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Portlolic Power

Buried in our original manuals is our ilnitial reference to PLACE &
SHOW Wagering and some advice on handling those outstanding numerical
3rd Choice horses. I quote:

"Proper use of this Methodology will produce an inordinately large
number of PLACE & SHOW MUTUELS. On an average this method
produces FIVE horses per 20 races that pay in excess of 9 to 1L
Some just miss the win and produce PLACE prices of from é to 12
dollars with regularity. Each 20 races we also see a bevy of
SHOW prices in excess of $4.00. Clients who bet WIN ONLY are
faced the heartbreak of missing out on horse paying from 12 to
20 dollars to PLACE and 9.40 to SHOW. Therefore, we suggest that
when one of your top two selections is going off at 9-2 or better
that you back it up to Place & Show with a wager from a SEPARATE
alternate bank.

OFTEN a cloge NUMERICAL THIRD CHOICE (especially 3-3-3 or 3-3-X
line score horse, will win because your pace line selection on
your NUMERICAL Number 1 horse represents a peak from which it
Will decline. Hence when a so-called 3rd choice is going off at
4 to 1 or better, we suggest a small ACROSS-THE-BUOARD side bet
from your alternate bank. Many demand 9 to 2 on such horses which
igs okay with me.”
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THE REALITIES OF HANDICAPPING PROFITS

Many 'horseplayer’ enter the pari-mutuel wars with little
comprehension of the practicality of their winning or their potential
return on Investment per dollar wagered. This is like going to war
with no estimate of the enemy’s strength. Or worse yet, not knowing
who the enemy is. To be so unaware justifies Mark Cramer's statement
that the enemy is YOURSELF. The next most potent enemy is the other
person standing in line to place a wager. Collectively the mob is your
foe. Theyre out to get you and youre out to get them. And don’t kid
yoursgelf, there 1s NOT plenty to go 'round for everybody if the ratio
of distribution is substantially altered.

A lot of Horse Race bettors think the track is their enemy. You've all
met the guy who swears that whenever HIS horse is in a photo-finigh or
an inquiry, the steward’s decisions always favors the lower odds horse
so the track won't have to pay out as much. Moreover, this guy also
knows that the stewards have it in for him and no matter which way
their decision goes, he gets the shaft. Of course we all know better.
The track could care less who wilns or at what oddas. (except for minus
pools.) The track gets 1ts take, which for the sake of expedlency
we'll arbitrarily up to 252z,

In 1989 1.2 BILLICN DOLLARS went through the Thoroughbred and Quarter
Horse track and off-track mutuel machines. This figure does NOT
include

Harness Racing or moneys wagered in Nevada, legalized Mexican Books,
or

bets taken by 1llegal bookies. Now, let's break down that 1.2 Billion
and see what's left over for you and me:

TOTAL HANDLE TRACK TAKE (25%) BREAK EVENS(20%) WINNERS (5%)

1.2Billion 2.8Billion AMOUNT REMAINING:
AMOUNT RE-DISTRIBUTED TO PUBLIC
8.4 Billion .68 Billion 6.72 Billion

6.72 Billlon dollars pald out annually to a scant 5% of the racing
public. That's a lot of potential proflit for those Willing to dedicate
themselves to the task of successful handicapping.

Next we need to get a breakdown of the TOTAL number of personsg who
placed the original 1.2 billion through the machines. Pald Attendance
in 1989 was 42 million. The problem ls this does not tell us how many
DIFFERENT people went to the tracks. Was it one million persons 42
times? Not even the Tracks know. I've been asking them and their
agsoclations for years. Racing is, however, pretty much a loyalty
sport. Even a good estimate 1s difficult. The Daily Racling Form
has released figures indicating a maximum dally sale of 200,000
Heekdays and as many as 300,000 on a given week-end or holiday.

A recent worke evalauating Racing Form figures gates that on its
BEST day 1t might sell a maximum of 25,000 coples in ALL of North
America, excluding Mexico City. The sale of handicapping books by
major publishers, Wm. Morrow, Houghton-Mifflin et al, Indicates an
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average sale of 5,000 copies per year. Andrew Beyer cracked the all
time sales record with about 40,000 copies when he went into paper back.
Willlam Quirin's first book ls second on the all time best sgeller

list with over 20,000 hardback sales Iin a year. Mass sellers of

racing systems or information would have us believe that thelir are
several million different persons regularly attending tracks or

legal of f-track wagering centers. There is little evidence to support

more than a mximum figure of THREE MILLION, even if you include Non-
Legal wagering.

If we could divide that 6.72 blllion profit by the ACTUAL number of
potential recipients we'd really have gsomething so0lld to go on. But
since we don't, let's just divide it by 5% of the gross attendance.
6.72 Billion -- by .05 X 42 million = 2,100,000.
6.72 Billion --- by 2,100,000 = about $3,200 per year per wWinner.
Doesn’t sound like much when wWe use gross attendance. But if you
- accept the estimate that no more than 3 million different persons
participate, we get a truer plcture. 6.72 Billion ~-~=~by B% of
3 Million equals 150,000 persons sharing 6.72 billlon or, $44,600 a
year per wWinner. The IRS estimates that 40% of the 5% (2% of the total)
make 80% of the profits. Thls raises the pewr annum profit potential
to a figure well worth working for. However, to show such a profit
even the most professional handicapper would have to wager at a rate
of $120,000 a year to make $80,00 with a Return On Investment of
1.80. If one wagered on five races per day 200 days per year, this
Wwould require an average per race wager of $120. Not really too high
IF your handicapping propduces a 150% R.0.I. But domsville to the
"horseplayer” who cannot consigstently achleve this level.

Simple logic tells us that the average wWinner will not bet at this
level. Hence, the potential annual return to the consistent winner

who makes the proper wagers is well in excess of any figure one
wishes to derive from the above facts.

It bears repeating that of the 5% who win 60% do so with luck,
numerology, color of sllks, Jockey-trainer names or their mother-
in-law's phone numberj their birthdates or social security numbers,
or sticking a pin through the cover of the day’'s program and playing
each horse designated by a pin mark. The IRS pays little attention

to these persons because they are highly unlikely to repeat since
this 607 fluctuates daily.

.

The other 40% of 5% is split into two groups. This information comes
from a cllent of mine working as an IRS offlicial in Washington, D.C.
Group A: Windfall bettors, usually in syndicates, making big sums with
large wagers in exotlc pools. These the IRS has a good handle on gince
their winninge have to be recorded at payoff. Group B! The grinders.
Conzsistently proflclent handicappers who specialize in the

atralght WIN, Place, Show payoffs. These the IRS worries about since

they're hard to trace unless they spend well above thelir reported
income level.

The bottom line is that 2% of the racing public is getting the major

ghare of that 6.72 Billion. Perhaps now we can all see why the Amerlican
Psychiatric Assoclatlon has so much trouble convincing people that

horse racing la a-gamble that cannot be won.

Somebody out there ls getting a healthy share of that 6.72 billion.

Why not YOU?

™



Copyright 2009 O Henry House, SartinMethodology.com — Not for Resale

The PLACE Horse

In-The-Money

Essential Axiom
The contender second
most likely to WIN
is NOT |
the contender
most likely to PLACE!
(Except 28% of the time)*
*North American Track
10 year average.
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1: High Class

MEDIOCRE PACE

Horses with class levels (APV)
that exceed best in the field
by as much as 256% are prime
candidates in this catagory

2: Low Class

OUTSTANDING PACE

... are the other side of this
very important catagory.
Seek pace standouts from
lower class or APV levels,

and/or from lower class tracks.
They have a low win potential

but often PLACE. -
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3 . CONTENDERS WITH
PRONOUNCED
2ND ITIS
Look at the Earnings box.
A dearth of wins but a bevy
of 2nds and 3rds...
This is the tip off
LOOK for horses
that closely follow
winning horses.

4: THE TOP
CONSENSUS HORSE

Better still, a consensus
Best Bet.

These animals only win
about 42% of the time..
BUT PLACE 68%
of the time!
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5+ THE CONTRA ENERGY
CONTENDER
Perhaps the MOST important
of all factors.
At Early Pace Tracks
the horse in the top 4
with the best
Sustained Pace.
At Sustained tracks,
a top 4 horse with the best Early

6 « THE EXTREME
CONTRA ENERGY
CONTENDER
whose percentage of

Early Energy defies
both the ~
WIN & PLACE

energy parameters.
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71 The BIG WIN Last...

or an easy
(relatively uncontested win)
last out.
Where today's matchup
projects more early competition.

These horses seldom repeat
but frequently PLACE.

S:

A maiden winner last + race

who won at a PURSE level
equal to or HIGHER
than TODAY'S Purse

This is a longshot win
potential that places with
amazing frequency.
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9 * The MORNING LINE
| Favorite

Regardless of its
- Post Positions, Odds
or it Ranking on your readouts
~ this horse must be carefully
examined to learn WHY
1t earned its status.
A frequent Placer.

10:

KEEP A PLACE MODEL

This is of
PRIME IMPORTANCE.
Your Place Model should
include all pertinent factors
including the
9 preveiously outlined.
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NEW'

The combination of
Factor X and
Hidden Energy
provides a dramatic
new procedure for
isolating Exacta/Quinella
contention as well a
general contention
eliminator

HEX

Phase III Users
do the same for
your ADJUSTED

ENERGY! users
merely AVERAGE
your FX+HE/2
rankings.
When ties appear,

fractional readouts.

In Synergism merely
add the auto adjusted
2nd and 3rd fraction-
Divide by 2-
Now add Factor X.
The results will
produce the
Exacta/Quinella box
in the top 3 IF you've
entered the proper
5 contenders from
predictive pace lines.

use actual numbers.
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My Persondl
Procedure

Doc Sartin....

MY PERSONAL SYSTEM OF MONEY MANAGEMENT

This article comes at the request of Dr. Alex Milstein, a client and a
renowned psychiatrist who, in my estimation, stands head and shoulders
above hig psychlatric peers. Alex asserts that over the years he has
never‘?ound me incorrect in my stands against mainstream handicapping

dictum's. In the area of money management he cites the 60/40 dutch as

one example.

My own money management system (at last a chance to use that word
doeg not in any way preclude the viability of the ones published by

Dick Schmidt or of the master, Huey Mahl. Actually it is a

PR T —

personallized verslon of thelr edicts. It 1s tallored for the person
who cannot wager on a daily basis because of other commitments, AND on
the presumption that one has mastered the skills as presented in our

manual, "The 55% Sclution.” In short, the ability to -isolate place and

show contenders.

STEP 1 Determine exactly how much you are going to put
through mutuels on any ONE GIVEN DAY.

STEP 2! Divide that amount in half. One half is wagered
on TWO win selections (an Entry) with a 60/40 dutch.
The other half is designated for Place, show,; Exacta
or Quinella wagers.

The objective! come as close to doubling your total dollar output.

