) condition.  There is a BIG difference between the 
conditions of lines 1 & 2 when compared to the conditions of line 3, with the conditions of lines 1 & 2
being MUCH tougher.  Since this horse ran well in line 3 and ran so bad in lines 1 & 2, we can 
logically conclude it will NOT run well in today's race.  It is NOT a contender in today's race. 
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The 90 “rules”

I have two 90 rules or you could call them guidelines if you prefer.

1 - Any horse without a race in the last 90 days is a NON CONTENDER.  Why this rule?  From over 
500,000 races my database shows that 94% of all winners have run within the last 90 days.  Put 
another way. If you are considering betting a horse that has been off more than 90 days, you have 
a 6% chance of winning!

2 - I only use a line if it occurred in the last 90 days, otherwise the horse is a NON CONTENDER.

The database information I gave you above is the reason for these rules/guidelines.  Like the 
statistic I noted on ML 20/1 or higher, horses that have not run in the last 90 days or horses without 
a good comparable line in the last 90 days also fit into the same scenario.  It's not the "needle" I'm 
looking for, it's the haystack! There are many, many terrific prices without "going fishing" for them.

As far as the favorite that has not run in the last 90 days is concerned, yes, I would eliminate the 
horse as a non contender as far as I am concerned, however, I will still look at the horse AND 
at the rest of the field.  If I cannot find a horse "I believe" can win the race, I will pass the race. 
This is true in every race I look at.  I will always look at the favorite and determine if I can beat it or 
not.  I will look at what is "right" with it and I will look at what is "wrong" with it.  In order for me to 
bet against the favorite, I have to believe I can beat it.  Since I never bet on a favorite, I am either 
confident I can beat it and bet against it or I pass the race. 

Exception to the Layoff guideline

I'm sure you know from all the times I have mentioned it that I eliminate horses off more than 90 
days. The problem with horse racing is that it can be so "situational". This is one of those situations. 
When we are dealing with 3 year olds early in their 3 year old season and it is obvious by the 
class of races this horse has been in, that the connections have "some" aspirations for this horse.  At 
the end of a horse's 2 year old year, any trainer with a horse he "thinks" has potential is going to 
stop racing for a few months.  They will allow the horse to rest and mature a little before starting the
3 year old campaign, which for them, hopefully leads to the Derby.  For these reasons, I will back 
off my own 90 day rule. These are not your day in and day out type of horses.  For me, I 
understand what is going on and I do have a comfort zone when looking at: 

- this type of race, 
- for horses this age, 
- at this time of year, ONLY

More on EARLY…  WO 10, 7.7.13, The Queen’s Plate

Here is a link to an older post so you can read it.  http://paceandcap.com/forums/showthread.php?t  =  .  
Before you go there you should also read this post.  Here, I am going to go over two races, one 
posted by Ted and the other is one I am posting. Rather than me duplicating Ted’s words, I’m just 
going to cut and paste what he said, here.

“Didn't think that the Lone Early #1 Midnight Aria had what it took to survive the 3rd fraction 
challenge from both the #2 and #7, but it was an instructive lesson in what a Lone Early can 
do: slow things down then draw on the savings when challenged in the stretch, which is 
precisely what happened.

In retrospect (i.e. where everything is clearer ), I should have examined the last race Tandem
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between more than half the field - the Plate Trial - particularly in light of Midnight Aria being a
LONE EARLY - truly: no one else wants the lead (check it out).

In the Plate Trial (last Tandem), Midnight Aria dueled through 8 of 9 furlongs with one 
another horse, who is not running today and as a result of which duel, lost by (only) 1 3/4 
controlling the pace? And have just a smidgin more left in the tank than in his previous 3 
races?

I cannot remember how many long prices I have cashed on by expecting a Tandem reversal 
today given the absence of a previously impactful horse (a lot).

As I said - a retrospective - BUT the value is in at least ASKING the above questions - 
and knowing that you can find that kind of info somewhere in RDSS! At 17-1, you get a lot of 
slack for trying to compose wagers which include that horse somehow, especially since the 
2nd and 3rd place horses were already covered by 'less astute' analysis.”

Very nice work, especially where Ted looked back beyond the last race! Outstanding! Nobody said 
handicapping was easy. Nobody said there wasn’t some “work” involved.

The only thing I will comment on is where Ted said,” In retrospect (i.e. where everything is clearer ”. 
Everything Ted said here was just as clear PRE-RACE as it was POST-RACE…IF YOU WERE 
LOOKING FOR IT!

After reading Ted’s post, I went and looked at the race. Here is my “original” screen showing the 
lines I used and how the contenders running styles compare. To me, this would be the first indication
that there is a possibility that one of the contenders could go wire to wire.

This was a nice winner @$35.20.
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Ok, on to the race I wanted to post. It was the 2nd race at PEN today.  I’m not going to run down 
the whole field, but instead, focus on the winner, #7. Here are the PP's for the winner.

It broke it’s maiden in its’ 4th start at two years old for $10,000. In it’s next race vs. NW2L for 
$12,500, it ran a very respectful 2nd. This was followed by another race vs. NW2L for $16,000, 
where the horse showed good early speed before fading. What is important here is, the horse was 
“OFF” for almost 5 months after this race. Again, it is important to note that this was the horses last 
race as a two year old. Why is that important? I have written about young horses getting injuries 
and time OFF being required to heal the injury. This seems to fill the bill.

When the horse comes back to the races it is entered in a $13,000 “OPEN” claiming race. Although 
the claiming price is less than the horses last race before the layoff, it is actually a more difficult race
because it is against “OPEN” (unlimited multiple winners) company.

This was followed by a drop in class to $8,000 vs. NW2L. Good placement. It showed some early 
speed and faded. Is there a reason it did not run better? The track was ‘sloppy’ that day and since 
this is the only time the horse has run on an off track, we can assume it did not care for the footing 
that day.

The horses last race was, again, vs. $8,000 claimers. This time it was against “state bred” horses.
What is important here is this. I went back and looked at that race. There were no less than 2 other 
early horses in that race that were more “dedicated” to making the lead than this horse. It was to 
this horses credit that it chased another horse for a half mile (67% of the race) in that race before 
fading. Remember, early horses want the lead. In most cases, if they can’t get the lead they fade. 
This is no different than a closer that cannot get the pace it needs and does not close.
So we have a horse that has had 3 races back after a layoff, one of which can be dismissed for an off
track. We have a horse that was “outgunned” for the lead in its’ last race and, today, IS the lone 
“dedicated” early horse in the race. The result? A wire to wire win @ $22.20.

I’m sure my following comment could be disputed, but you don’t get “early” winners looking for a 
good 3rd fraction. That is for closers… when you are looking for a closer. With early horses, it is the 
early fractions you should be looking for, along with other “dedicated” early horses in the race.
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In both of these examples, it was the extra handicapping by going back and looking at previous 
races that made these winners playable. 

