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News from Thoroughbred Racing 
Home Wagering Gets a Boost 

 

The Governor of California has signed into law a bill that is critical to the entire North American horse 
wagering economy.  The new law allows California residents to wager on races via the Internet or 
telephone betting service.  This is already a standard in some states, but the passage of this act in the 
Golden State will have enormous financial ramifications that carry beyond its borders. 
 
The new law goes into effect on January 1st 2002.  California’s huge populace of horseplayers that have 
balked at attending races in recent years due to freeway traffic and lousy wagering cards could now fatten 
the action like never before.  The pick six pools in Southern California are already the largest in the nation 
and now they will probably swell further, attracting widespread attention on carryover days.  This influx 
of money will increase purses and hopefully expand the pitiful short fields that have plagued the quality 
of racing in the state, especially in the north. 
 
We can all hope that this action will stimulate other states to pass similar legislation.  Perhaps if the 
competition for the wagering dollar increases, incentives for the horseplayer such as rebates will be 
offered.  Keep your fingers crossed on that - rebates are a serious source of profits for regular players. 
 
The offshore wagering bookmakers may soon find themselves losing customers in droves if they don’t 
have terrific incentives to lure patrons from the legal betting accounts in California and elsewhere.  Many 
patrons are already upset with the delays in collecting winnings from even the most reputable Caribbean 
books.  Customers also get upset with restricted exotic payoffs; the offshore bookmaker must absorb all 
bets in house, therefore they severely cap payoffs on exactas and trifectas and deny the pick-6 to save 
themselves from a major bashing.  Another issue that will cause them problems is the growing restriction 
on credit card cash advances for gambling.  This may be part of the reason behind the cash crunch at the 
offshore locations at the moment – the bulk of their capital comes from those credit card transactions.   
 
Bottom line - the California law may result in increased competition for our wagering dollars.  As players 
we may finally get some respect.  Well, respect is not likely, but maybe customer service will get better 
and we’ll have more choices – any new benefits that a horse bettor is offered is good news! 
 

YouBet and TVG should Survive 
Internet wagering service YouBet was barely hanging on when bought by the shaky satellite-racing 
network TVG recently.  The NASDAQ wanted to dump YouBet from their stock listing because the 
company shares had fallen below $1 for awhile.  The California wagering law passage gives them some 
appeal power on continuing on the exchange and definite hope for a positive future business outlook.  
Legal Internet wagering in their home state has to be excellent news for a company that has a promising 
product but has not had any luck with the complexity of wagering laws – everything was going against 
them until now.  With a foothold in California, they should survive and can continue to expand their 
pioneer service.  Without the new law, it is doubtful YouBet could have continued. 
  

New York Bettors may Benefit  
Frank Stronach appears positioned to take over the NYC-OTB network with his hefty monetary offer.  
This is favorable news for Gotham bettors as Stronach is at least willing to listen to players and consider 
incentives for wagering such as rebates.  His next goal is to wrestle the big three tracks out from under the 
bureaucratic control of NYRA.  That is a longshot – but with rival California looming to get a leg up on 
New York with telephone and Internet wagering – some movement may be forthcoming.  The ridiculous 
curfew law that stifles out of state thoroughbred wagering in New York - when the harness tracks begin 
their evening programs – should be the first issue addressed and immediately abolished.  A lot of 
horseplayer money from New York goes to illegal bookmakers, offshore books, and out-of-state 
providers that should be kept at home in the state coffers.       
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Tournament News – Orleans Championship 

The Orleans Handicapping Championship was held Aug 16-18 with 663 entries (well under the estimated 
800 expected by Coast Resorts).  Top prize was $109,000.  This event is held for three consecutive days 
and has an entry fee of $500.  Contestants must wager a mythical $100 to win on 12 horses each day – a 
total of 36 wagers in all.  Points are accumulated based on the actual track mutuel prices but there is an 
80% cap on the win end at 20/1.  As an example of point accumulation, a horse paying $10 to win would 
award exactly 500 points in the contest.  This tournament has a remarkably consistent history.  Almost all 
first prize winners end up with about 10,000 points.  This year it was slightly lower with 9,500 taking the 
top prize.     

The three days of this year’s event were heavy with low-priced winners at the tournament tracks (AP, 
CRC, DMR, LAD, PIM, and SAR) and the slim volume of longshots caused the lowest accumulative 
point totals for the top 10 winners in the history of the event.  Six HTR members took part – their finish 
and prize money is listed at the bottom of this page.  