STEP 3! Place all WIN BETS before the first race. If you
arrive too late, make them at the first opportunity:;

ALL at once with only the program Morning Line as a
guide to potential odds.

EXAMPLE: I will designate $400 as my total expenditure for the
day. I take $200 and divide it by the number of races
I think I have a chance of WINNING. The average is 5.
So I divide 200 by 5, designating $40 per race to WIN.
My bet will be dutched $24 and $16 REGARDLESS. ‘

X
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STEP 4: With my other $200 I look for In-The-Money and Exotic
opportunities based ON TOTE BOARD ODDS. In appropriate
circumatance I will even add to an already placed WIN
BETS based on higher odds or, bet a THIRD horse to wWin
if the odds make it profitable. Sometimes I even use
suspicious TOTE BOARD fluctuations as criteria. Mostly,
however, the $200 is wagered in Place or Show when I
see a DESIGNATED place or show horse (85% Solution)
with profitable tote board odds. This includes some
Exactasg and in Nevada, almost always, the GQuinella.

The result is I usually make as much profit with the

Alternate $200 bank as with the strictly WIN Bank.

The second bank also sustains me on those days when

I enjoy a paucity of winners. I will always back any

pre-made win bet with a subsequent Place wager if the

WIN odds become 9/2 or better. Over 5 to one I will

further back the horse to show. My WIN, PLACE SHOW

bet ration is 1-2-4. In other words for every four

dollars wagered to wWin I bet $8 to Place and $16 to

Showi but ONLY when the odds dictate profitability.
While my goal is to make a profit equal to my wagering total, I do not
always succeed because | have imposed a somewhat unrealistic goal.
However, a 100% profit is reached often enough to make the procedure
ideal for ME. It has yet to have a LOSING DAY. The worst case scenario

Wag a 22% profit. However, It has had days when the profit reached as

high as 3007

To theose who can wager on a failrly regular basis I recommend the KELLY
CRITERION with the 60/40 Win dutch. I also urge everyone to examine
the profit potential in Place Wagering. I am reminded of the story of
the renowned "Chicago O'Brien, a handicapper from the 1930's to 1950.
He earned a documented TEN MILLION DOLLARS from race horse wagering.

O'Brien’s formula was: "Figure them to win, BET them to place™.

i
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A Short History of 20th Century Handlcapplng as=
AN INTRODUCTION TO

The efficlency of the Pari-Mutuel Market is determined by the
Handicapping public's comprehension and use of effective handicapping
procedures. The LESS efficient the public market, the more profit to

the skilled, contemporary thinking handicapper.

S'in.ce.-the turn of the century there have been six glgnificant concepts

that have effected this market.

The first was the hand timing of Races by Pittsburgh Phil. Since his
information was not available to the public, Phil and his cohorts
capltalized on the average race-bettor lgnorance. The market was
inefficient and the owners of esoteric information thrived. Wheh hand
clocking and, later the electric timer, were introduced, the public

caught up. The market became relatively efficient. Phil & Co. lost

their edge.

The next cycle was introduced by the Midwest "Speed Boys,” Levine,
Fink, et al. They capitalized on the public's inability to adjust raw
speed times by the element of track surface variant. The market became
inefficient. The "speed boys" cleaned up. The situatlion lasted only
as long as it took for a few enterprising analysts to figure out how
the adjustment figures were made. They capitalized on selling the
information. The public bought and soon the market efficlency

balance was restored.

Cycle number THREE came with the innovatlive CLASS figures promdted by
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Rober‘t Saunders Dowst. A Horse’s earnings per start and win bercentag@
relative to class level, were the foundation of Dowst's era. Until he
published his concepts in several books, the followers of Dowst
created an inefficient market in their favor. They profited hugely.

Then the public caught on. The market again stabilized.

Ray Taglbot ushered in the FOURTH cycle when he introduced an element
of PACVE into his writings. Taulbot was not a PACE purist.,‘ He still
gave final time equal welght. But by incorporating Second Call time
into his Final Time Analysis, he led a following that once again
created an inefficiency in the pari-mutuel market. When he introduced
his PACE CALCULATOR to the readership of the racing periodical,
AMERICAN‘ TURF MONTHLY, he made the public aware of his edge and a
relatively efficient market returned.

By now the race—-going population had increased dramatically. More
people were reading the old handicapping books and an age of
eclecticism emerged. The public was divided between Speed, Class

and Pace—influeﬁced“Speed figures. The efficlency of the pari-
mutuel market declined for almost a decade and the higher priced

winners belonged to the BEST practitioners of the three procedures.

Tom Ainslie came along in the late 1960's wrote the first truly
literate works on handicapping. He synthesized the basics of Class,
Speed-with-variant and Final Time plus Pace with statistical analysis
and objective information. He contributed greatly to an era of better

informed handicappers but not to the efficiency of the pari-mutuel
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market. He did, in fact, divide it further so the market remained
moderately inefficlent until the mid 1970's.

Andrew Byer, a brash, articulate and charismatic Harvard drop-out
literally burst upon the handicapping scene. He ignored class and

repudiated PACE entirely. He introduced a whole new concept of speed
handicapping, gave new values to a length and created projected

final times through a complex,self-wrought variant making process.

Beyer soon amassed a cult following who took advantage of the
subsequent inefficiency in the pari-mutuel market. His work quite
possibly did more to upset market efficiency than any of his

ploneering predecessors.

By 1982, as a result of Beyer’s flamboyant monetary successes, his
books and his adherents, the procedure for making his figures became
public domain. Gradually the pari-mutuel market returned to a point

of relative efficiency.

Concurrent with the rise of Beyer, a former NASA Space technician,
Huey Mahl was conceptualizing a PACE hypothesis without any

deference to Final Time. He became the FIRST to introduce a PURE

PACE CONCEPT. He also debunked the ancient myth that a length

equals a fifth-of-a-second rule and introduced RATE OF VELOCITY.
Instead of gauging velocity by the amount of time taken to run a

given segment of a race, he measured the rate of that time in Miles-
Per-Hour which WE later transposed to feet~per-second.

In short, Mahl CONCEPTUALIZED A PROCESS that was directly opposite to
Beyer's. But, since Mahl did not, as Beyer had done, present a specific

process for IﬁPLEMENTING his ideas, they had no impact on the pari-

14
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mutuel market until 1982. At that time, sanctioned by Mahl, The
Sartin Methodology appeared on the scene. At the outset it syn-
thesized Mahl's, hypothesis into a methodological procedure; advancing

on its own to more sophisticated Compounding of Incremental Velocity
into unique formulae.

Since 1982 a variety of viable and bastardized versions of that
methodological procedure have dominated the advertising pages of the
Daily-Racing Form and direct m.ail., As a result Incremental Velocity,
PA_CE, became by 1989, the dominant factor in the SIXTH cycle of
handicapping. Horses that paid double-digit figures in 1982 are now
returning $6.80. The efficlency of the pari-mutuel market ie returning

to lts normal level.

And so, as we begin a new decade we must seek a new cycle. An avante
guarde look at the same information available to the public but viewed
from another mountain. CLASS, SPEED and INCREMENTAL RATE OF VELOCCITY
must still by acknowledged in a manner that optimizes their proven
viability. Yet they must be further interpolated to focus on the
esgence of their value as opposgsed to their current numerical

gignificance.

All previous dominant handicapping ;or‘ocedur\es have been LINEAR-VISUAL.
Their appeal lay in the "horseplayer’'s™ demand for simplicity and =a
rule oriented structure based on extant knowledge. The rules were
based on Euclidean Mathematics, Newtonian Physics and contemporary

linear logic.

5
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With the proliferation of computer technology, mankind is now able,

for the first time, to adapt the thought processes toward the
NON-LINEAR. Two and Two no longer have to logically equal four.
One two may have a non-linear value in excess of the other two.

Final time, incremental velocity, notions of variant and bias are
subject to synergetic factors that disdain common logic and the

accepted values of contemporary mathematics physics.

The new era of handicapping will introduce procedures that are based

on the circular dynamics of the Einsteinian ENERGY hypothesis. Its
creators a<nd developers will refrain from writing books avallable to
the handicapping public, foregoing fame and profit. The procédure has
bee copyrighted, trade-marked and patented as a means of protecting its
users from the kind of carnage that has dissipated the profit potential

of all previous handicapping milestones.

This new era procedure is called: E N E R G Y | (tmd
It is an EXCLUSIVE property of PIRCO and the Inland Empire. It is
copyrighted, trade-marked and its formulae is patented. Every legal
means wWill be pursued to prevent ENERGY from being pirated as were
Basic Phase III and Synergism. (Decoded and being peddled by cab
‘ drivers in Lasg vegas.)
Energy has a small coterie of users at the moment of this writing.
It has received many testimonials. Here are two of themi one from the
gimplest of men, a janitor in a post office in Virginia Just outside

Washington D.C.

te
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The second testimonial comes from TOM BROHAMER, Handlcapping author,

lecturer and heralded winner. His banner had always beeni: "Phase III
Forever.” But as the efficiency of the pari-mutuel market rosé, his
Phase III mutuels began averagiﬁg $6.80. He won justk as OFTEN but not
as much money. Now ag a firm ENERGY user, his mutuels are averaging
from three to four dollars higher and he is wagering on 50% more

races! the kind he formerly thought were too inconsistent. With
BROHAMER in Energy’s camp, there are NO MORE PIRCO CHARTER MEMBERS

U=ging Phase III.

We now have what we lacked at ENERGY'S outset. A full complement of
ENERGY TEACHERS helping us fulfill our promise that ALL Energy Users

who TRULY desgire to win. WILL WIN.

ATTITUDE,'not handicapping ability 18 the prerequisite for becoming an
Energy User. It requires a written contract containing demands for
records and the acceptance of hands-on guldance which can, at times,
be remedial.

Horn is YOUR attitude? Do you wish to join the future of successful

handicapping? Let us know.