Explaining how to evaluate early horses is not an easy thing to do and that is why I used Ted's 
example and my example. In both cases it was not the 3rd fraction from some previous race that 
lead to those horses winning their respective races. It was the early fractions and the "make up" or 
"match up" of the horses in the races. Looking back at previous races and the make up or match up 
in those races also provided more information that ultimately had a bearing on today's races.
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Del 5 7.11.13

Regarding the race at Delaware and the #5 horse. Is it the lack of 3rd fraction that keeps it from 
winning or is it early pressure that keeps it from winning? If you look over the PP's for the horse, you
will see that in 7 early calls this horse has been "fighting" for the lead. Fighting for the lead at those 
early calls tends to tire a horse, leaving it little for the 3rd fraction.

In its' last race after almost 5 months OFF, it fought for the lead, not only at the first two calls, but 
also to the stretch call. There is no doubt in my mind that this race was very good for the horse's 
conditioning, but the race being just 15 days ago, the question becomes, how tiring was that effort 
after being OFF?

Now in that same race there was another "E7" horse. This horse did not stand out as an early horse 
just looking at the PP's. Here is the horse.
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To get a true picture of the horse and how it performs at a route distance, let's first clear away all 
the sprint races. Now let's look at what is left. It becomes clearer that when this horse is in a route 
race it will be on the lead or trying for the lead.

Let's take a look at this horse. Between lines 3 and 4 the horse was off for about 4 and a half 
months. When they brought the horse back, they put it in an overnight stake. Did they bring it back 
in a sprint or a route? Why does that matter? If you look down the PP's, I know you will see a win in 
a sprint, but what type of race do you really think they are trying to win? I believe they are trying to 
win a route. And in trying to win a route, the horse will run early to win. So, the first race back being
a sprint tells me they are trying to put speed into the horse. That is an old training tactic, just like 
running a sprint horse in a route in order to build up its' stamina. It ran 3rd on the inner track at 
AQU. There is always the possibility that it didn't like the surface. I know I can't be sure about that. 
Then it went into an ALW race with a NW$3X, which is "non winners of 'X' amount of money, three 
times, other than" condition. In that race it showed speed for 1/2 mile. Consider this. The first call is
just one of four calls, BUT it makes up 1/2 of the race!! The horse tried for the lead to that point and
faded. The next thing they did was enter it in another sprint race, no doubt for the same reason as 
the sprint the first race back after the layoff. Then it was back to a route, today. The one thing you 
know is, it will run up on or close to the lead today. It has had three specific conditioning races after 
a layoff. 

All trainers do not use the same training methods. Like the #5 horse as an example. The trainer 
thought his horse was ready the first time out after it's layoff. A look at that race shows the trainer 
wasn't necessarily wrong. It fought for the lead from the start all the way to the stretch call. It 
wasn't that the horse wasn't ready, it was the make up or match up of the race that kept it from 
winning. Had the horse been in a race where there were no other early horses to pressure it, it is 
likely it would have won. 

In the case of the #2 horse, it appears the trainer believed his horse needed some conditioning after
its' layoff, so he planned the conditioning races as he saw fit. First a sprint, then a route. After 
seeing how it performed in the route, he decided on another sprint. One thing is for sure. You could 
certainly expect a better race today than the horse showed in its' route race two back. As it turned 
out, the #2 stalked the #5 to the top of the stretch where it finally wore the #5 horse down and 
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then went on to win.

I started this thread following your lead in doing some “in depth” handicapping by looking at more 
than just a running line. By looking back at a previous race (or races) in an effort to gain a better 
understanding of how a horse will run today. More recently, Ted posted up a similar effort and when I
came across yet another similar circumstance I thought it a good idea to share it, so others will read
about your race, Ted’s race and the race last night. In all three cases, taking the time to really 
handicap and dig into not only today’s race, but previous races paid off with good priced winners. 

With respect to the Delaware Park race, you made a good point by comparing the 3rd fraction of two
early type horses. If comparing the 3rd fraction of two early horses can help anyone, then I am in 
favor of it. That is analyzing a “race within a race”. Further, if my critique of the #2 horse in that race
can lead anyone to the point where they recognize that horse as an early horse, then “mission 
accomplished”. All early horses are not as easy to recognize as the #5 horse in that race. Obviously 
the line maker saw something in the #2 horse that the public couldn’t see. The line maker made the 
#2 horse the ML favorite at 2/1. The public sent the horse off at 5/1. Keeping mind that the line 
maker makes their ML based on how they think the public will bet, the line maker, in this case, gave 
the public too much credit. This is a good thing for those who can see what the line maker saw.

Finally, when I say,” I’m sure my following comment could be disputed, but you don’t get “early” 
winners looking for a good 3rd fraction. That is for closers… when you are looking for a closer. With 
early horses, it is the early fractions you should be looking for, along with other “dedicated” early 
horses in the race”, I am saying something of which I am certain. I always find myself coming back 
to something Jim Bradshaw use to say. “Horse racing is an easy game. When the gates open one 
horse goes out for the lead. If no other horse can pass it…it WINS!” In those races I’m sure a pre-
race analysis showed horses with strong 3rd fractions that, ultimately, did not serve them well in 
races that developed in that way.

It is very unlikely that an early horse that fades will ever come out on top on the BL/BL screen, 
especially since the 3rd fraction in RDSS is double weighted.

It would be very unlikely that an early horse that fades would ever come out on top on the BL/BL 
screen even if the 3rd fraction wasn’t double weighted.

In the context of a field of horses, it will be the closers that are dominant in the 3rd fraction, not the 
early horse that fades. For RDSS users, compare the BL/BL screen to the “original” screen where you
can see how the horses ran in the line you chose. 

Take a look at the original and BL/BL screens from the PEN race last night.
Here is the original screen.
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Now let's look at the BL/BL for this race.

It is little wonder that two closers sit atop the BL/BL.

Therefore, as was pointed out in the “Bill V goes the extra mile” thread, as Ted pointed out in his 
recap of the Queen’s Plate race and as I pointed out in the 2nd race at PEN last night, doing some 
extra handicapping work with respect to what the early horse has been up against recently in the 
way of other dedicated early horses running against it and how the other possible early contenders 
may affect the race today, makes the difference. 

Thinking and tandems

Before there is any further discussion regarding "tandems", let me just say tandems are useless. I 
know there will those who disagree, but wait, I will explain.

Exactly what is it that you are trying to accomplish by using the tandem concept? You don't have to 
answer...I already know.  Well let me tell you, you're beating a dead horse, so to speak. The tandem 
concept does not provide enough information for you to accomplish what you think you are setting 
out to accomplish.

The first thing you don't know when using the tandem concept is, who were ALL OF THE HORSES in
that previous race?  How did the horses YOU CAN'T SEE impact the race and influence how your 
tandem horses ran? YOU DON'T KNOW!

Does today's race have the same match up factors as the previous tandem race. YOU DON'T KNOW!
So what good is the tandem concept?  How does it help you?

Now, you want to know about "thinking"? No problem.  I would like everyone to click on the link 
below and go read this post.  You will see how Bill V. "thinks" and how his demonstration of 
evaluating lines and contenders far exceeds the tandem concept.  More on this on the next page.
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In the conversation I had with Bill V., he told me he used line 2 for the #1 horse and he explained 
the reason for using that line.  