Many of the major prize winners in this year's tourney received the bulk of their points from the final 
three races on the card on Friday Aug 17 at Arlington Park.  Check your HTR-consensus that day.  
Several of us hit the 8th race at $40, a Fr1 #1.  We then played the Fr1 #1 in race 9 – the horse had a 
three-length lead in the stretch but lost by an inch at 23/1.  Heartbreak defeat and the horse that did get his 
nose on the wire and win that race paid $79 and it was a key score for many of the tournament top ten.  
We should not have cried for too long over that photo.  In the final race that day at AP, a #1 Fr1 scored 
again at 60/1 on the grass.  All of us saw it before the race, none of us played it.  Shame - we were 
honestly too distracted from the previous loss to get up and wager the live Fr1 longshot.  Hindsight is 
20/20, but if we had prevailed in the race-9 photo, methinks one of us would have tagged the 60/1 in race 
10 and won the day by racking those three consecutive Fr1's at AP in a row.  Excuses are for losers 
though; bottom line – we struck out with the bases loaded.  

There were just a couple of other do-able price winners during the three days - mostly at Del Mar, but 
overall slim pickings on those longshots with strong velocity numbers that usually get the prize money for 
HTR players.  The contest tracks: PIM, SAR, LAD and CRC had almost nothing to bite on.   

Anyone think the tournament could have been won by cranking out all those easy favorites?  Would not 
have happened even if someone managed the incredible feat of hitting 100% winners.  At average odds of 
3/2 ($5.00 win mutuel – 250 tournament points each) and hitting 36 of 36 plays (9000 total points) it 
would not have been good enough to get the top prize.  The reality of winning these tournaments requires 
swinging for the home run on every turn at-bat.   

Participating HTR members 

Doug Craft - finished 63rd overall and received a check for $416.  

Rick Newton - had a good final day received a daily prize check for $500.  Finished 123rd overall  

Tommy Castillo, Glen Love, Ken Massa, and Bernie Stroum were out of the money. 

The opportunities to gain free entry into the NTRA final handicapping championship in January are 
decreasing every week.  Take advantage of any contests in your area or local tracks – they usually draw 
small crowds and are not that difficult to win with a little preparation.  And its not even necessary to win 
the event to receive the invitation, as most reward the prize to the top four.  Get involved if you can and 
write to me if you have any success or good stories about the tournament to share! 
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HTR2001 Upgrade 
 

You may upgrade to the newest HTR2001 Windows edition by downloading from our web site at 
www.homebased2.com/km and clicking the link to “Latest Software Updates”.  If this is your first look at 
the new software, be sure to download the ‘full installation’ first.  This contains a one-time setup for the 
necessary system files.  If you have already done this initial step, then you only need to download the 
HTR2001.EXE file and overwrite the old version.  If you have Windows95 on your computer, you will 
need special instructions – but the best advice is to upgrade to Windows98, ME, or 2000.  We expect the 
program to work fine with the new Windows XP.  However, DOS applications may not be operable under 
that new XP Microsoft Operating System expected to be released this fall.     
 
Scratch Screen 
A well-developed scratch/removal screen has been added to HTR2001.  I paid close attention to laptop 
users at the tournament and noticed how important it was to remove late scratches in a hurry.  In fact, we 
all would appreciate blitzing the scratches rapidly!  Quick access to the scratch screen and ease of use was 
my focus when creating this important element of the program.   
 
• You can instantly access the screen by clicking the Scratch icon button or pressing <F9> anytime. 
 

• Scratch screen is only available before results are added to the file.  After results are added, HTR 
marks the file with a permanent record as to the actual scratches and win-place-show horses.  
Allowing the user to alter a factual race result would prove complicated.  You can determine the 
horses that were scratched and the results by reviewing the Program screen in HTR2001. 

 

• On the Scratch screen you may change the surface of a current race if the conditions have changed.  
This will usually be the case during rainy periods when races are taken off the grass and moved to the 
dirt.  Wet Dirt is an option you may use for any race that will be run in the slop or mud.  This does 
effect some program outputs – including a listing of the horse’s mud speed record on past-
performance screens.  When results are added, HTR automatically records the actual distance, surface 
and track condition run for a race.   

 

Note: some users have asked for a distance change option to go along with a surface change.  Roughly 99% of all 
races that end up being staged on wet tracks are run at their original distance.  The coding of a surface change 
requires a larger set of options that take up space and program size and is complicated to code.  Also, HTR 
automatically adds the correct distance run when results are added – so there is not an issue of accuracy with testing 
data later.  For all these reasons this option is not available.  If a race is announced to run at a distance different than 
originally carded due to inclement weather, it should be passed for serious wagering.   
 