13
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THE MASTER YOICE OF PROPER MONEY MANAGEMENT

OPTIMAL WAGERING - WIN f( PLACE - SHOW - EXOTICS
Long before Fabricand, Ziemba or Mitchell, HUEY MAHL took wagering out of
the arena of speculation and made it an absolute science. He introduced
the KELLY CRITERION to handicapping literature. He explored the
INEFFICIENCY of Market thesis and explained in one page YEARS before
Ziemba & Hausch.
With Huey's graclous permission, we offer a few pages of his sagaclity:

¥ ¥ K ¥

Reprint Courtegy: LENGTH VARIANT NEWSLETTER @ %10 per issue
Box 60993, Las Vegas, NY. 89160 Tel. (702) 737-9117

19
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To me, VALUE, like beauty, lies in the eyes
of the beholder. It is the crux of every-
thing we buy, sell, or bargain for In our

everyday lives. But, i{f we never put our
finger on it and define the damn thing we
could never get anything donel

So, it Is the estimated or assessed worth
of somsthing. When the item we are valulng
is a physical entity made wup of style,
materials and labor, we can gilve it =&
valuation--or at least assess the price or

demand for its replacemsnt, etc,

In the gambling world, where we barter for
opinion only, value takes on a more nebu-
lous or abstract quality. Opinion has
value, but of what dimensions is open to
conjecture bafore the fact. Howsver, after
the fact, if the outcome is successful any
value 13 welcomed. We all try to assess
value in such a manner that we minimlze the
inevitable losses knowing full well we'll
never be 100% win proficient."Value® as
used in gambling terms has it's roots tin
the sports betting phenomenon. That i{s, in
the comparison of two options--team A or
team B. The original premise is a 50/50
outcome or "pick". But as we galn {informa-
tion as to the two teams' projscted perfor-
mance nature, we develop a leaning to one
-8lde or the other. Thus, brownie points

taken from one side is added to the other,
stc,

From this we estimate a risk line and bar-
ter accordingly. Only history of many such
risk assesaments will tell us if overall we
are successful and maintain a positive
-expectancy. But even in two-alded affalrs
we know the perils of misconception, and it
aln't as easy as it looks. Consequently, we
continually question and subject to scru-
tiny our evaluation procedures.

How you can see when we get to rultiple
entrants in the same contest as  with

horseracing, we compound our dilemma. Our
estimations of risk can be quite riddled

with error because of so many entrants and
considering the avallability and time to

use valld information in assessing risk
relationships.

VALUE

At least the track or program line-maker
has a much easler cut task in evolving his
so-called Horning Line. As an initial basxis
he . can originate a "loose" line based
strictly on the relative merits of the
contenders, but thereafter hils line 1is
modified as he handicaps the gamblers! He
tries to anticlpate the closing odds,

What will the people go for? After all, his
line 1is only supposed to emulate what he
considers the betting patterns of the
public. It's surprising how well he does,
or 1is the public, overlay and underlay
conscious as they try to hammer the line in
such a manner to make a prophet out of him?
1f any valus was intendesd, it can be dis-

torted. It 1s more of a public pulse per-
ception.

Hy good friend, the innovative, 1illus-
trious, and outspoken Dr. Howard G. Sartin,
gets hls ire up when sports refugeses bring
forth the *value" concept into. the race
tracks., He's written a guest article which
I1'll reproduce here.

THE FERA OF THE "VALUE BOYS"
by Howard G. Sartin, Pl.D.

Since the late 1980’s the wagering on
Thoroughbred Horses has been highly influ-
enced by the money management writings of a
group I call the "Value Boys". Their thesis
stems from a section of James Quinn’s book,
"High Tech Handicapping In The Information
Age", Quinn asserts that handicappers
should no longer concentrate on “selecting"
winners but rather, focus on Decisions. The
Decision factor being: wager on contenders
who will return profits that exceed their
morning line expectancy.

Thus If a horse is going off at 2 to I,
even though 1t might have a nominal!l win
expectancy of 34%, one should not bet it
unless its actual odds are 4 to one. If
one’s [first two choices have a composite
63% chance of winning the race but their
odds say that the potential payoff is only
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2 to one, then these two horses should be
discarded in favor of the next two cholces
who combined might produce odds of 4 fto
one. The other alternative, Pass the race.
The  architect of the value craze is Dick
Mitchell. His fervent followers include
Mark Cramer and Darry Meadow along with
dozédns of lesser names crowding the band-
wagon.

I find no fault with the concept of passing
races that do no offer value In excess of
post time odds. My concern 1s with the
advice .to wager on horses with little or no
chance of winning according to my selection
process, just because they have attractive
odds. If one were locked into a selection
process that produced, let us say, only 30%
winners, then I might concur with Mit-
chell's thesis. With a minimum 63% chance
of winning any given race, regardless of
post time odds, I find that the ultimate

Return on Investment far exceeds the expec-
tancy displayed by the "Value” adherents.

Their source for determining value lies in
the making of a personal Morning Line. They
eschew the track odds maker’s morning line
in favor of one made by themselves. Over a
period of 15 years, surveying virtually
every track in North America, we have found
the track oddsmakers’ Iine to be superior
and far more accurate than any other, espe-

clally the odds line of SWEEP in the Daily
Racing Form and those of the local news-
papers. 1This despite the “value boys™

claims that the track oddsmakers are incom-—
petent or are hopeless drunks.

2.1

Any self-made Morning Line is based on thse

ego projections .of the linemaker. Ilere,

from the master on the subject of odds and-
probabilities, MNuey Mahl, is a short but

accurate description of how one goes about

making a Morning Line (Excerpt from L.V.

#31'89):

Back to the ML., one could create any point
scoring method for the individual horses.
After that, it's only a matter of totaling
all your points and equaling to the kind of
point line you want to quote in odds. Let's
take a hypothetical case:

BROWHIE APPROX,_ODDS
HORSE POINTS X  100%  125%
1 LENGTH 30 20.8 4 3
2 VARIANT 37 257 3 2
3 ISTHEKEY 9 6.3 15 12
4  TOVERY 18 12.5 7 5
5 SUCCESSFUL 29  20.1 4 3
6 HANDICAPPING _21  _14.6 6 9/2

144 100.0
(30/144 = 20.8) stc.

To convert whatever you have “"brounle”
polnts into percent, we divide the polnts
themselves by the total points., (Hote:
these brownis points do not relats to L.V.
numbers here.) The percentages you end up
with are for the 100 point line. So you
night say that the approximate odds for
these porcentages (from table) is more or
less a "true risk"” line. NHany percentages
fall "between™ precise odds-percentages, so
we generally favor the lower odds as they
do on the tote. In the above table, the
125% line might be the AL with *VARIANT" as
the favorite.

The key phrase here is “"Brownie Points™.
The individual handicapper assigns these
according to his/her perception of the
value of a given handicapping factor. This
negates the concept of DECISION, as des-
cribed by Quinn, because the Decision
Factor Is determined solely by one's SELEC-
TION criteria. If for iInstance Cramer
should assign 70 points to final time while
Mitchell assigns only 40 and Meadow 85,
they will have an entirely different factor

mix determining their subfective morning
line.

In essence the Value Boys are saying that
thelr ability to assign Drownie Points is
superior to that of the track oddsmaker. So
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it is thelr FGO that determines thelir
and NOT some objective mathematical
la. Hence, the Selectlion, Not the
sfactor, still dominates their
wagering cholce(s).

line
formu-
DECISION
ultimate

Once agaln the master, Huey Hahl, steps 1in
to solve the problem. Huey has developed a
Haster Chart of TRUE PROBPABILITIES. These
probability factors are In no way subjec—
tive. They have stood the test of time. A
LONG time.

Here Is the chart:

PROBABILITIES

TRUE-RISK

WIH ODDS WIN FLACE _ siiod
1/5 .833 .925 961
2/5 .714 .862 .925
1/12 666 .833 .909
3/5 .625 .806 .892
4/5 .555 .757 ,862
1/1 .500 714 .833
6/5 .454 .675 .806
7/5 416 .641 781
3/2 . 400 .615 .769
8/5 .384 ,609 757
9/5 .357 .581 .735
2/1 .333 .555 L714
5/2 .285 . 500 .666
3/1 .250 .454 625
7/2 .222 416 .588
4/1 .200 .384 .555
9/2 .181 .857 .526
5/1 166 .333 500
6/1 .142 .294 454
7/1 .125 .263 .416
8/1 L1113 .238 .384
10/1 .090 .200 .333
12/1 077 .172 .294
15/1 .062 .142 250
20/1 .047 111 ,200
15/1 .038 .091 . 166
30/1 .032 .077 .142
40/1 .024 .059 L1111
50/1 .019 . 047 .091

To properly use this chart You need to
determine your own WIN per cent PROFICIENCY
per 20 race cycle, AND your average mutuel,
Both of these figures are essential so they
should be determined from a long sequence
of races. Let us say that you have a

with your twoe win choices that pays an
average mutuel of §$10. Actually this Is a
very REAL average. I see It exceeded regu-
larly on the ENERGY! Reports received from

clients. Now look on Huey's chart to where
you see ,635. ’

: ’ 62.57
¥in Proficiency. You have created an ENTRY .

PROBABILITlESw**j

TRUE-RISK
JMIM obbg 1 MIN
1/5 | .033
2/5 | .714
VB
~ s | (e 471|200

At this win level the true risk probability
indicates an average mutuel of $3.20, or 3
to 5. But YOUR Average Mutuel is $10. So
now look at the point on the chart where
the odds say 4/1. The PUBLIC'S win probabi~
lity here is 20%. Your handicapping skills
thus exceed the True Probability by 42.5%.
Now combine your ¥Win Proficlency with the
4/1 odds and you'll find your TRUE PROBABI-
LITY 1is: 6.25 x 10 = 62,50 per ten races.
Just flat betting 50/50 on your two choices
you wagered $40. Subtract 40 from 62.50 for
a net of $22.50. That 1s an R.0.I. of —-

56.25%

You did NOT have to 'look for value. You did
NOT have to alter your selection process,

You did fust as you always do and GOT VALUE
as well,

The key to success lies in the selection
process. If you have a selection proficien—
cy that exceeds the True Probabilities
relative to the odds on the chart, your,
VALUE will be assured by the margin of the
degree of that excess,

~~Dr., H.G, Sartin

.Well, there you have 1it. One thing you can
always say, when a group of horseplayers
get together, there's alvays a difference
of opiniont

In the latter part of HMarch all the afore-
mentioned people as well as the Doc  and
myself will meet under the same roof at the
Expo '90, Third National Conference on
Thoroughbred Handicapping at Las Yegas' new
and fabulous Hirage Hotel,

Hey, we're going to have lots of fun kick-
ing this value thing around|
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SN ANY

PLACE
BETTING

In the U.S.,
least finish
cially.
overlooked propositions

Place bels are made to at
second in the race offi-
It is proxbly one of the most
by many heavy
they may consider such a
wager ag 'chicken". Same use it as a
source of "insurance” to back up and
save a Win bet only, and that too can
be a mistake.

punsters, as

An astute professional must look at Place
as a separate bet on_it's own right--
"Horse must finish. first or second"--
ard devoid of any considerations of the
separate Win proposition. Sure, the Place

payoff is generally decreased, but the
risk is also, and many times less than

proportionally. Lei's look at an abbre-
viated version of the Standard Extension

Table (pPlace) for fields of horses 8-
14,

PLACE EXTENSIUNS (Or FIELDS)
WIN PLACE APPHDX.
[8./95] 0os $2 MUTUEL

2/5 1710 2.20
1/2 1/5 2.40
4/5 3/10 2.60
1/1 2/5 2.80
6/5 1/2 3.00
3/2 3/5 3.20
g/5 7/10 3,40
2/1 4/5 3.80
5/2 11 , 4,00
3/1 6/5 4,00
/2 7/5 4,80
a/1 /s 5.20
q/2 . 9/% 5.60

5 +2/1 6.00

6 5/2 7.00

8 3/1 g.00

g 772 g.u0

10 4/1 10.00
12 5/1 12.00
15 5/1 16,00
20 8/ 18,01
30 12/t 26.00
a0 16/1 36.00
50 20/1 42,0
75 30/1 652.00
100 a0/ 82.00

Naturally, as
the Place oXls

fields becone smaller,

diminish with respect
to the Win odds. It's generally a notch
or two, as a 3/2 nay pay only $3.00 or
$2.80 in a six-horse field, etc.