Bill said he keeps all the old files, so he went back and looked at the last race for the #1 horse. What
he found was a race with a lot of early speed in it and that was the reason for the early pressure put 
on the #1 horse. With that in mind, Bill rationalized that the race today was pretty much devoid of 
early pace pressure and so on that basis felt line 2 was more appropriate. This is what I call, going 
the extra mile!!! 

Bill does his own ESP analysis of every non maiden race.  The nice thing about this race was there 
was only 1 Early horse, the 1. Horse 1 also is a E7, the 7 is the Quirin speed rating.  Any horse with 
a 7 or 8 is sure to want the lead.  It always breaks well and passes horses to get the lead.

Bill’s reasoning:

Line 1 is a plus within a zero race, but because its LPR is so weak its TPR will be weak.  When I see a
Early horse with this type of line 1 paceline I check its EPR and LPR balance. I compared its plus race
balance to that line and I saw it tried way to hard to hold on to the lead it got in the first fraction.  I 
saw the unbalanced Early (for this horse), by the big red stick with a +19, and in its other plus 
races.  Its normal EPR is about 81 In line 1 it ran an 87.
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Since Line 1 was a (+) line and the horse is coming right back after only 9 days I wanted to check 
what happened in the Jan 5th race.  I went back to that race and since I had done the ESP
for that race that day, I saw that in the Jan 5th Match UP the 1 horse was in with 4 other strong QSP
Early horses.  Since it got the lead in that tough match up I felt that Line 2 even though it was a 
muddy line would be more indicative of what would happen today.

Here is the link to Bill’s full post.  http://paceandcap.com/forums/showthread.php?t=8969
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Just Follow the Guidelines

This thread, Just Follow the Guidelines, spanned six days of racing from several tracks.  The 
examples and FTL’s commentary take up nearly 30 pages, after which the results are summarized.  
The first race from this thread starts with  the MNR 9, 09.13.13 below.

The Sartin Methodology provides guidelines that cover just about any situation you will encounter.
Every race I post is done in the same way and following those guidelines.  I also add a couple of 
guidelines of my own that I have learned from my database.  Here they are:

1 - eliminate any horse that has a ML of 20/1 or higher. You'll get high price winners without 
searching for a needle in the haystack.

2 - eliminate any horse that has not run in the last 90 days. 95% of all winners have had a 
race in the last 90 days.

3 - eliminate any horse that does not have a "+" or "(+)" line at a similar distance and 
surface in the last 90 days. 

CONSISTENCY is the key.

Last Line is Best Line
If the horses best race is the last line and the last line is recent, why not use it? Would the horse be 
better off in the barn for a couple of months after that race before racing again when it is no longer 
in the same good form?

What IF the horses last three races are its' best three races? Doesn't that indicate good current 
form? 

Have you ever heard the phrase "strike while the iron is hot"?

Top level horses tend to hold their form, that is the reason they are top level horses.  However, we 
don't get cards every day that are full of top level horses.  For the most part we get bottom level to 
mid level horses to wager on.  These horses tend to NOT hold their form very long.  If these horses 
are in good form "NOW", use the most recent line that shows that form.  That will be a "+" or "(+)" 
line. 

If the last line is a "+" or a "(+)" line, run at a similar distance and surface, USE IT!

MNR 9,  09.13.13
There were only 7 horses in this race. Here is my rundown of the field.

#1 – Line 2, 62 days ago. Last line, 26 days ago, was on the turf. Not the same surface as today. 
Today’s condition is for NW2L. Following the guidelines, you can use the horses maiden win, which is 
line 2 and a “+” race.
#2 – NO LINE. This horse has one race, a maiden win, however, it was not at today’s distance.
#3 – Last line. It was at the same distance and surface, therefore there is no reason to go back any 
further. The last line was a “+” race.
#4 – NO LINE. This horse has no form since its’ maiden win 327 days ago. Is there anything in the 
horses 7 races since then that encourages you to think it is ready to run back to that performance?
#5 – Line 2. Last line was not at a similar distance. Line 2 was at a similar distance. It was a “+” 
line. There is no reason to go back further.
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#6 - No LINE. This horse hasn’t run in 124 days. It is not a contender.
#7 - Last line. The last line was at the same distance and surface. In fact, it was at the same track 
and condition. The race is a “+” race (it ran 3rd) and it was just 14 days ago.

Here are the horses.
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Screen shots and chart 
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Sooner or later everyone has to come up with a consistent strategy for picking contenders and 
pacelines, otherwise be hopelessly lost.

I see no better place to start than with the guidelines set forth by Howard Sartin at the outset of his 
methodology.

It doesn't matter what you do, you will not pick the winner of every race or even every race you bet 
should you pass some races. You will lose races. The idea is to win as many of them as you can. 
Using one strategy this race and another strategy the next race can only get you and your bankroll 
in trouble. 
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PARX 5,  09.15.13

Well, this thread is going so well I decided to post another race. This one is from Sunday at PARX, 
the 5th race.

I don't think I have to spell out the guidelines again. It seems everyone pretty much understands 
them. Whether they agree or not is another matter.

There is one thing I want to cover regarding this race. Where the conditions appear on the RDSS 
screens, the full condition for some Starter Allowances (SA) race are not shown. Where the race is a 
NW2L or NW3L that does appear. Where the condition is NW1X, that does not appear. This also 
happens to be the condition for today's race.

Here's the rundown:

#1 - last line. There is no reason to choose any other line. The race was 22 days ago on the same 
surface, at a similar distance and same class.
#2 - NO LINE. The last race is 126 days ago.
#3 - last line. There is no reason to choose any other line. The race was 22 days ago on the same 
surface, at a similar distance and same class.
#4 - SCR
#5 - NO LINE. All its' races are route races with the exception of a 7.5 furlong race which was on the
turf and is too old anyway.
#6 - Line 2. Last race 14 days ago. Second race back 62 days ago. You can't use the last line at 4 
furlongs from Timonium. Line 2 qualifies as a "(+)" race because although it lost 1 position from the 
first call to the second call, it gained almost 1.5 lengths to be within 2 lengths of the leader at the 
second call.
#7 - Last line. The race was 14 days ago, same distance, same surface. It is moving up in class.

Before I post the horses and screen shots, take note of the #1, #3 and #7 horses that all have a 
recent race at today's class level. Make your own judgments.
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Screen shots and chart:
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MNR 7, 09.16.13
The Tough One

Here is race 7 from MNR on 9.16.13, Cl 5000, NW4-L.  This is the type of winner that is hard for 
most people. WHY?  Well, there appears to be a lot of early types, so most people would be looking 
for a closer, figuring the early types would burn each other out leaving the race open for a closer to 
win. It doesn't always work out that way.

What happens to the early types, in a race with a lot of early types, when they can't make the lead? 
They back up and are of no consequence in the outcome of the race.  This is true even when there is
a dominant early type that outruns the other early types.  They back up, while the dominant early 
type goes on with it.  Now it is a matter of whether or not the closers can catch the dominant early. 
Many times they don't.  Most races with a lot of early types are won by one of these early types. 
Let's get on to the rundown of the horses.