 

• The race entrants are listed in program order on the Scratch screen with the name and morning line.  
Remove the check mark from a horse’s box to scratch it.  You may remove non-contenders as well 
and restore them later.  When you take out a horse, the text turns red. 

 

• Use the screen for fast full card scratching by clicking the “Next Race” and “Previous Race” buttons 
found at the bottom of the Scratch screen.  When finished, click the “Save and Exit” button and all 
the information will be saved.  

 

• The Scratch screen makes it very easy to temporarily remove your non-contenders from the race.  
This option will prove more useful when the velocity data is added to the program later.    

 

• Scratches and changes made in HTR2001 are interchangeable with the DOS programs.  In other 
words, if you scratch a horse from one application, it will be marked and removed from any other 
HTR program you use.  

 
See page 12 for more HTR2001 upgrade information.   
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More --- HTR2001 Upgrade - 
 

Pedigree Screen 
I have completed work on the pedigree data screen and come up with an excellent single rating that takes 
into account today’s distance and surface potency of the sire and the dam’s-sire.  If the horse is making 
it’s first start on today’s surface, the number is further adjusted to take into account the potency of the 
breeding for the initial outing.  A ranking accompanies the number and they will also be listed for each 
horse in the past-performance screens.  
 
I am confident that the HTR pedigree number is more effective than similar ratings that do not separate by 
distance/surface categories and do not modify the figure when the horse is racing initially over the 
surface.  An “*” will appear next to the rating when it is the horse’s first try over the surface.  Many 
longshot first timers will be found with no other clues except a strong pedigree rating.  The breeding 
numbers are scaled between 0-999 with 300-400 being the average range.   
 
Pedigree statistics and ratings are not useful in most races.  The most effective situations are --- 
 

• First time starters – or debut horse from Europe making the first start on dirt. 
• First start on grass.  Longshots can still be found. 
• First route try or stretching out to a longer route than previously attempted.   
• Grass sprints.  This is a specialized area and only HTR rates the pedigree specifically on the turf 

dashes without mixing unrelated data from grass routes.  Stay alert to pedigree nuances. 
 
Jockey/Trainer Screen (general stats) 
Pretty much completed this screen with all information listed including my final version of the trainer and 
jockey performance ratings – which will vary depending on race situation and are computed daily on a 
rotating 365 day cycle.  Note that this is not the Comprehensive Trainer report that must be downloaded 
separately.  

 
Past Performances 
I have made so many changes, fixes, tweaks and adjustments to the past-performance screens that it 
would require a whole newsletter to go over them.  Most of you will grasp the new stuff after a few 
minutes of scrutiny.  Here are some highlights –  
 
• A specially designed “Compat PP's” screen has been developed.  This is an eye saver and most 

importantly a paper saver.  Did not sacrifice too much data – except that the each horse is limited to 
five lines of data and the trip note was shortened.  Workout data remains.  Fits normally on standard 
paper with six horses to the page.  This should be sufficient for most users needing pp’s, but the 
Advanced PP’s (below) are available for hard core handicappers.   

 
• The “Advanced PP’s” has been expanded and must be printed 3 horses to a page in landscape mode.  

The horse’s trainer/jockey history is listed on the far right and this can be an eye opener.  The patterns 
and insights of barn and rider changes are much easier to grasp when presented in this unique format.  
There is additional expanded data that should be understandable but email me if you are puzzled.  For 
example: if you see the “!” next to 0.0 beaten length listing, it indicates the horse had a clear (1 length 
or more) lead at that call.  The small “c” next to the horse’s Cramer speed figure indicates a claim that 
day.  The “++” next to the race-speed-figure indicates it was a race run much faster than today’s par. 

 
• The “Cramer Par” is now included in the top race header.  This is HTR’s estimate of the speed 

standard for the race.  Compare this number to what the horse has run in the past to project his ability 
in today’s race.   

 
• Printing.  The Past-Performances and the Program (full card) screens should now print properly 

when the Print Report button is pushed – I hope.  Write to me please if you find bugs or quirks.  
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Handicapping 
Cramer Speed Figures Tested 

 

Last month we discussed the Jim Cramer approach to speed figures and the prolific implementation of 
numbers into the past-performance screen in HTR2001.  This month will give the ratings a thorough 
testing on a recent large data sample and discover which methods of evaluating final time speed with the 
Cramer number is the most predictive.  Later, we’ll combine the best speed figure approach with some of 
the HTR factors in hopes creating a profitable mechanical system of play.  
 