The xtension Table was empirically de-
rived over a century ago by sharp
trackside chalkboard bookmakers. It still
averages out at most tracks today with
the possible exception of the New York
area where we have a concentration of
more  sophisticated bettors who oonsider
it a shrewd investment possibility, and
it quite a few times 1is considered an
underlay with respect to the risk.

Naturally the smaller the field, the
smaller the average Place price. 7The
Extension is oomputed abt Place odds of
about 40% the size of Win odds on the
average for larger fields. If you are
an overall averager of many plays, this
40% figure becomes quite strong. That's
averages; however, any specific race
may show higher «dds advantageously,
or lower odds at a slight disadvantage.

The Place pool, after take and tickets,
is split equally between. the two top
finishers and subsequent payoffs are
calculated separately depending on the
ratio of tickets sold on each. This
creates a bit of concern, especially
on low odds finishers. Aside from the
track take (14%-19%) the breakage gobbles
up a disproportionate piece of the payoff.
If a horse actually figured to distribute
$2.39 to each winning ticket, it would
"break'' to only $2.20!! That's a whopping
49% of the winner's money going to the
State, track, or both. Needless to say,
that makes Place bets on Even or odds-
o horses  almost  prohibitive, Most
certainly, it's why Show betting is very
seldan considered advantageous. The
possible exception would be well-thought-
of entries where all are conteiders.

The other problem concerning Place bets,
is that wagering 1is hard to program
because one never knows who the horse

°
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will share the pool with, Like a 5/2
(Win odds)  horse can pay anywhere in
.the range of, say, $3.00 to §5.80 (to
Place) depending on who crosses the wire
with him. Remember the Pool ple isn't
divided equally until after the oost
of all the winning tickets are deducted
first,

'Ihere are hand -held oamputer programs,

charts, tables, nomograms , etc., many
of which 1I've derived, to help one
ascertain in the precious few moments

before post time either the ramge or
minimum price or odds a horse may pay.
However, one would need viewing access
to the the Place pool and horse pots
on the totalizator.,

If. you are a long-time "grinder" 1like
e, without general access to the tote,
I've found the 40% Place Extension {off
of win odds) will average out over many
plays. Sometimes you're disappointed
and other times elated over the payoffs.
But I've found any money management bet-
sizing strategies will seek a good running
average over time.

At many tracks, we see the Favorites
win about 32% or so of all races. It
ain't enough to gain a Kelly Advantage
considering the average payoffs, ard
you might find yourself bucking an overall
loss of around 20% which ocorresponds
with the track take and breakage.

On the other hand, overall, Favorites
to Place hit over 50% of the time. I've
taken their average payoffs over 1000's
of plays {ignoring small fields and odds~
on Win odds) and found that, oollectively,
they return about 95¢ on the dollar.
That's every race. This shows a negative
advantage (if there be such an animal)
because it almost covers the take and
breakage nut.

Thus, developed the proven
of many successful gamblers,
my good friend,

philosophy

including
the late L.G.H. (Louis
G. Holloway). Toward the end of his years,
he became a very strong advocate of
YHIGILY SELECTED FAVORITES TO PLACE".

In the mormings (about a decade ago)
he used to stop by my office and fan
a couple of $40 Place bets he gleaned
from 5 tracks posted in Vegas books that
day. His win record was phenanenal, and
with extensive  streaks--he covered his

Vegas 1livin' < damestic nut with them.
Of course he was highly selective inasmuch
as he'd back from 1-3 horses out of about
50 races that day. But he said it was
a simple money-grinder system for an
old man who didn't have the patience
any longer for extensive applied handi-
capping procedures.,

I wouldn't confine myself to Favorites,
per se, as many are false. It's surprising
that when you only demand, at least,
a second finisher, you might find yourself
sane successful candldates that might
not cut the Win end, but do show good
gutsy in-the-money finishes consistently.

I've found the Length Variant numbers
really put me on same very viable
contenders. Even last Saturday (April
1} at OGaklawn's 10th race, our Kentucky
Derby Future Book lark, Bi Stanley,
surprisingly went off favorite at 3/2.
But Wayne Lukas sent Manastash Ridge
on a killer pace (sprint fractions),
and humbled Big Stanley, who at least
cut  reasonable fractions. Big Stanley
paid $3.60 to Place which you can note
fram the chart was an overlay for a 3/2
Win favorite. Needless to say, Manastash
Ridge was so weary and fatigued after
the 1-1/16 mile race, Lucas said he might
be a doubtful starter for the Derby where
he has to stretch another 3/16 mile in
about 30 days (May 6th '89).

A Place bet can be meaningful when one
oconservatively allows for the so-called
"upset" ocontingency. That is, you allow
for the freak or unknown factor as well
as a trouble ride which might take away
a little on the end. bDon't let greed
{Win ticket possible price} overcome
your more rational judgment for a good
advantageocus Place bebt. Spot the other
bettors any other horse in the field,
and see 1if your Place extension oXs
are a worthwhile risk at extension odds.

If you like a single horse as an
outstanding winner, then goodness, bet
him to Win only. What's really folly
here is to back him up using the Place
bet as '"insurance' only--that is, just
to cover your Win investment JIC (Just
In Case). It generally requires a Place
bet of eqgual size to the Win bet to
properly cover the Win ticket.

24
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To me, I like to see the Place bet, 1if
used, to be a potential eamner in it's
own  right. Thus, a few years ago, I
developed a table (based on extensions)

where you dutched a single horse
candidate., Yes, Its alimost like dutching

two horses to Win in the Bame race. Only
this time, you dutch the

' same horse as
if he were two horses. You dutch his

Win okis with his Place Extengion oddst
Look at the following chart I developed:

ODDS | BET |E
TOTE | PROB. %PLA(?? IPZ%W@E?
WIN | PLACE [(BAL. WIN) WIN | ONLY
615 —) : '
715 —l 112 50 .50
‘a2 — 41T 67 .57
815 —a| 315 60 .80
815 — 4| 213 768 .50
p 3l4 .86 .58
El2— Al .08 53
PO I 1.38 5
7124615 1.74 54
4 — 705 214 56
92—l BI5 2.44 69
5o 815 275 .82
6 | 2 3.05 .85
7ol 512 373 128
§—a 3 4.40  1.60
9 13/4 4.68  1.98
10 712 515 215
11 4 5800 280
12 8/2 6.45 285
15 5 710 3.20
1838 8.70 _ 3.80
20— 7 030 460
20— 8 11.60  5.30
25— 4| 9 12.80  6.00
30—y |10 14.50  6.70
a5 12 17.40 810
40— 14 20.30  9.50
50 16 23.20  10.90
T 20 29.00  13.70

In the general run of odds relationships,
if the Win odds on the horse are greater
than 5/2, then (it varies) you bet about
2/3rds of vyour bet-size to Place, and
1/3rd to Win. The idea being is that
you'll always average at least 50¢ on
the dollar retum if the horse Places.
Of course, if the horse also Wins you
get a nice healthy bonus on your payoff
(to $1 bet). '

For instance, if your horse has Win odds
of, say 4/1, then you bet 65% to Place
and the remaining' 35% to Win of your
predeternined  bet : gize. If the horse
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runs second, you eam {on the average)
about 69¢ on every dollar wagered .overall,

If he Wins, then expect arourd $2.44
returm on every dollar wagered, etc, N

If he wins about 1/2 the time he places,
then your overall average will b
samewhere between the two, etc,

You'll notice that the Win odds arrow
is pointed between two Place odds. That's
to remind you in smaller fields to assume
the lower number (Place Extension odds) .

In larger Ffields {8+ horses), take th
higher odds, etc, ’ ' "e

We've only touched the

surface on thig
Place thing.

It can boost your average
payoff figure if properly programmed,

More later! FRACAIR

— I . . I

W-P-S
PROBABILITIES

It's been less than 400 years since the
idea of ‘"probabilities"™ cropped up

mathematical thinking. It was mainly kicked

around as a concept among a handful

ancient mathematicians, mostly Italian. The

reason? Well, I'm afrald gambling was the
major motlvator. These guys were posed
problems on how to outwit the gambling

games

ships as well as the house or
advantage were  developed
through trial and error, but there was
real substantiated mathematical basis
verify whether or not there was an
tage and i{f so, to what extent.

As concelved, probabiliities were
on a scale of 0 to 1, Zero meant no
at all, =zllch, not probable,
meant the phenomenon was an absolute
tainty--couldn't lose, a true lock! 1If
happening (generally random) wasn't

it must fall at scme fraction in between.

Thus, a
between

coin toss (heads or tails)

the two extremes, Since it was

fair coin (not rigged) it must fall equally
elther
result. This was expressed at +50 probabl-

on either side or 1/2 the time with

ity of success. The opposite was 1-.50
case. 5o a win/loss probability
was .50/.50. All the possible
always totaled 1.

and casinos springing up throughout
Europe. Some odds and proposition relation-
operator's
empirically

advan-

developed
chanoe
While "1*
cer-

elther
of the two limiting extremes (0 or 1), then

fell

statement
outcomes
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However, to get away from fractional units,
and perceive the relationships in whols
numbers, many convert probabilities as a
percent of 1. This only entailed moving the
decimal two places to the right (x 100).
This more common expression 18 now ™%
chance" of success or fallure, Thus, .60
probability 1is & 60% chance of success,
etc. Win and loss proficlencles are handled
likewisse.

In handicapping a graded line (like the
track linemaker last week), we assign
points quantitatively (not ranking). Per-
centages are thus sstablished on the indi-
vidual horse's relationship to the total. A
handicapper who assesses by merit only (as
he should) then has a so-called "true-risk”
line as far as he's concerned. This is
unlike the Morning Line which is more 1like
the measure of the public pulse.

The "true risk" line pays no attention to
the odds board except whsn the bettor com-
pares for ovsrlay/underlay comparisons and
a bet/no-bet decision. When you handicap a
horse's '"chances", you might say he has a
50/50% chance of winning. That means, if
faced with the same conditions as today's
race, he should win 5 out of 10 of 'em, or
about 1/2 the time.

Now the Horning Line, or Sweep, might grade
him at 8/5 odds, or the tote board might
bet him down to 3/5, setc. But neither
should alter your original 50% assessment,
The tote odds may only be recognized for a
comparison of overlay or underlay status.
Whenever the payoff has a positive expec-
tancy over the risk or true chance of
success, these are value plays. Naturally,
if the tote also promises a 1/1 payoff,
then both your odds are equivalent and no
advantage or disadvantage lies either way.
Neverthsless, it's coincldental when they
colncide!