#1 - NO LINE. ML is 30/1.
#2 - Last line. The last line was 27 days ago at a similar distance and on the same surface. It was a 
win (a "+" race) vs. NW3L. The horse is moving up in condition.
#3 - Last line. The last line was 20 days ago at the same distance and same surface.The race was a 
2nd (a "+" race) vs NW4L. This is the same condition as today.
#4 - Last line. The last line was 9 days ago, at a similar distance and on the same surface. The 
horse finished 3rd (a "+" race) vs NW4L, the same as today's race.
#5 - NO LINE. The last line was 9 days ago at a similar distance and on the same surface. The horse
ran a poor race vs the same class and condition as today's race. There is no apparent excuse for the 
race, therefore, going back a line is not appropriate.
#6 - Last line. The last line was 9 days ago at a similar distance and on the same surface. It is a 
"(+)" race vs the same class and condition as today's race. it is a "(+)" race because it had the lead 
at the first two calls. The fade down the stretch does not matter. In the Paceline Manual, Doc said 
this is the most positive sign of approaching good form.
#7 - Last line. The last line was 14 days ago at a similar distance and on the same surface. It was a 
win (a "+" race) vs NW3L. Today it is moving up in condition.
#8 - SCR
#9 - Line 2. The last line is not usable because it was run at 4.5 furlongs at CT, a bullring track. Line 
2 was a 2nd place finish 55 days ago, so it is a "+" race.  It was run at a similar distance and on the 
same surface.  That race was against the same class and same condition as today's race. 

Here are the horses.
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Here are the screen shots and the chart.  Take note of the items I have marked in red. 
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Additional Comments
I know there are many that don't like and would not use the last line for #6.  So here is what I did.  
I used the line 4 back, a win vs NW3L from 71 days ago.  Now let's take a look at the segments 
screen and compare it to the segments screen using the last line.  I'll show the original segments 
screen first, followed by the one using line 4 for the winner. 

I will suggest to you, that using the last line is the better choice. WHY? Because it shows the horse 
being very close up at the first call (F1) and then being able to make the strongest second fraction 
time of any other horse in the race.  So as the horses are entering the stretch, the #6 horse is 
moving away from the field.

Just because a horse backs up in the stretch in its' last race, does not mean it will back up again 
today.
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PARX 6, 09.17.13
Ok, let's go to PARX for race 6. A field of 8 with no scratches. It's a 6f claiming race for 3 year olds 
and up with a claiming price of $16,000 and a NW2L condition.

Here's the rundown:
#1 - Last line. It is a "(+)" race since the horse was on the lead at the first two calls and faded down
the stretch. The race was 27 days ago at DMR, a poly surface, at today's distance.  Yep, it got 
claimed out of its' last race for $8,000 and got shipped all the way across the country.  Take not it 
has only had two races since it was off for 354 days.  Also take note that it broke its' maiden for a 
claiming price of $20,000.  When a horse breaks their maiden in a maiden claiming race, they are 
generally competitive at half of that price when moving into a claiming race.  That makes the last 
race for $8,000 look pretty bad for this horse.
#2 - Last line. The last line was 27 days ago at a similar distance and on the same surface. It is a 
"+" race since the horse ran 2nd. Prior to the last race the horse had 5 route races.
#3 - Last line. The last line was 24 days ago at a similar distance and on the same surface. It ran 
3rd making it a "+" race.
#4 - Last line. The last line was17 days ago at a similar distance and on the same surface. In the 
race the horse was fighting for and had the lead at the 1st call and was fighting for the lead at the 
2nd call, making this a "(+)" race. The race was also at the same claiming price and condition as 
today's race.
#5 - Last line. In its' last race the horse broke its' maiden at a similar distance and on the same 
surface. Since today's condition is NW2L it is acceptable, by the guidelines, to use its' maiden win. 
Because the horse won the race, it is a "+" race. 
#6 - NO LINE. The last race for this horse, 22 days ago, came after being off for 194 days. The last 
race was a route on the turf so it is unacceptable.
#7 - Last line. In its' last race the horse broke its' maiden at a similar distance and on the same 
surface. Since today's condition is NW2L it is acceptable, by the guidelines, to use its' maiden win. 
Because the horse won the race, it is a "+" race. 
#8 - Line 2. The last line was on the turf, so we move down to line 2, which was 72 days ago and 
within the 90 day cutoff. In that race the horse broke its' maiden at a similar distance and on the 
same surface. Since the horse won the race, it is a "+" race.

Here is the field. 
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Before I go on, take a look at every horse in the race and see how many have had 
EXTENDED periods of time away from the races. It was something that caught my eye. 
This leads me to believe many of these horses have physical problems.  The #4 horse, 
however, has had 10 races in the last 174 days, approximately one race very 17 days. Horses with 
problems don't keep that kind of racing schedule.  The #4 horse is a sound horse.

Ok, let's look at the screen shots.

Looking at the original screen, it appears this race is very much like the race I posted yesterday, that
is to say, there appears there will be a lot of activity up front early. Let's see how it plays out. 

In yesterday's race I mentioned that when there is a lot of early horses, that doesn't necessarily 
mean there will be a battle up front.  If one early horse can dominate the others, the other early 
horses will fade and be of no consequence in the outcome of the race.  We can see here on the TPR 
screen that the #4 is the fastest horse to the second call.

Note: 3 horses lines from maiden claiming races [5-7-8], two of which are very low MC types as 
highlighted.
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Moving on to the segments screen, we can also see that the #4 horse is much the fastest horse at 
the first call. This doesn't bode well for the other early types. Look at the computed beaten lengths 
at the first call. 

Now we come to the BL/BL screen.  It should be obvious that any horse that backs up through the 
stretch is not going to show well on the BL/BL screen.  This is because it will, in most cases, have 
the worst third fraction.  But consider this...is the third fraction where early types win? No. 
They win in the early part of the race. 

WHAT DO YOU KNOW? WE GOT LUCKY!!
But we already knew the #6 wasn't going to win. Right? Not unless it cheated. (lol) And it obviously 
DID...and got caught!!

Just remember this when you win a race and get taken down.
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Although the race wasn't run cleanly, we can still learn from the lesson. We were able to identify who
the best early horse was in today’s match up.  And although we caught a break, we were on the 
money in that respect.

Aside from winning a race, the best we can hope for as handicappers, is that we can determine how 
the race will play out and hope that we are correct more often than not.
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When is a Closer NOT a Closer… PEN 9, 09.18.13

Ok, no "DQ's" tonight.  Everybody is going to like this one.  It's easy! Just pick the lines and bet the 
horse on top of the BL/BL and you get an $11.00 winner!  If you treat RDSS like a black box, that's 
the way this race works out, but that isn't story behind this winner.  And it isn't the story behind 
many winners.