I chose to use an exact 365-day sample that contained about 60,000 races in my database.  The sample 
does not contain every single race run in the past year though.  Lowest class races and many races carded 
bush tracks are weeded out somewhat as to limit them from saturating any aspect of the analysis.  
Approximately 500,000 horses were tested from these races.  
 
Ties were not broken in this data test.  This will result in an inflated win percentage for some rankings.  
However, the ROI and Impact Value calculations are coded correctly for duplicate rankings and are 
entirely accurate measurements.  For example, if two horses have the same Cramer figure and rank 
equally, the test code was instructed to bet both horses, thus obtaining the true ROI even though one of 
them would lose for sure.    
 
Below are the statistics for the ML-odds ranking from the 365-day test sample described above.  Use it to 
compare the test output on the Cramer figures.  Ties are broken with the MLO using the jockey win 
percentage.  As an example, assume two horses had a 3/1 morning-line and they are the listed second 
choices.  The first horse has a jockey that rides 19% winners, the second one has a rider that gets 10%.  
The 3/1 shot with the 19% jock would be ranked 2, the other horse ranked 3.     
 
MLO      Rank-1           Rank-2          Rank-3       
      30.6 / 0.82      18.8 / 0.79     14.6 / 0.80 
 
The first number listed in the win%, followed by the ROI.  The impact value for MLO-1 is a strong 2.50.  
 
Using final tote odds will increase the win rate of the favorites to 32.6%, but the ROI drops to 0.81.  It is 
unreliable to test actual board odds anymore though, because we cannot determine the final rank order 
before the gate opens.  Simulcast money pours in after the bell rings and actual odds are not known to the 
player at post-time.  Those of you that test data regularly and use actual odds in your queries must 
exercise common sense knowing that you may not know the true odds, or the rank order of the horses 
based on mutuel action, before the race goes off.   
 
Unknowns create an unfair environment for testing speed figures.  For example, if a first-time-starter wins 
a race, are the speed numbers on the losing horses bad?  Of course not – the ratings may have been perfect 
– perhaps good enough to ascertain that a first timer was likely to win if the experienced entrants all had 
pitiful figures.  So how do we examine the data without this uncertainty?  In the tests results shown on the 
next several pages I separate a key group of horses and refer to them as the Special category.  The special 
category includes all of the following items together.  The males and females were separated in the tests.   
 
• Races for Older Horses (3up, etc)  
• Non-Maidens  
• Fast Dirt Races (no grass or wet surfaces) 
 
Look over the Special data carefully.  It is the window of truth for the accuracy of speed figures under 
ideal handicapping conditions.  Races of this type rarely find an entrant that has no speed figures to 
compare.   
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Cramer Figures Test Results 
 

We’ll start the report by testing the ever-popular last race figure only.  Take each entrant’s most recent 
Cramer speed number and rank it.  No restrictions or parameters are used.  If a quality horse lost by 30 
lengths last time in the mud he hated – tough beans.  And what about the big class dropper that has been 
laid off for 3 years – his last start may contain a speed rating 20 points above today’s field – he gets the 
top ranking, period.  There are no excuses allowed when using last line handicapping.  Keep in mind, 
many horses are already eliminated from consideration when testing speed figures - first time starters, 
foreign shippers and horses that did not finish their last start for whatever reason.  If these horses win, the 
speed figure test takes a loss as the unknown horses are ranked as a zero for data purposes.  The Special 
category discussed above helps to iron out most of the unknown element however. 
 
Cramer Speed figures – ranked test results– last line only 
Type         Rank       Win%          ROI         IV 
 
All           1         25.6         0.85        1.96 
All           2         17.8         0.79        1.49 
All           3         14.6         0.80        1.18 
 

Dirt Sprint   1         26.1         0.84        2.02  
Dirt Sprint   2         17.8         0.82        1.39 
 

Turf Sprint   1         23.6         0.78        1.90 
Wet Sprint    1         26.1         0.84        1.97 
 
Dirt Route    1         26.6         0.87        2.01 
Dirt Route    2         17.4         0.81        1.47 
 
Turf Route    1         22.1         0.81        1.76 
Wet Route     1         25.7         0.87        1.93 
 
Special Male  1         25.3         0.87        1.98 
Special Male  2         17.9         0.83        1.41 
 