To this end, people who handicap down %o

probabilities (%), may also wish to get a
grasp on what thelr chances may be, as
well, betting into the secondary pools of
Place or Show. These assessments are com-

plex because one is confronted with the so-
called "chances" of the other horses they
must share the pool with as well as the
size of the field."-

Shown for the first time, I have developed
a table showing an overall average of one's
chances based upon a 8-9 horse field. These
were initially empirical trial-and-error
derivations taken over an extremely wide
sampling. Be aware now, these have nothing
to do with mutuel payoffs, but are a gaugs
to their probable occurrence based strictly
on your handicapping assessment,
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Thus, if your 50% win-chance horse is in a
9-horse fleld, then we are pretty well
assured his chances to Place are about 71%.

Likewise, about an 83% chance of Showing
(or about 5 out of 6 races). Armed with
these chance occurrences, then one can

determine whatever the public will let you
collect on a winning ticket in that parti-

“the

_cular  pool, and effect a bet/no-bet
decision.
The size of field is an important consi-
deration. If it is a 14-horse fleld as

Laurel 1is prone to run, then obviously the
secondary pools must be shaded proportion-
ately lesan, On the other hand, as the fleld
diminishes 1n slze, the percent chance to
Place and Show are enhanced, :

Obviously, in a 2-horse field the chance of
Placing is 100%, but then, of course, there
would be no betting, etc. Generally, as the
field size diminishes from the 8-9 horse
base, as a rule of thumb you can generally
go up a percent or two per horse (in the
race) on the secondary pool horses, etc.

So, as you can see, If you like a horse
well enough, it isn't too hard to see his
excellent chances of being "in-the-money"--
especially In the Place slot. When a dedi-
cated horseplayer overcomes his initial
sense of greed, he may see the virtue and
overall security and level of confi-

dence of selecting choice candidates to
Place. You don't always have to go for the
jugular!

This chart may enlighten you on the real

prospect of your chances. We will elaborate

on the more solid type "“investment”
approaches in future articles. It 1s the
appropriate alternate approach for those
who wish to stay with the racing game, but
have been burnt out on the ple-in-the-sky
exotics. You can't make a living on a pre-
dictable  basis while fostering the

"lottery-type" mentality-~-small investment,

"big payoff!!

Belite o
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TRUE-RISK ] TRUE-

WIN ©—PERCENT CHANCE—— . wlﬁlsg—-PERCENT CHANCE ~—
oDDS | WIN PLACE SHOW opps | WIN PLACE  SHOW

1/9-->{90.0.  95.7 97.8 45.0 67.2 80.
v 89.0 95.3 97. 6 44.0 66.3 79.7
88.0 94.8 97.3 43.0 65.3 79.0
87.0 94.4 97.1 7/5-->]42:0 64.4 78.4
86.0 93.9 96.8 .. 41.0 63.5 77.7
85.0 973 . 4 96 . 6 2/2-->I40.0 62.5 76.9
1 /5> 84.0 g2.9 96,3 8/5--> 39.0 61.5 76.2
83.0 92.4 96.1 38.0 60.5 75.4
82.0 91.9 95.8 37.0 59.5 74.6
81.0 91.4 95.5 9/5_“_>36.0 58.4 73.8
80.0 90.9 95.2 : 35.0 57.4 72.9

79.0 . 34.0 56. )
7800 8o.a  ealy 2/1==3134 32 71
. . 94 .7 .0 55.2 71.1
77.0 89.13 94 .4 32.0 54.1 70.2
6.0 88.8 94.1 31.0 52.9 69.2
775.0» 88.2 93.8 30.0 51.7 68.2
73‘8 33“7 93,4 5/2“m>29.0 50.5 67.1
: .1 93.1 ‘ 28.0 49.3 66.0
2/5~_>72.O B86.5 92.8 27.0 48.0 654.9
71.0 86.0 92.4 26.0 46.8 63.7
70.0 85.4 92.1 3/1-->]25.0 45.5 62.5
69.0 84.8°  91.8 24.0 44.1 61.2
68.0 84.2 91.4 7 /9 23.0 42.8 59.9
1/2--367.0 83,5 91.0 /2==>122.0 41.4 58.5
66.0 82.9 90.7 21.0 39.9 57.1
65.0 82.3 90.3 4/1-->{20.0 38.5 55.6
164.0 . 81.6 89.9 9/ 2mm 19.0 37.0 54.0
3/5--5[63:0 81.0 89.5 ’l18.0 35.4 52.3
62.0 80.3 89.1 5--3]17.0 33.9 50.6
61,0 79,6 88.7 16.0 32.3 48.8
60.0 78.9 88.2 15.0 30.6 46,9
59.0 78.2 87.8 6==>l14.0 28.9 44.9
58.0 77.5 87.3 7wy f23:0 27.2 42.8
57.0 76.8 86.9 12.0 25.4 40.5
4/5-~>[28.0 16,1 86 4 8-->l11.0 23.6 38.2
55,0 75.3 85.9 10.0 21.7 35.7
54,0 74.6 85.4 10~->] 9.0 19.8 33.1
53.0 73.8 84.9 12-—3 8.0 17.9 30.3
52.0 73.0 84.4 s 7.0 15.8 27.3
51.0 72.2 83.9 15==1 6.0 13.8 24.2
1/1~~5[50,0 71.4 83.3 20-->| 5.0 116 20.8
49.0 70.6 82.8 30-->| 4.0 9.40 17.2
48.0 69.8 82.2 3.0 7.20 13.4
47.0 68.9 81.6 50-->} 2.0 4.90 9,30
6/5~~>]46.0 68.0  81.0 g9g9-->} 1.0 2.50 4,80
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No longer was man content to try to pilck
the winner of a race for its just rewards,
but he reasoned if he somehow increased his
risk, and selected the second horse as
well, as the first, then his rewards should
be greater. 1t became a type of parlay on a
single race.

I don't quite know the derivation of the
exotic-multiple, two-horse wager, and I'm
too lazy to research it. Hy gut feeling
tells me that the "Quinella" derived from
the Jai alal games from 1it's seemingly
Spanish sound. The Greyhounds were quick to

adopt it, and it greatly heightened inter-
est in the the two sports. 1In fact, 1in
elther, today the W-P-S pools have almost

reached an insignificant percentage of the
handle 4in public play. Also, in either
sport, attempts at handicapping are too
often thwarted by the fickleness of random-
ness, of unknown factors in these events,
and they have drifted into a “numbers"
game. The "lottery" mentallity prevails--a
lot for a little!

Tracks and frontons preferred this type
exotic over the Dally Double, as the money
didn’'t remain dormant, and could be churned
after every race giving them more pool pies
to bite into for their tasty "take" and
breakage income,

Picking the first two entrants to cross ths
wire (lst and 2nd), in elther order, sesems
deceptively simple, which, in turn, foster-
ed 1its popularity. In an event of 8 en-
trants, there are only 28 possible Quinella
combinations, That's 3-1/2 times more pos-
sibilities than selecting a single horse to
win., All things being equal, in a long-run
average of Quinella number wins, that's
also about the slze increase of the mutuel
payoff. It 1s much more attractive, aven
though the increased risk does not seem to
be that much greater,

On page 32-15 of last week's L.V, news-
letter, we depicted the "chances" of scor-
ing in the secondary pools based on your
assessment of the win probabilities. Shown

FIRST TWO
HORSES

Pt. I

herein, we show an adjusted and abbreviated

form

the "true-risk" odds.

TRUE-RISK

of that table restricted to

W-P and

e % CHAN CE ==
ODDS WIN  PLACE
V9 - > 90.0 95.7
1/5 —————- >183.3 92.3
2/5 —emeen > 71.4 86.2
1/2 —memem >1'66.7 83.3
3/5 —=—--- >} 62.5 80,6 |
475 ——--=- >l 55.6 75.8
/1 e > 50.0 74.4
6/5 ~——--- >l 45.5 67.6
7/5 —————- > 41.7 64.7
3/2 ————-- >1.40.0 62,5
8/5 ——-—-- >| 38.5 61.0
9/5 —----- >1 35.7 58.1
2/1 e > 33.3 55.6
5/2 ——---- > 28.6 50.0
3/1 —————- > 25.0 45.5
P — 1 22.2 41.7
4 - > 20.0 38.5
9/2 —-mme- >118.2 35.7
S - 16,7 33.3
6 —=—==- >114.3 29.4
T e >112.5 26.3
8 e >111.1 23.8
10 —=mmmm > 9.1 20.0
120 - 1 7.7 17.2
15 ——==-- >{ 6.3 14.3
20 ——e—- > 4.8 11.1
25 —mmee- > 3.9 9.1
30 - > 3.2 7.7
50 —----- > 2.0 4.8
99 - > 1.0 2.5
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Remember now, those odds shown before théir

counterparts (% chances) are the "true-
risk" odds you handicap as a horse's real
l1ife chances as best you can figure. They
have nothing to do with the Morning Line,
or the tote odds unless by shesr coinci-
dencs.,

Let's say, in your handicapping you see a
horses' chances as being about 25% to- win
(3/1 odds). That means he would probably

win about 5 out of 20 such similar races.
The other 15 he would not be in the win-
ner's circle. We also see by ths table that
hé would offer at least a Place mutusl
about 45% of the tims, or 9 out of 20 such
races. So that means that 4 more timez he
wouldn't win, but would Place  only. °The
other 11 times out of 20 (55%) he would
lose or be out of the W-P payoffs. Graphi-
cally it would look like this: ‘

0 5 9 20
3/1 (W]
25% 20% 55%

0

8o be it for a single 3/1 horse. We could
similarly chart all the other W/P ratios of
other odds hormes, etc. This leads to some
interesting graphic analysis.

Let's talk about 2 horses in any race. Each

run independently of one another, yet only
one can win (barring dead-heats)., However,
both can Place in the same race (of course

one or the other would win in this case).

Let's assume, we also have
{(true risk odds) horse in the
Naturally, he also has a 25%

another 3/1
same race,
chance of

winning, However, he cannot win when the
other horse does, and vice versa.

W
25% 50% 25%

80, if we combine ths two horses whers only
one can win when the other loses, we see

that together, one or the other would win
the race 50% of the time (25+25=50). Of

course we ars still assuming 3/1 true risk
odds on both A and B horses.

This also means, that in this race, neither
of the two would win 50% of the time. MHow-
ever, individually each horse would be out
of the W-P money 55% overall (100-45=55),

-If this be the case, then neither would Win

or Place about 30% of the time (.55 x .55
=,3025).

‘Now we can begin to see how any two horses
stack up with one another when we try to
combine their efforts in one race.