Here's the rundown:

#1 - NO LINE. ML is 20/1
#2 - Last line is a "+" race. This horse just ran 2nd 14 days ago after having the lead at the first two
calls vs the same condition and one class level higher, so it is dropping down 1 class level today.
#3 - Last line is a "(+)" race. This horse just had the lead at the first two calls and faded down the 
stretch 33 days ago vs the same condition and is dropping down one class level today.
#4 - NO LINE. There is just no qualifying line for this horse.
#5 - SCR.
#6 - NO LINE. There is just no qualifying line for this horse.
#7 - Line 3. Line 3 is a "+" race OR you could say it is a "(+)" race. It is a "+" race since the horse 
finished 3rd, in the money. It is a "(+)" race because the horse had the lead at the first two calls and
faded down the stretch to finish 3rd beaten 6 lengths. Line 1 and line 2 are not acceptable lines 
since they were both route races. One was on the turf, further disqualifying it from consideration. 
More on this horse later.
#8 - Last line is a "+" race where the horse ran 2nd vs the same class level and the same condition 
as today. The race was just 18 days ago.
#9 - Last line is a "+" race. Some may see the race as a "(+)" race. Why? Because the horse had 
the lead at the first two calls and faded down the stretch to finish 3rd beaten 4.8 lengths.  However. 
because it finished in the money, it is a "+" race.  The race was at the same class level and with the 
same condition as today.

Here are the horses.

53

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

Winning with Early



Note: no screen shot for the #4 horse.  It was not a qualifier.
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The screen shots and more information
I just want everybody to take note of the lines for the contenders and the class level the horses 
ran for in those lines. You can see that the #7 horse ran its' qualifying race at a much higher level 
than any of the other horses.

Notice on the TPR screen that the #7 ranks next to last on the EPR portion of the readout. 

Notice that on the Race Segments screen there are two horses with the "0.0" at the first call. One of 
these horse shows it edges away at the second call to be the only "0.0" horse. If there is anyone 
that reads this as a speed duel, I don't blame you.

If you look at the Computed Beaten Lengths for "SC" you can see the field starts to bunch up at the 
top of the stretch. This certainly appears to be a perfect race for an "ote" (closer) to win.

In the "TS+F3" panel, we can see exactly what you thought was going to happen. The #7 horse 
sweeps by the field and wins by a comfortable margin.  But that isn't how it played out!
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I'm going to post the result chart, but before I do I want to explain this winner.
Is there anyone who really believes the #7 is going to close to win this race as the readouts 
indicate? No chance. I mean, in horse racing ANYTHING is possible, but if the race runs as it should 
the #7 WILL NOT CLOSE! WHY?

Simply put, the #7 is an early horse. Early horses don't close!

The last couple of races I posted showed how a dominant early type can outrun other early types 
and go on to win. This is very similar, but the readouts don't show it on the basis of time. No, the 
determining factor here is class. I hear some of you out there saying this horse displays what is 
called a "negative" drop in class. That is not the case here and I will explain.

This is a NW2L condition. It is acceptable to use the horses maiden win for that reason, 
but there is no reason to use that race since there is nothing wrong with the horses last line, but 
let's go back to that maiden win anyway.

After running three races vs Maiden Special Weights (and showing no form) the horse was dropped 
down to a Maiden Claimer with a tag of $25,000. In the past couple of days I have mentioned this 
before. Where a horse breaks its' maiden in a maiden claiming race, the horse will 
probably be most competitive at half of that price. In this case, about the $12,500 level.

Instead of taking that avenue of approach, the horses connections ran the horse back for $16,000, 
not just once, but twice! This is way over the horses head. It is then that they drop the horse to the 
$12,500 level in a route race, where the horse shows some early speed and falls way out of it, 
getting beat by 23 lengths in the end.

Don't ever think that trainers are dumb and have no idea what they are doing. (I do sometimes, but 
that is another story) The fact is, the trainer ran the horse over its' head for two races after it broke 
its' maiden before dropping it down to an appropriate level, but at the wrong distance. Remember, 
"we" get to line three because the last two races were at the wrong distance for us. But the public 
just sees the last race where the horse was soundly beaten by 23 lengths. This affords the trainer an
opportunity to drop the horse down to a level where it will most certainly run well.

The thing to remember is this. Early speed horses dropping down will show even more speed  .  
As you will see in the chart below, this is how the #7 won the race, in an early fashion NOT as a 
closer!
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DEL 3, 09.19.13
Today I'm going to Delaware Park, the 3rd race. It is a Claiming race with a tag of $7,500 and a 
NW3L condition. There are 9 horses, including 2 entries and there is one scratch, so the field is down
to 8 horses. I have a lot to say, so let's get started with the rundown:

#1 - Last line. The last line was 68 days ago at the same distance, same surface, same distance and
same condition. It is a "(+)" race because the horse made a good middle move going from 4th at the
first call to 2nd at the second call. In addition, it went from 2.6 beaten lengths at the first call to 
beaten by a "hd" at the second call. This is about as "textbook" as it gets as far as a description of a 
"(+)" race is concerned based on a "good middle move".
#1A - SCR

#2 - NO LINE. The horse had a race 17 days ago at today's, distance and surface. The race was also 
the same class and condition as today's race and the horse showed nothing, therefore there is no 
going back a race.

#2B - NO LINE. The horse has a race 14 days ago, but it was a route race. In fact, the horses last 
four races were route races. I could go back to line 5 where it showed some early speed at 7 
furlongs that was 82 days a go, but I won't. Route races tend to dull a sprinters speed, so after four 
consecutive route races, I don't know how sharp this horse will be on the front end.

#3 - Last line. The race was 12 days ago at the same distance and on the same surface as today's 
race.  It was a "+" race.  The thing to take note of here is, although the last race was at today's 
claiming price, it is not at the same condition, in fact, there is no condition for the last race.  This 
means that the last race was an "open" race.  Horses in that race could have any number of wins, 
5,10,20, whatever. It is a much tougher race than a NW3L like today.

#4 - Last line. The last line is 10 days ago at the same distance and on the same surface. The 
claiming tag was $12,500, so the horse is dropping down. The condition of the race was the same as
today's, NW3L. Here is a horse that is searching for a class level where it can win. In addition to the 
Starter Allowance races (SA) it has run in, it has also run for a claiming price as high as $25,000 and
as far down as $10,000. There are 10 races in the horses PP's and there is NOT one win among 
them. This horse falls into the category of "always a bridesmaid, never a bride"!

#5 - NO LINE. Yesterday I talked about "negative" drop downs. This is one of them. This horse 
has raced in several Allowance races, an Optional Claiming race and all the rest were claiming races, 
none of which were lower than $25,000. In the 10 PP's showing, the horse has won or been in the 
money in 6 of those 10 races. It also just ran second for $30,000 in line 2. So why is the horse 
"for sale" today for $7,500?

#6 - NO LINE. The horse has had one race in the last 90 days...the last line. It was a poor race, 
therefore the horse gets no line. Also, having just read what I wrote about the #5 horse, do you see 
anything similar here?

#7 - Last line. The last line was 17 days ago at the same distance and on the same surface as 
today's race. The horse finished in the money, so it is a "+" race. Like the #3 horse, the last race 
was against "open" company. In other words, there was no condition.

Here are the horses. 
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Screen shots and result chart
I have marked these up a little, so I don't think anyone will have a problem seeing important factors.
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Commentary

For the last six days I have posted a race from 4 different race tracks.
Here are the winning prices:
$38.20
$22.00
$17.00
$35.80
$11.00
$28.00

I think we can agree that my approach to contender and line selection was consistent throughout.
I think we can also agree that except for a very few instances, the line chosen for each contender 
was the last line.

This leads me to ask a couple of questions.  Why do people think they have to "go back" in the PP's 
for a line?  Is there some "secret ninja" trick to picking old lines, with no idea whether or not a horse
is capable of running back to that line?