Special Fem   1         25.7         0.85        1.94 
Special Fem   2         19.2         0.88        1.52 
 
 
Analysis 
Notice that I did not break down the categories by class type.  Those distinctions did not prove critical.  
The Special category verifies the win rate without further scrutiny needed - Cramer speed figures, based 
solely on the last race rating taken from each horse with no other handicapping, will predict the winner of 
about one- quarter of all races.  The Impact Value of 2.00 stamps the factor in the “strong” category.  The 
Morning Line ranking does better though.  Therefore we must study the ROI as a basis of comparison.  
On average, Cramer last race figures will raise the ROI up about 3 or 4 points higher than the same 
category of races tested with MLO.   
 
On the next few pages we’ll try some techniques that may enhance the value of the speed figures. 
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Cramer Figures Test Results – 90 day last line  
 

Forcing the use of the last race figure for every horse has some drawbacks as we have mentioned.  Let’s 
make one small change in the last race format and require that the most recent start have been run within 
the last 90 days.  This will prevent those unreliable numbers that pop up on layoff horses.  However, it 
will also eliminate every horse that had a layoff of more than 3 months. Keep in mind, we are still using 
the last start speed figure for each horse in this test – it is just that it must have been run in the previous 90 
days.   
 
Cramer Speed figures – ranked test results– last line only if it occurred within previous 90 days 
Type         Rank       Win%          ROI         IV 
 
All           1         25.5         0.86        1.96 
All           2         17.1         0.81        1.37 
All           3         13.0         0.78        1.00 
 

Dirt Sprint   1         25.9         0.85        1.92 
Dirt Sprint   2         17.0         0.82        1.27 
 

Turf Sprint   1         24.6         0.82        1.79 
Wet Sprint    1         26.5         0.89        2.01 
 
Dirt Route    1         25.8         0.87        1.95 
Dirt Route    2         18.0         0.82        1.38 
 
Turf Route    1         21.8         0.83        1.67 
Wet Route     1         26.0         0.91        2.00 
 
Special Male  1         26.0         0.90        2.03 
Special Male  2         17.4         0.84        1.36 
 
Special Fem   1         25.6         0.88        1.95 
Special Fem   2         18.4         0.84        1.35 
 
Adding the simple 90-day requirement does give the ROI some upward movement.  A good indication 
that removing layoff horses improves our bottom line when using speed figure comparisons.  Those 
important Special categories improved nicely – with the male runners pushing slightly into high-grade 
territory (0.90 ROI and above).  
 
Notice that turf race categories tend to produce the worst win percentages when testing speed figures.  
This is not a black mark on the value of the final time speed number on grass, but an indication of the 
complexity of handicapping and making accurate figures in turf races.  Some thoughts ---  
 

• Foreign shippers are common at major tracks and those from Europe are usually well meant.  Cramer 
and Beyer do not make figures for these horses.  HTR software does estimate a Quirin speed figure 
for the foreign imports if you look on screen <5> in HTR, or screen <1> in PRAT. 

• Horses move frequently between dirt and grass in North America.  This causes a lot of headaches for 
handicappers because comparing speed ratings obtained on dirt for a grass race is a guessing game. 

• Pace setups in grass races are a whole different world from dirt events – causing slower than expected 
final times if the early fractions are snail slow.   

• Variants for grass races are more difficult to compute because there are fewer of them carded.  
Combine that with rail and timer placement moves from week to week and you have a difficult set of 
circumstances to create consistent numbers with. 
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Cramer Figures Test Results – 90 day best figure 
 

The next stage is to allow the horse’s best Cramer speed rating within the last 90 days to be used in the 
tests.  No longer will we restrict to using the last line only.  This creates a major dynamic in the 
comparative analysis.   
 
The first test will take any line in the previous 90-days as long it is the one with the highest speed figure 
during that time period.  Horses without a speed figure earned in the last 90 days (layoffs) are eliminated.  
This is the same “best Cramer figure-last 90 days” method termed “90d” or “C90” found in HTR2001 
and HTR4MSA respectively.  This could include a huge win in the mud, or a strong turf sprint effort even 
though today’s race is a dirt route.  So there are concerns with the C90 approach, but hopefully it will 
prove more useful than the last line only methods. 
 