The two-horse betting activities we'll

© examine in detail next week (#34) will be:

W~-P Exacta
W-P/P-W Quinella
H-W Dutch
H-P Dutch
P-P Dutch

The risk and ylelds vary greatly between
them, and we'll examins which is most ad-
vantageous depending on your style of play.
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Of all wagering modes, I consider the Win
Dutch the best by far. Host pros, the guys

who make their living at the track (very
few, actually) can atiribute thelr success

to the fact that they have finally accepted
this wagering mods.

For the 1ife of me, I can't understand the
reluctance (to at least try) by the major-
ity of otherwise astute handicappers.
Humerous times, I’'ve taken the "workout*
sheats of players, with a good trial sample
and shown them, by employing the proper
dutching principles and an optimal money
management program (it's all in Instruction
Sheet ¢), where they can grind out good
profits--consistently.

1 guess greed has a lot to do with it. Too
many get hung up on the exotics--the big
score—-a lot for a little, etc. I call it
the ™lottery" mentality. Don't gst me
wrong, 1 play thea too—but not seriously--
the risk factor precludes any semblance of
“careful planning®. Take a fling, have
something going on the side~-but ii's the
day-to-day, bread and butter betting, acti-

vity that will carry you~—and finance those
*flings".

I'm periodically ratained as a consultant
to set up definitive betiing plans for a
gambling syndicate here in Las Vegas. Two
guys run the show, and they have about half
a dozen agents circulating around the books
with phones, beepers, and whatnot. They
play sporting events, year around, and
catch the "shifts", the line movements for
"gides” and "middles®, etc. And they do

well--but, ironically, their real love is
the horses.
aorses

These duties, they allocateé to their wives
who each spend 2-4 hours a day in a coupls
of major books., They follow guidslines to a
"C", and average $200-§300 per day profit
each day. Their only wagering mode--¥Win
Dutching!! They use ths *J*

tion 8heet C), exclusivelyl
endorssment can you have?

FIRST TWO
HORSES

(Instruction
Sheet) card, and proportional bet (Instruc-

What better

Part IV

They have a Sartin guy in NYC calling them
a cguple horses per race for about 3-7
racey & day for NY and MNJ tracks, They cut
him {n for 20% on an agresd-upon minimunm
per race-—so the incentives are there for
sverybody. The Sartin guy is a subscriber
and wuses L.V. for contender {solation on
the gomputer. He's deadly on catching ship-
pers at a price. I like one of the wives
too, as she keeps losing her "J" . dutching
cardl} -

I bymped into her at the Hilton Superbook
the gther day, and she sald she just clear-
sd an 3800 dividend. She does that 2 or 38
timey a week. Their dividend level is 40%
(T=1.4). Their <Control bankroll  base is
$2,0Q0 but she says she never starts a day
with wore than §1,000 on her, and most of
that {s uncashed ticksts, : ,

The race I watched, shs had a play on 9/5

" and 4/1 shot horses. Her total bhet was $§200

(10% of BR), and her dutch ratio was 65%-
35%, respectively. This called for $130 Win
bet on the favorite and $§70 on the other.
Had the odds been somewhat representative
of what you considered the trus-risk chance
odds of the horses in the race, you'd be
looking at this from our *chance® table
{L.V. %33 & 34). o

L

56% win

§
© 44% Lose

She had her girl friend with her (she gives
her & fancy lunch and few bucks), > and s0
she put 8100 on the favorite at ons window,
and her girl friend put $50 to win on  the
other - at different windows when "the race
first opened.

Towards post-time, they both went back and
bet the "change" and would make any adjust-
ments should the odds ratio change. The 4/1



. the

“horse won by a neck, soc she cleared about

8175 on that one, They were calm, didn't
scream or hollar or run to the cashier's
windou. The next day they were going to
another  book--Caesar's, Everything low
profile. Thsy know a good thing when they

see it. Good discipline, no deviations, no

side Daily Doubles or exotics--just real
pros. Knowing their husbands, they'd pro-
bably catch hell i{f the bankroll was too
far off kilter.

:Ons  of the guys told me, he prefers using

the wife rather than an agent, because they
realize they live the good life by going by
book, and the commission is 4in the
fanlly——1it’'s a joint business venturs. The
problem with agents he sald, was they would
have occasional “"claimers”--the odds were
too low, the odds changed after the bet,
they got shut out or barred on a steamer,
etc. Also, they bump the bet for their own
action, brag, flash money, and genserally
get their kicks playing the big shot (with
someons else's money). No low profile and
just a hassle in general.

If you don't have one, 1t's a good idea to
get yourself a wife that dossn't play video
poker or blackjack! Live. the good 1life
togethert

That's just one of many true tales 1
tell you. Most players work as a team (at
least a husband/wife or girl friend).
Players at the track or ITW betting facili-
ties have no hassle getting any amount down
as they are hooked directly to the tote.

could

Now the above wife bet I told you about
(8200 got $178) returned only about 90
cents on the dollar. That's a nice hefty
return for & dutcher who his cashing over
60% of the races he bets into (most average
this at least), Now in this case, her $2
average wmutusl was $3.80 for +the dutch

entry, ot about half way between 4/5 and
1/1 odds. Some are more, soms ars less,
Host won't play 1f the probable payoff

flgures less than 50-cents on the dollar or
whatever their proficiency level indicates.

The trouble is, too many horseplayers think
this 1is small potatoes and g¢et impatient
going for the slow, but sure, grind. They
want to enjoy the thrill of a higher payoff
even at the expense of much greater risk.
Hany of them succumb to peer pressure, and
make playing the horses a part social gamg
with bragging  rights in front of their
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nelghbors. Too many guys go to the races
with a buddy, or congregate with the sase
group of wise guys at the bar. Go ahéad and

-socialize if it's more important than to

capitalize! Whatever twrns you on:

Every now and then, I syndicatse with a
couple of fellows, and we dutch out certain
meets that are consistently very profi-
clent. 1I'd lone-wolf it, but my health
won't permit me the rigors of race bbok day
after day. Besides who's gonna watch the
store? And crank out all the goodies for
L.V.'s next issue? My partner, Robbie, alsc
decries the quandary of not being able to
participate more in making daily with-
drawals from the books. But, we are dedica-
ted to the L.V. idea, and it's a time con-
suming task. Our dileima is, where in the
hell would we get our numbers handicapped?

And by whom? Naturally, we think ours arse.
the best! : ’

We have quite a bunch of pro

out there now who are doing quite well,:
yet, all aren't necessarily grinding away
on the bread and butter Win Dutching plays.’
You'd be surprised how many report success-

ful Plc 6's! Haybe itis bscauss Vsgas books

don't cover, or pay track odds on the super
exotics, but I'm very content with the W/W
Dutch. However, it was hitting several: of

the original Pic 6's at cCaliente, that
turned my 11fe around and got me on the

horse trall--a direction I've never regret-
ted, .

subscribers

Doc Sartin would play no other way than
dutch, and that's what he has advocated
Wwith a passion over the years to his Hetho-

dologists, Yet, surprisingly, at his recent

big Seminar last month at Saratoga, he told

me he asked for a show of hands of people

who actually Win-dutched their selections.

He told me about 15-20% ralsed their . hands
in all honesty! . o

What is 1t? What is the reluctance. We .Bre
constantly getting new- subscribers who'
merely ask' "Show me the way!"™ soms 4re
already pretty good handicappers coming in’
already. However, they need that selective
tightener or fine tuner, and proven money
management plan., We give them. the: best

tools we believe man has.devised to date.

Apparently, they adopt the-concept with ali.
good - intentions, but when they get “ecaught
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up in the fever of the circus atmosphere of
the track, it quickly erodes, and they take
a hiatus to flirt with Lady dreedl (A
sister to Lady Luck!l)

Bacause, for most, there i3 a dearth of
congecutlve losers or prolonged choppy
losing slumps for a 60%-plus proficlency
handicapper (Win Dutching), seldom if ever
will you find yoursslf ever dipping into
funds in the bottom half of your bankroll.
For this reason, one can finance a $2000
Control Bankroll (the base from which you
"figure your % total bet size), with only
$1000 cash up front, That's essentially the
same as 50% margin, except you don't have
to borrow it or pay interest to your
broker--er,; bookis!

Even 1f that initial (don't-cars-about)
grand 13 tough to get together, one could
bagin operations (many do), by scraping up
a $200-5300 bankroll and give their method
a healthy workout., If it don't work thers,
it won't work with merely more monsy. In
fact, bankroll money is really an arbitrary
amount used only as a controlling factor to
size your bets and stay within practical
‘and semotional 1limits, Starting with the
smaller bankroll base, let it ride, that
is, don't skim off any early dividends
(unless you have to), and let it ride until
it reaches a level whers you are content
snd comfortable to let it stay and then put
the dividend mechanism into effect, and
start skimming off profits periodically.

No sense 4in trying to hurry it wup and
create a big wealth base. It's always there
for the taking. Bs content to make good
periodic withdravals (via dividends) to
cover your needs or wants., It's like a
steady, secure annuity. The pressurs and
stress are off, it can be fun, and a plea-
santly rewarding expesriencel

I can truthfully say, of all ‘wagering
modes, those involving only the First . Twe
Horses in a single race offer the most
promising direction for professional: posi-
tive expectancy play. In this case, it's
the first two horses you handicap--not
those across the wire. And, . examining
those, as we have the past few wesks, I
would say by personal experience and veri-
fied experience of others, none have . more
going for them than the Win/Dutch mode

eonsidering thé erratical factor of . horse-
racing.

Heretofore,

I've had critics try to show me better
ways, but their workouts had two follies;
dependency on certain "patterned" results
cycles, or short-term samples. I've blown
them all out of the saddle ' when we use
purely random results and long-term play—
which 1s what the real world is all about!

Of all the First Two Horse wagering modes,

this about covers them all but one other
feasible approach: The Place-Place Dutch
mode, This {8 & very unique phenomenon In

itself, of a very conservative
far as the horseplayer mentality will}
absorb. In fact, is tallored more for the
non-horseplayer investor type who is inter-
ested in moving larger blocks of money in a
lower risk-yleld environment, Yet, it's
yield will put to shame most yleld expec-
tancies of most of the traditional finan-
cial investment instruments including put-
and-call index options, etc. ' | :

nature as

these Wall Street types are
those who saturate and clobber the Show
pools (& bad bet and singlé-horse risk),
when an obvious well conditioned staka
horse runs, They take advantage of the
agsured minimum of the minus pool, etec, But
hell man, that ain't really hoss playin'!

Let's take a break from our First Two
Horses, and reserve the disseriuiion on the
Rjace-Dutch phenomenon to coincide with the
release of L.V.'s Instruction ghest L,
Which has been delayed from it's September
§ release date due to some minor production
technicalities. This tool 18 a necessary
adjunct for the “investor" oriented type.

Heanvhile, pleass, oh pleaaé,.give yoursslf
§ cbance and a shot at the Win-Dutch mode--
you might be in for a ton of surprisest!