Is it only possible to get "prices" by going back down the PP's for a line?  Was "Doc" wrong when he 
said the last line is the line? (of course the last line has to be a "+" or a "(+)" line).  I think the 
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prices listed above pretty much answer all those questions.

The other thing is, if you really weren't paying attention, did you notice that these 6 winners were 
either "ON" or "VERY CLOSE" to the lead at the first call?

I don't know how many times I have advocated playing early horses since I joined this site 5 years 
ago. Many times I have posted that 70%+ of the winning horses were running 1st, 2nd or 
3rd at the second call. It doesn't matter if the race is a sprint or a route.

Naturally, with only 70%+ of the winning horses being 1st, 2nd or 3rd at the second call, there are 
horses that win from further back, but they are in the minority and don't pay prices that are any 
bigger than those winners running on the front end.  It's just a matter of winning more races.

As I have written many times, Jim Bradshaw use to say that when the gates open, one horse goes 
for the lead.  If no other horse can pass it, it wins.  I agree.  There is no easier way to win a horse 
race than to have a horse that comes out of the gate, gets the lead, and then improves its' position 
from there!

I hope that everyone reading these posts this week has learned something that helps them in the 
future.

All the races were handicapped before they were run. As I stated to you in a previous post, these 
are the low level tracks I play every day.  They are the same type of low level races, where the 
horses are "1 fors" or "2 fors", that you indicated you like to play.  If you played these races and 
weren't able to come up with the winners using your methodology, perhaps you should re-read my 
posts, compare what I said to your methodology and see where you went wrong.

I would also encourage you to read EVERY RACE I have posted, not just in this thread, but in all the 
threads in the teaching section, and see for yourself, that I follow the same procedures in every race
I post.  Every race was approached using the same exact guidelines and that is the reason the races 
were posted in the first place. To teach people a consistent approach to picking contenders and lines.
CONSISTENCY is the "KEY".

If you are not familiar with the additional comments I make on certain horses from time to time, 
that are outside the realm of the Sartin Methodology, perhaps you should "study up" so they make 
sense to you.
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MTH 2, 09.21.13
This type of race is commonly called an "Optional Claiming" race.  However, if you read the 
conditions, it says it is an "Allowance Optional Claiming" race.  Why? Because the race IS an 
allowance race, run under allowance conditions (i.e.-NW1X), but with an "option" for a horse to be 
entered for the stated claiming price.  And, that makes any horse entered with that option, eligible to
be claimed from the race.  Horses NOT entered with the option are NOT eligible to be claimed.

Some race conditions can appear to be very confusing because there are multiple parts to the 
condition.  The best approach is to take them one at a time. Here are the conditions for this race.

The very first thing you see is that this is a race for "state bred" fillies and mares 3 years old and up. 
Since this race is being run in New Jersey, that means all entries were bred in New Jersey.

Then it tells you the race is for horses that "have never won two state bred races other than maiden, 
claiming or starter". (So a horse may have won many state bred claiming or starter races and still be 
eligible for this race.)

OR...

horses that have not won one state bred race in 2013 are eligible to be claimed for $16,000.

The claiming price is re-stated, the weights are stated, and finally.. it states that races won for a 
claiming price of $12,500 or less ARE NOT considered in either eligibility or weight allowances.

Now, just so everyone is aware, and I'm not going to write this every time I post a race, my 
guidelines for selecting contenders are for the "win" position only!  I am an "old school" player. When
I started in racing there was a "daily double" and win, place or show. That was it! So you quickly 
learned that picking the winner of the race was of the utmost importance. I'm not saying you can't 
win money with exotic wagering, I just don't do it.

The Horses
As an afterthought, it would be good practice to look at each horse, keeping the conditions in mind, 
to see how the horse fits the condition.  Ok, there were originally 7 entries, but one scratch left 6 
betting interests.

Here's the rundown:

#1 - Last line. This is straight forward. The last line was 27 days ago. It was a win and therefore a 
"+" race. It was at the same distance and on the same surface.
#2 - SCR
#3 - Last line. This is another straight forward line selection. The last race was 14 days ago and a 
win, which makes it a "+" race. The race was at the same distance and on the same surface.
#4 - Line 2. The last line was run at PARX and was a "0" race, however, the guidelines say that a 
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horse can be excused for a bad race when it was the first race over the track at the 
current meeting. This applies here.  So since the second race back was 55 days ago, that line 
also qualifies. It was on the same surface and at the same distance. Since it was a win, it is a "+" 
race.
#5 - Last line. This is the favorite in the race and the favorite always deserves a closer look. You 
have to be able to beat this horse. What is interesting about this horse is, it is a perfect example 
of a two year old that had an injury.  It took 9 months off to heal from the injury and it appears the 
condition has been corrected as the horse came back to the races with a fine race, running 2nd. 
Another sign that the horse is physically back, is the fact that it is coming back in just 34 days after 
that initial return to the races. The last line was at the same distance and on the same surface. It 
was a 2nd place finish after fighting for the early lead, so it is a "+" race.
#6 - Last line. The last line was a 3rd place finish, so it is a "+" race. The race was also at the same 
distance and on the same surface.
#7 - NO LINE. The horse has an original ML of 20/1 and that is good enough for me. However, since 
there was a scratch, let's consider that scratched horse. That horse had a ML of 10/1 and it certainly 
doesn't look formidable to me. And its 2 for 30 lifetime leaves much to be desired. So scratched 
horse or not, a revised ML line or not, the #7 is still out as a win contender.

Here are the horses.
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Screen shots and chart

As you have seen from most of my posts, early horses play a big part in them. This race is no 
different.

Another thing I try to do, is show alternate ways to make selections from RDSS, rather than just 
look at the horses at the top of the BL/BL. This race won't be one of them.  I apologize for not 
changing the "RS" designations on each horse. It was late and I just forgot.

Let's take a look at the screen shots.
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The 3 and 5 are Early horses with the 3 having a significant F1 edge over the favorite, the 5.  This 
makes the favorite beatable.  The BL/BL only confirms this.
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FTL’s Commentary on Minimum Odds to Win:
I would say that betting odds is one of the major reasons for betting or passing a race. I 
really don't mean to pick at a wound here, but, I think one of the reasons there are people who don't
like the fact that I post races after they have been run, is the fact that the winners always pay good 
prices. That is not by accident. If I don't get a minimum of 4/1 on a horse I want to play...I pass. 
WHY? Like everybody else, I lose races, so I want 4/1 as my minimum in order to keep a productive 
ROI. 

Let's take 20 races, just because that is a Sartin cycle. "ON AVERAGE", can we expect 6 to 7 of those
races to be won by the favorite? YES. How about the 2nd choices, which are usually 5/2 or less, 
especially in this time of short fields? Would you say they account for another 4 or 5 winners? Then 
there is the gap between 3/1 and 7/2. They're going to account for a few more winners. So what do 
I have left, 6 races? And I still have to pick the right horse. It's not easy.

You mentioned "confidence". That plays a big part in the bet or pass decision. The best I can give 
you here is, being able to see the race play out ahead of time. There was one member here that 
sought my advice. I use to tell him all the time,"READ THE PP's", from the bottom up! Learn how the
horse got here today. I understand this is not part of the methodology, but I liken it to Tom 
Brohamer when he joined P.I.R.C.O. Did he forget all that he learned and knew from previous 
experience? I don't think so. I think it is in the Paceline Manual that they say he picked the greatest 
number of winners of all the teaching members.

Inside vs. Outside Early Horses in Two Turn, One Mile Races
Ok, an example. Let's take a 1 mile race at a track with a 1 mile oval (which is most of the tracks in 
the country).  We have a field of 10.  You enter the lines for your contenders or the entire field or 
however you do it.    You find that the two best horses on F1 are the #2 and #10 horses, and they 
appear to be equal in ability. Are they? No!  With the race being 1 mile on a 1 mile oval, the #10 
horse better be considerably faster so it can get out of the gate and get over to the rail. Remember, 
in order to do that it must cross over in front of all the horses inside it, WITHOUT interfering with 
any of them.  Meanwhile, the #2 horse just has to come out of the gate and scoot right along the 
rail. 

The main reason for this example is that in a 1 mile race on a 1 mile oval, the run to the first turn
is SHORT!  The #10 horse, if not fast enough, doesn't have enough time to clear the field before the
turn and therefore gets hung out wide around that first turn causing it to lose a lot of ground. 
Even if that horse eventually makes the lead or gets close enough to challenge for the lead, that will 
be after going around the first turn and onto the backstretch.  That effort will cost the horse.  The 
amount of energy expended to accomplish that will leave the horse flat as they come to the second 
call.  That horse will be done at that point.  Most people will dismiss the horse as a "quitter" without 
ever examining the circumstances.

I can't possibly recount the number of times I have seen where a horse shows some early effort only
to start backing up at the second call.  I mean, in my lifetime, there have just been too many.  And 
like I said at the outset, the human mind processes information FAST.  When I see this type of race 
from a horse, at the distance I'm talking about, the first thing that happens is, I immediately look to 
see what post position the horse broke from in the race.  If I find that the horse has been breaking 
from extreme outside positions, it quickly answers the question of why the horse has been going 
backwards approaching the second call (or thereabout).  Or, maybe never recovering from being 
wide on the first turn.  Just close your eyes and see a visual picture of this.  It's not that hard to do. 
Pay attention to what happens while the race is run.  Watch the replay if you didn't see something in 
the original running of the race.  This is how you can learn things.
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Now, one of the shortcomings I have seen in RDSS is, the post positions ARE NOT on the same line 
as the horses races! You have to open the "trip" tab in order to see them. It's not impossible to work
with them this way, just awkward after seeing the post positions where they SHOULD BE for more 
than 47 years, just to the left of "the break"! It's much easier to read the horses running line as "PP, 
Break, 1st call". Because I am so use to reading it this way, it just "flows" better for me.

There are advantages and disadvantages based on distance and post position and on the track 
where the race is being run. Thoroughbreds are not quarter horses. They do not run in a straight line
down the home stretch. They run around turns, so in some cases, their post position can be the 
difference between winning and losing.

Someone asked me, "How do I gain the most amount of insight (experience) in as little time as 
possible?"

That is the $64 question. It has taken me all my life. Now I don't expect you, or anyone else, to wait
that long for the answers you seek.  I can only say, that when I post up races, not only do I post 
screen shots of horses and various screens from the software, but I also, if not always, I most times 
will talk about the conditions of the race, which are important.  In my "rundown" of the horses, I 
will, where I feel it is appropriate, talk about more than just which line I have chosen.  I know that 
what I say is just a very small part of what I actually do, but it does serve as some insight into more
than just picking a line.  You have to understand, this site is about the Sartin Methodology. 
Whenever I stray away from that, I feel I am not "staying within the bounds", so to speak, even 
though I know what I have to say is important.  I can go on and on for days at a time talking about 
horse racing or answering questions (where I can) about horse racing, but that isn't what the site is 
about, so I limit myself.  I'm sure that in my 5 years at this site, I have from time to time, posted 
some things here or there and if you gathered it all up into one place you would find a lot of 
information.

My suggestion to try and shorten the learning curve is, read the horses PP's from the bottom up. 
Take notice of everything, distance, class, condition, surface.  It all matters.  When it comes to 
cheap horses, take notice of the "life" conditions...NW2L, NW3L, NW4L. See how they move from 
winning one condition and moving to the next.

When I suggest reading PP's from the bottom up, what I am saying is this.  Why wait for tomorrows 
card to learn.  There is a lot in today's races to learn from.  It's called "observation".  You're not 
picking lines or looking at a complete race.  You're just looking at how a horse reacts to being placed
in certain types of races, at different distances.  As with my #2, #10 example, pay attention to the 
mile races the horse may have run in.  What track did it run at?  How did it run?  If it was an early
horse, what was it's post position? If it was an extreme outside post, how did the horse 
react to that outside post?  How did the horse run the next time in a mile race at the same
class level?  What post did it break from on that day?  If it broke from an inside post, did it
run better as a result?  "OBSERVATION" can teach you a lot.
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Horses Don't Run In A Straight Line
I’ve been sitting on this race for a couple of days deciding whether or not to post it. In the end, I 
thought it had a few interesting concepts and that was reason enough for posting.

MNR 3, 09.27.13

It’s a normal (for MNR) $5,000 claiming race with a NW1Y (non winners of a race in a year) 
condition. Here is my rundown followed by the horses. I’m going to make the rundown brief. Anyone 
following my threads probably have this down cold by now anyway, so no need to drone on. Not only
that, but there is going to be a lot said when posting the screen shots.

#1 - Last line. it is a "(+)" line.
#2 - Last line. It is a "+" line.
#3 - NO LINE
#4 - NO LINE
#5 - Last line. It is a "+" line.
#6 - NO LINE
#7 - Last line. It is a "(+)" line.
#8 - Last line. It is a "+" line.
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Ok, so you have my rundown and the horses.  I wasn't sure what I wanted to cover first, but decided
on "horse racing and handicapping".  Picking lines and looking at readouts isn't all there is in 
handicapping a horse race.

I marked the lifetime win records for a few horses in the race. Keep in mind the condition of today's 
race is NW1Y.

The #3 AND #4 horses aren't contenders anyway, but nevertheless it is worth reviewing them.
The #3 is 2 for 30 lifetime, not very good. More important is, this horse has two other 
conditions it could be running in rather than today's condition...NW3L and NW4L.

The #4 horse is 3 for 41 lifetime and it, too, could be in some other condition other than today's, 
specifically NW4L.

The #5 horse is 2 for 25 lifetime and like the #3 horse could be in a NW3L or a NW4L condition
rather than today's condition.

Why does this matter? 
If either of these horse horses were to win today, they will have "lost" a "life" condition.  A horse can
only beat NW2L or NW3L or NW4L ONCE.  So should the #3 or #5 horse win today, they can never 
run in a NW3L condition.  They would have to move on to a NW4L condition.  In the case of the #4 
horse, if it should win today, NW4L is off the table.

Certainly, "life" conditions are easier since the horse is running against other horses that have also 
not won the appropriate number of races. They would certainly be easier horses than those more 
adept at winning, like the #1 horse in today's race, that has 10 lifetime wins.  For these three 
horses, running in today's race would be called "running out of condition".