Copyright 2009 O Henry House, SartinMethodology.com — Not for Resale

HUEY and The Length Variant staff have put together a number of

excellent MONEY MANAGEMENT tools for serious Handicappers. They are

ALL EASY to USE and very INexpensive.
Here are just a few Items I highly recommend:

INSTRUCTION SHEET C

UNIVERSAL MOWEY MANAGEMENT PLAN

BONET N
RSAL rpnasezesy PLAT
SR e S

gy .

——
—
——t

-

L.V.'s best overall seller! The "UNHP"
contains all the latest state-of-the-art
developments by Huey Mahl on the optimal

money management procedures applicable to
any gambling endeavor where one can achieve
a positive wexpsctancy. This may include
casino blackjack and poker, but i1s ideally
sulted for all sporting and ' pari-mutuel
events, GQuidelines are given for determin-
ing bet and bankroll size, margin require-
ments, stop-loss and profit taking pla-
teaus, setting earnings goals and dividend
schedules., Dellneates proper use of Kelly
Criterion  proportional bst  techniques.
Complete detalled explanation of all the
applicable formulas used by the Profession-
als.

Included fres to L.V. subscribers of record

or in L.V, Quarterly Edition IV ('88).
12 Pages plus formula card.
Postpaldd..overceonneononcoonossaasassssa810

SPECIAL PRODUCTS

INSTRUCTION SHEET J

DUTCHING AND PAYOFF

Developed by Huey Mahl and originally marketed by A,
Cunningham. The handicapper's best frisnd--many thou-
sands sold., Now handled exclusively by Length Variant
(Division of Elvee, Inc.). An invaluable tool for any
parimutus] or future book bettor (Sports, Thorough-
breds, Quarter Horses, Harness, Greyhounds, Ja{ Alat,
etc.). Handy pocket-size plastic card enables
instant determination of bet sizes applicable to win-
dutching any two entrants in a race. Provides low
risk, high yteld profits regardless which entrant
¥ins. Payoff chart on backside helps in the determi-
nation of payoff (to $1) profit expsctancy bafore tha
vager in order to sffect a bet/no-bel decision

based
on rsturn.
Complste 6-pags instructions with plastic laminated
card, e 8 T B 918




e e
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" INSTRUCTION SHEET K

PLACE HOMOGRAPH

Place 13 the most {llusive pool for the bettor, dus
to the fact that the actual payoff odds cannot be
ascertained before post-time. However, minlmum Place
odds can be calculated off the tote board based
play in the special Placs pool, Huey Hahl developsd
thla Place Momograph over 20 yoars ago and it can
quickly make Place determination for you for any
pari-mutuel event. This is glven on a sturdy, pocket
slze plastic card. As a bonus, a proven Place bstting
system off the tote board is also {ncluded. The back-
slds of the card presents a method of Win/Place
Dutching for a single horss. That 1, the proper
betting ratlos and minimum Payoffs of a single horse

to sither ¥Win OR Place and bs assured of a positive
Payoff,

upon

Complets 10-page instructions with plastic laminated
card, Postpaid.... N 2 ¢

L I I R I S O P Y

INSTRUCTION SHEET L

PLACE DUTCHING
Brand new bresakthrough by Huey Hahl. For the flrst

time, one can handle the approximations from totally » —

biind pools and DUTCH two horses to Place in the zame ;z:;‘*-~f~_w_“‘-_ EERL.
race to show a profit regardless which one Places. If Aaldf PLACE Durciﬂﬁ\.
both horses should be in the Place mutuels, then you St e, G
can realize at least a triple bonus Payoff. A sturdy, e -

pocket slze, plastic card will enable you to quickly
conduct at trackside or betting facility what other-
uise would be complex calculations. Probable minimum
Payoffs are shown on the backside of the card. Unless
you can ascertaln probable minus Place odds off the
totalizator, the msthod enables the user to use Place
odds extensions based on the posted Win odds. These
have been empirically verified over many vyears of
actual results, These ars considered investment gqua-
lity speculations which probably return the highest
yield for the lowest risk of any pari-mutuvsl play.
The risk/yleld ratio beats any S8how belt method on a
single horse, .

Comprahansive Ainstructions with color voded plastic
card, Postpald... .. .oceevonssnsanonsonnrnrnnneese $20 ==

oQQerOﬂ Ths Clinre
p¥i5 =
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SANTA ANITA CHARTS

Copyright 1990 by News America Publications, Inc. Repro. probibiled.
Los Angefes Turf Ciub, Inc. Santa Anita Paek, Arcadia, Calitonva,
All finishes confirmed by Emil T, Jones & Associstes.
Monday, Februsry 19, 1990 - 44th Day of = 30-Day Mesling.

6388—4:33? RACE. 6% Furlongs, Puse $12,000. Claiming. 4yom.
. olds »0d up, bred in California, Claiming prica 310,000

index_torse and Jockey W PP ST % 4 M Sw i Jo st
8199 Doutde Song. 1 Pecror 201 4 e g 1 g
6234 Bubba s Bulet. G Stewer 16 4 5 gl 3y 32 2k 355
5283 Muscie Bound, R Davs. Ms o2 3 2% ogdw . ot 33 gy
8209 Naturatty Miich, R Baze 16 312 12 g 52 42 710
6252 Trashy Hovel, C Mo dies 1o 6 5 5! 4! T4 54 g3
8289 No flesyaint, C Nakatard 110 12 2 4 s . g gl 00
6263 Headine News, D Fixes He 7 11 101! -8 7™ 4350
5157 Agitated Guy, J Castancn . Ui o8 7 I gl 7) 83 220
e Jakiin's Gitt, R Sibet 16 5 5 gl ) ghd g% g)r1p
5038 Mabiks. G Oiguin .. 115 10 10 112 111" 103 103 9580
5244 See The Dragon. D Pation. 16 9 ¢ ghd 42 1 1124 1560
6316 Spicy Yetowlad, A Sobs.. ns ty 4 a3t gl - ntvi2 s7gg

No Scralches
Claimed — Doudle So0g-M Ghekman-Santord Studmars 10.000

1--~DOUBLE SONG . 420 300 2.00
4—BUBBA'S BULLET . o 800 3,40
2—MUSCLE BOUND... 5.00

Time: :22.,:45 1/5, 1:10 1/5, 1:17. Track: Clear Muddy. Winner-ch.h 84 Messenger of
Song-Mazda's Doubde Tr-Steven Young Mutuel Pool $363,465,

6389*5“0“0 RACE, 6% Furongs. Pucse $19,000. Maiden Clalming,
i 3-year-olds, bred I California, Claiming price $§32,000-28,000

Index

HO(_seandJockey W PP ST W Vy MOOSk, Fin Tcﬂ
6217 Masked Ice, S Hawtey. T4 4t 23 44 a9
~—-— Bokin, A Sobs ... WY 18 g <42 23 ysp
6208 Cordial Steppa, C Black . 18 9 1 2w 42 < 1DY g 9709
6217 Mystical Valentina, CMorales ... 1110 11 2 2! 21" | 31 42 9340
6298 Mustang Marvel, G Stevens 86 ¢ 10M 9y . gt g3 3539
" 8217 Beach Hit, K Desormeaux ., 18 4 5 shd ghd g1 gM gy
6208 Can Dancs, C Nakatani ... N3 37 3 et . g3 g% 3
8310 Lel George Dot J Castanon ... 113 8 3 3% and " L. 'g1 g2 4379
6298 Cad's Fashion, D Fioxes .. 2 6 8!M102r . g1t ogIn ;6 p
6020 Winning Player, E Detahous St g LM agd 1720
8307 Bert s Native, C McCarron ........... 1010 41 5% "o 430

Scratched — Swaps Tempo

T—MASKED ICE .o.puunrrsissermenssennnrionnes .60 500 4.40
1—BOLKIN 7.00  6.40
9-—CORDIAL STEPPE 10.60

Time::21 4/5, :453/5. 111147 375, Track: Clear & Muddy. Winner-b .87 lce Age-
Masquerader Tr-Dean Greeoman, Mutuel Poot $458.974 Daity Double Poot $547,267.
32 DAILY DOUBLE {1.7) PAID $15.20

6390—4“190 RACE. 8 Furlongs. Purse xu,oo_b. Allfowance, Fillies &
Maces, 4-yaar-olds snd up, .

Index_Horss and Jockey Y X . Sy Fin Jost
; s 4l 92 o0

(6264} Beaubiul Melody, F Toro 3% . 3hd ol o3¢
(6271) Letters Of Love, P Valenzuela 4! .. 54 3w ggy
U L L O

6210 Chip's De Mers, A Soks 22 .. 2 54w gy
6329 Forsaken Toy, D Flores .. 6 .7°. 6 6 890

No Scratches <7

1-—~DESAGIADA ...........
6-~BEAUTIFUL MELODY
2~~LETTERS OF LOYE

Time: 121 2/5, :44 2/5,:57 1/5,1:10 1/5, Track: Clear & M\b&y. Wnoer-b.m.85 Coasu-
tant’s Bid-Make Ma Rich Tr-Bruce Headiey. Mutvel Pool $346,915 Exacla Pool $556,466.

32EXACTA (1-6) PAID $84.20 T

6393-SIXYN RACE, 8 Furlongs. Purss $23,000, Maiden Clalming.
Maiden 4-yene-olds and up. C!nim‘mﬂgﬁcc $50,000-45,000

Index

Hiorse and Jockey Wi PP ST % % Sn. Fin, Tost
6258 Mo (xant, P Valenzuela 72 2% 2t B AT U )}
6150 Geyser, C Hakatani. . 106 3 oqhd L g 95 glag
6228 Final Forecast, C McCarron, 19408 5% 42 . 3 gk 5,
6213 Bet Metxnet. D Sorenson. 17510 ™ 59 4% 4% 560
6150 Jane s Aaj. C Black ...... 17 8 8 9' 8% . 52 g¥n g3p
6258 Bum Booge, Delabous sayo 196 11107 91 L gity g y5gy
5267 A-Thefleader K Desormeaux .. 113 12 3 670 gl B G A3 ol <]
5218 Funaway Doctor, 1} Sitite 17212t gbd g g2k gy
—-~ vk The Bikge, G Stevens 193 7 1 3 L gnd gno jgpg
4244 Kama fichen, O Patton. 19 11 4 8™ 0 L yphd yghd 72°gg
6267 A-Baty ek F Otwares . 810 5 12 12 - ongs 3a00
6148 The Ear Of James, A Scis 99 3 4N L g g 3.60
Sctatebed ~—- Gson's Chosca, S Bustophar

8—NO DRAFT 9.40 5.20 4.00

2--GEYSER, 5.80 3.80

5-—FINAL FORECAST 3.60

Time: 121 4/5, :45 1/5,:57 375, 1:10 2/5, Track: Clear & Muddy, Winner-ch.g.86 First
Draft Choico-Le Gro Tr-Martin Kenney. Mutuel Poot $595 884,