The first screen shot is the "original" tab, so we'll take a look at that. 
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I think you would all agree that at first glance this race looks easy. There are 5 contenders and 4 of 
them are early. This sets the race up for an "ote" type.  But remember the title I gave to this thread.
(Horses Don’t run in a Straight Line.)

And also remember what I said about the #5 horse. You can see in this screen that it is the only 
contender whose line did not come from a NW1Y condition. It came from a NW3L condition.

Next I'm posting the "TPR" screen.  My only comment here is this.  According to Phase I, you should 
consider as contenders any horse ranked 1 or 2 for both EPR and FFR.  Also, any other horse that is 
within 5 points of the top TPR horse is also a contender.  Come back when you are done reading and 
check this.

Next I am going to post the "segments" screen and I "borrowed" a screen shot from Bill V, which is 
of a track layout Bill called "Sartin Downs.

I apologize here, but you will have to move back and forth between these two screen shots to 
understand what I will be saying.

As you can see, the #1 horse wins the race to the First Fraction. And this is where the title of this 
thread comes into play.
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This is a ONE MILE race, with a short run to the first turn.  Early horses from the inside will benefit. 
Early horses on the outside will NOT benefit.  Why?  Because the horses on the outside have to go 
wide around the first turn, causing them to lose ground, especially if/when they have to try and 
outrun a superior early horse on the inside.  If they can't get out of the gate with enough speed to 
cross over the field (without interfering) and get to the rail, they are in trouble.

OK, so we already know from the readout that the #1 horse is the fastest horse to the First Fraction.
Where is that call on the race track?  Thanks to Bill V, I will show you.  Bill has marked the first 
fraction call with "48.10".  The time is not important.  The placement of the call is important.  The 
First Fraction call in this race comes AFTER the horses have gone around the first turn and almost all
the way down the backstretch.  It represent 50% of the race.  Remember, the early horses on the 
outside tend to lose ground going around the first turn, unless they are fast enough.  In this race our
readouts say they are not.  In this race, they are trying to outrun a faster early horse breaking from 
the rail.

This benefits the #1 horse as it can open a clear lead down the backstretch.  Keep in mind that the 
#1 fought for the lead in its' last race, being just 1/2 a length back of the leader at the FIRST and 
SECOND calls.  Where is the second call?  It's over there at the top of the stretch where Bill has put 
"114".  Again, the time doesn't matter. The position does.

So ask yourself this question. If the #1 horse was able to fight for the lead in its' last race from the 
start to the top of the stretch, never being able to actually get the lead, what will it do if it makes it 
to the top of the stretch on an easy lead?  In all likelihood, it will coast home, winning the race.

So let's recap.
We have an 8 horse field with 5 contenders, 4 of which are early types.

One of the contenders doesn't even belong in this race...#5, weakening its' chance to win or even 
being a factor in the race.

Two other early horses are breaking from the two outside post positions, making their job harder 
while facing superior early speed from the rail.

The lone sustained horse is handicapped by the fact that it will not get the speed duel up front that it
needs.

The winner, #1, is the most prolific winning horse in the field with 10 victories, when in condition to 
do so. The fact that it fought for the lead for the first two calls in its' last race, signaled it is coming 
to form.

So remember, the next time you encounter a race like this and you're looking at your readouts, 
"HORSES DON'T RUN IN A STRAIGHT LINE!"
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Here is the BL/BL screen shot, although in this case, it doesn't matter. 

The Chart of the race. Look it over. 
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PRX 5, 10.08.13
In this race, as it is in most races, the key is just following the guidelines. Let’s take a look.

#1, FTS
#1A – last line. This is a "(+)" race. The horse made a good "middle move" both in gaining one 
position and gaining in lengths to be within 2 lengths of the leader at the second call. I opened the 
“trip tab” so you could see the last race comments.  Keep in mind that this is the only race of this 
horse’s three lifetime races that can be used, since it is the only race of the three that was at a 
similar distance and on the same surface.  The trip tab says the horse “stumbled” at the start AND 
was “wide”.  The reason I am making special mention of this is because there was another horse in 
that race that is in today’s race and I’ll take a close look at that horse (#6) as well.
#2 – NO LINE.
#3 – FTS
#4 – NO LINE.  The horse has no qualifying race(s).  Every race showing was a sprint race.
#5 – NO LINE.  The horse’s last race was absolutely absurd, being put in a “ST” race.  The only other
race the horse had was a sprint.
#6 – NO LINE. This is the horse that ran against the 1A the last time these two horses ran.  
Looking at the “trip tab”, it says the horse was off “a step slow” and was “very wide”.  In 
my opinion, if we use the last line for the 1A then we should use the last line for the #6, 
except the last line for the #6 is not a “+” or a “(+)” line.  If there are those out there that 
feel they should go back a line on this horse, I won’t argue your point.  At the end of this post I am 
going to put up two screen shots, one without     the #6 and one with the #6, just for a comparison.
#7 – NO LINE.
#8 – Last line.

First, I’m just going to post PP’s for the 1A and 6.  Then I will post the two screen shots I mentioned.
These screen shots will be of the “TPR Tab”. 
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Notice in the next two screen shots, the 1A is the best EPR, with or without the #6 horse.

The 1A won and paid $10.00.
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OP 6, 04.06.17

First, there are no horses with a ML of 20/1 or higher, so all horses remain in.  Second, all horses 
have a race in the last 90 days, so all horses remain in.

Ok, on to contender/line selection.  Just as a refresher, use the last line as long as it is a comparable 
distance and surface and is a “+” or a “(+)” line.

If the last line is not a “+” or a “(+)” race, then there must be a “VALID” and I emphasize “VALID” 
reason to go back ONE line.  Don’t’ MAKE UP EXCUSES.  Any line older than 90 days will not be 
used.  Let’s see how it goes.

#1 – LINE-1, This is a “(+)” line where the horse shows good early speed. Just because the horse 
faded after the second call is not a reason to believe it will fade after the second call today.
#2 – NO LINE, there appears to be no VALID reason to go back one line.
#3 – NO LINE, all lines showing are route races. 
#4 – LINE -1, this is a “+” race and there is no reason to go back any further.
#5 – LINE-1, this is a “(+)” line. As with horse #1, there is no reason to assume it will fade after the
second call today just because it faded in its’ last race.
#6 – NO LINE, there were only two lines to consider, line 1 and line 2. Neither of these lines are a 
“+” or a “(+)” race and I would certainly not use line 2 from DeD (a bull ring) no matter what.
#7 – NO LINE, the only line to consider is the last line since it is the only race in the last 90 days. 
Since that line is not a “+” or a “(+)” race the horse does not get a line.
#8 – NO LINE, the horses last three lines are just plain bad.

So, we have as contenders horses #1, #4 and #5.
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Screen shots

I have posted many races on Pace and Cap and every single one of them were done exactly the 
same way.  Consistency is the key. If you want to go look at them here is a link.  
http://paceandcap.com/forums/forumdisplay.php?f=116  I was not the thread starter in every case.

In this case the 1 won and paid $10.80.
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