6394—-—SEVENTH RACE. 6 Furdongs. Purse $34,000. Claiming. Fillies, 3-
yoaho!ds.Clniang_pﬁca $50,000-45,000

Incex Horse and Jockey WL PP ST % v ¥_ St Fin.  To$
6107 Admightinterhuse, CMorales.....108 4 1 41 - 2hd T ol o 1opp
6299 Lawli Command, CHiakatani...111 6 3 3™ 4% . 30 gno  gag
6231 Feverfew, N Davis........... 163 2 1Mt g1 1232 150
(6246) Fast Discovery, G Stevens. A6 7 5 59 58 4 43 3.00
6285 Lady Listen, A Sobs..._. . . 182 4 2 3 L 56 g1W 35y
6265 Drone’sOuesn,CMcCarron..... 116 5 6 64 65 6'0 614 640
-~ Davis Star, R Sibile .. ...... RET T S [ 65.30
Ho Scratches
Chaitned — Lady Listen-EX Madruga-Leonard Dociman-50,000
4—MIDNIGHT INTEALUDE. 27.00 11,00 4.40
E—LAWFUL COMMAND ..... w920 4.20
3—FEVERFEW 2.80

Tima: 122.,:45 2/5, :58., 1:11.2/5, Track: Clear 4 Good. Winner-ch.1.87 Broadway Forhi-
Petrus Tr-Brian Mayberry. Mutuel Pool $397.914 Exacta Pool $555,144,
35 EXACTA {4-6) PAID $411.00
Pick Six winning numbers 7-1-8-1-8-4. Pick Six Pool $297.943. No tickats with 6 winoers.
Jlickels with 5 winners paid $39,686.00. Total Pick Six Carryover $119,058.03.

63 95-—-E!GHTH RACE. 1 1/2 Miles. Turf Purse: $250,000 Added. "San
Luts Obispo Handicap” {Grade it} 4-year-olds and up. Vaiue of
Race $283,600. Note: Start on backstretch instend of hiliside.

Iddex Hiorse and Jockey W PP ST % %“ % Sy, Fn.  Tost
- 3179) Frankly Pedect, CMcCarron.....124 4 7 72 7% g%  4nd 1%y
6269 Oelegant, P Vatenzueta .. 168 3 31 ¥ hd 1w oW 4779
6044 JustAs Lucky, G Stevens 1146 2 2" s ghd a1 3t g
$ 5197 szham{Gi{)‘EDeiahoussaya 117 12 8 879 ghd 71v sw 42 y5ep
6269 F.-CopelMeister {f1). GAkmeida... 113 2 11 1% 11¥ 115 B% g% 4180
<8197 TwoMoocasins, K Descrmeaux... 112 7 1 129 3% g% ghd ghd g5 ap
{6197} Putting (F1). C Black 116 3 4 4} 2bd aivr oha 5.40
6287 Live The Dream, A Soi 118 10 5 shd ghd g1¥ 92 g 4500
——~ Drum Yaps, J Sartos .. 7910 10D 101 10 g4 g% 39
6797 Piver Warden, R Baze, N5 1 9 g g% g1 ghd yp8 g
6278 Luckr . 1 Davis 5 6 8™ 41 gt {47 319 2810
16286) F-Balto, F Dtivares .. 11292 12 12 12 12 4160
F-Fieid

Scratched -~ Atiesa, Super Neady
3—FRANKLY PERFECT ..cuvvrvirerrinenen
7T—DELEGANT , 20.60 9.80
5--JUSTAS LUCKY 8.40

Titne: 149 345 1:34 175, 1:39. 2:03 1/5. 2:28.Track: Clear & Good, Winner-ch.h.B5S Per.

rault-T'ranca Tr-Chartes Whittingham. Mutuet Pool $576,884 Exacta Pool $648,316. Tripe
Pool $645,521.

veneeeenns 4,80 3,40 2,80

Tine line shoukd read: 0:25 :49 3/5,1:14 175, 1:39 2:03 15, 2:28

O 3D { —FoURTHRACE. 63 Furdongs. Purss $19,000. Maiden Claiming. -

3-yeac-oldy, bred In Cafifomia. Clniming price $32,000-28,000

Index_Horse and Jockey W, PP ST W Y - M Sy Fin. Tof)
6247 Struttin Joey P.,J Estrada ... 2hd L0 g e gy
6020 Slage Door Jim, Delahoussays 41 121 360
e ldependent Stan, M Pedroza . 3 AT A B L 1
6154 Royal Akadin, P Valenzuela 1 3 ol gim oo
8310 g;v.JCaslarm 6 6 B2 . 6% 524 5729
8307 Cadersel, R Davi 9 5 52 - 78 82 270
6310 Givots Four, A Sofi 44 1hd 52 73 1050
—— Circumstelar, C Black 17 g .o gl" gt 4770
6063 Point Of Prey, L Jauequi 58 9MMp - . 94 g9 yygp
6307 Pain Andt Glory, R Baze ... A8 10 2 4F M . 40 10 2340
Scratched — Calelte K, M. 8iuso 3 Slew - . R

8—STRUTTIN JOEY P 8.40 5.60

2--STAGE DOOR JIM i .60 4.40

3— INDEPENDENT STAN 820

Time: 122, :45 1/5, 1:11 3/5, 1:18 375, Track: Clear & Muddy. Winner-gbb.g.87 rterco-
Unda W. Tr-Ted West. Mutuel Pool $670,827.

6392——nrm FACE. 1 1/8 Miles. Pucsa 537,000, Altow ance. 4-ye se-olds
and up,
kdex_Horss and Jockey Wi PP ST % w M Sy . Todl
§295 Ote’, C Nakatank.... 51 8§10 10 7 gt g g4
8286 Go Go At R Sibie 17810 82 8! ynd g4 92 ooy
4160 Soi Os Kora (Arg), 1183 4 7'M alv g g 34 Thyp
6288 Sawcy Sam, F Chivares 1175 2 41 41 a2 a1 1w a9
6286 Dime Txve, R Davis.... N1o7 8 s g g2 g 5 320
{6267) Crackin Thalos, JCasron..... 112 4 3 40 1% g7 32 gy 433
6295 Petersburg, G Akneida ... 120009 7 31 2hd 41 g 739 3igp
$023 Motel Allax . P Vatenzuels | 2 5 92 gt 45 gt g8 Tgig
6215 Acdie’s Bro, R Bazs.... 6 1 2% 31 ghd g1 gk g5og
8314 Gum Swapper, A Soks 10 9 8% s gl 49 g 12.00

Scratched — Ridge Rogus, K"ng Annou

N

1—OLE" 1280 740 420
8—GO QGO ART 2100 940
3-~SOL DE KORA 380

Time: 23,146 4/5,1:11 /5, 1.36 4/5, 150 1/5. Track: Cloar & Mukly Winner-b ¢ 86
Danzig-Prince ss Rooney Tr-Hery Moreno. Mutuet Pool $4 19.850 Exacta Puui $692,425.

$5 EXACTA (1-8) PAID $750.00

. Saatubed — Princess Prooctia, Teadh Me

"ixg the halt mits pote while-al

$5 EXACTA (3-7) PAID $270.00
$3 DAILY TRIPLE (8-4-3/9) PAID $486.60

FMANKLY PERFECT, patlentty handled while devoid of early speed. moved up to get
within easy siriking distance nfter six turongs but was steadied when boxed in approach.
ng the Inside rail, was maneuvered toward the outside on
the final turn when seeking a clear path for the streich drive, began the stretch drive lour
wide, accelorated in the stretch drive to coma on with & rush and was up k time. DELE.

‘GANT, closn up early whils in hand, took over turning into the streteh without being hus-

ted. vied for the lead around the last furn, drew cClear earty in the drive, stil had a clear ad-
vantage b sixteentl out, was over taken tste by FRANKLY PERFECT but gained the piace
18 guod try. JUST AS LUCKY, prominent early white under a snug rating hokd, was shuf-
fledt back a bit approaching the half mile pote but stayed in comention, menaced around
the final irn and continued wilingty in the drive to prove thicd best,

’6396"’“'"”" RACE. 1 1/18 Miles. Purse $25,000. Clalming. Fillles &

Mares, 4-yeac-olds and up.

dsaxHot'se and Jockey ST % Y % Sv. Ffm To$t
6280 A-Norde's Gied, P Valenzuela 402 2 g2 obd 42 44 1.90
6211 Current Abbey. R Baze .. 7.9 slogh giw 22 on 5o
{6351) Lickety Sphtior, L Jauregui 2 8 8™ g9 8! 332 7o
6125 Colorval Treachery, S Hawley. P4 9 g M g2 g% g
6297 Luvalomax. O Fkxes 5 7 11 gl shd gim ghd 450
- Mouted Sokder, J 6 5 3W b 44 51 ghd gy
6124 AICapital, C Kienas ., B 3 gt gid g yhd 36 ggn
6248 Sqxuced ¥ Styse, A Soh 9 6 6! 524 g4 gi gt 35
6322 AFortsaden Desie, C Black 1163 1 4t 7t og 9 g 1.9

. Claxved — Coriont Abbey - Bean Bam & Kinmerly-flobert A Bean-25 000

1A—Nordic's Gird .,
§—Current Abbey 520 4.00
I—Lickaty Splitter 4.60
Tino 0 24.0048 1:13.1-38.4 1:45.3 Track: Clear & Good Winner-b.m 83 Nordic Prince-
Ivy League Girt Tr-Robert Palen. Mutuel Pool $342.869 Exacta Pool $654.352.

$S Exncta (1-6) Pald $77.50 M
33 Exacta Box (1-6) Paid $46.50

PICk Nins wiomiog nonbers §-7-1-8-1-8-4-3/9-1, Pick Nins Pool $73,585. No tickets with 9,
8.0t 7 winrers, 60 tickets with 6 winner s paid $147.00. 923 lickets with § winners paid
$9.40. Today's Pick Nine Carryover $41.166.40. Total Pick Nine Nal Carryover
$395,965.56

On-Tiack Atteodance 29,991, Handle $7,132,980. Inler-T1ack Attendance 8,878. Handle
$1,751,421. Atondance 36.863. Mutuel Handie $8.884.401,

e 380 3.80 2.80
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WINNERS and LOSERS

THE WINNER is always a part of the answer;
THE LOSER is always a part of the problem;

THE WINNER always has a program;
THE LOSER always has an excuse;

THE WINNER says "Let me do it for you"
THE LOSER says"That’s not my job"

- THE WINNER sees and answer for problems;
THE LOSER sees a problem in every answer;

THE WINNER sees a green near eVery sand trap;
THE LOSER sees 2 or 3 sand traps near every
green;

THE WINNER says "It may be difficult, but it's
possible";
THE LOSER says "It may be possible, but it’s
too difficult.”

BE A WINNER!