Cramer Speed figures – ranked test results– last line only if it occurred within previous 90 days 
Type         Rank       Win%          ROI         IV 
 
All           1         24.7         0.87        1.88 
All           2         18.1         0.84        1.40 
All           3         13.9         0.83        1.06 
 
Dirt Sprint   1         25.3         0.87        1.94 
Dirt Sprint   2         17.7         0.83        1.34 
 
Turf Sprint   1         24.6         0.87        1.89 
Wet Sprint    1         25.8         0.91        2.02 
 
Dirt Route    1         25.8         0.91        1.85 
Dirt Route    2         19.4         0.87        1.46 
 
Turf Route    1         19.4         0.78        1.45 
Wet Route     1         24.2         0.86        1.79 
 
Special Male  1         24.3         0.90        1.83 
Special Male  2         18.7         0.87        1.38 
 
Special Fem   1         25.3         0.89        1.98 
Special Fem   2         19.2         0.90        1.51 
 
Here we see more increases in the ROI from the previous tests.  The win percentage did drop overall, but 
that is primarily due to the grass races.  Dirt races alone keep the win rate above 25%.  Not only did the 
#1 ranks improve in many cases, but the best news may be the increases in the 2nd ranked horses.  
 
The C90 method improves the profitability of the Cramer figures in most cases – pushing the dirt ROI 
toward the 0.90 range, which is rare air for handicapping factors tested unfiltered on large samples.  It 
also improves the win rate and return with horses ranked second – and that is a very positive sign. 
 
Turn the page for the final test – a variation of the C90 that restricts distance and surface.  
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Cramer Figures Test Results – 90 day best figure/restricted 
 

Finally, we’ll test the same C90 method but with a mild restriction.  The requirement is that the “best 
figure” is to be chosen from a line that matches today’s surface and is relatively close to the carded 
distance (within 2 furlongs of today’s distance). 
 
This presents a few problems.  What if today’s race is on a wet surface or has been moved from grass to 
dirt because of rain?  That penalizes many horses with this method.  To counter the issue, I removed all 
wet surface races from consideration.  You won’t see the “wet” categories with any data below and it 
reduces the 365 day sample about 15%.   
 
Since we are eliminating the dilemma of wet tracks, it is fair to require a “fast” surface effort for the 
restricted C90 selection.  So the test parameter now reads “best Cramer figure, last 90 days, within 2 
furlongs of today’s distance and surface (fast track if dirt)”.   
 
More horses will now be eliminated with these added parameters.  For example, suppose today’s race is at 
6f on dirt.  An entrant with 8.5 furlong dirt, a turf and a mud line in it’s last 90 days will be tossed, even 
though it might be a viable contender based on efforts previously run.  Let’s find out if this has negative 
or positive effect on the bottom line. 
 
Cramer Speed figures – ranked test results– best Cramer figure within 2f of today’s dist/surf last 90 days 
Type         Rank       Win%          ROI         IV 
 
All           1         24.4         0.87        1.81 
All           2         17.0         0.83        1.33 
All           3         12.8         0.79        0.98 
 
Dirt Sprint   1         25.5         0.87        1.92 
Dirt Sprint   2         17.5         0.84        1.40 
 
Turf Sprint   1         18.2         0.85        1.39 
Wet Sprint    1          
 
Dirt Route    1         25.9         0.91        2.00 
Dirt Route    2         18.4         0.88        1.43 
 
Turf Route    1         19.1         0.78        1.48 
Wet Route      
 
Special Male  1         24.9         0.91        1.89 
Special Male  2         18.5         0.88        1.38 
 
Special Fem   1         25.9         0.91        1.98 
Special Fem   2         18.3         0.89        1.36 
 
There is some improvement to the ROI in the dirt races.  We definitely need another method for the grass 
races as everything I tested beyond the ‘last race figure’ results in a depleted win percent and ROI.  For 
the sake of simplicity and understanding, I will leave the unrestricted C90 rating (as tested on page 9) in 
the HTR2001.  It is easier to understand and code in the software than this method above.   
 
There are other methods of utilizing speed figures in our handicapping – such as checking best overall 
figure at the distance/surface “d/s” or at the specific track/surface “trk” found in HTR2001.  We’ll save 
those for next month’s tests.  Next though, we’ll look at some spot play angles that combine other factors 
in HTR such as Fr1 and Pscan.  
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Systems and Angles 
C90 Combined Methods 

 

Let’s look at methods of improving the C90 when combined with other factors.  To maximize the 
potential, the tests below will be restricted to the Special category.  This gives us solid data based on the 
most reliable older non-maidens running on fast dirt.  The C90 ranking used here is the unrestricted 
version tested on page 9.   
 

Notes:  
C90r refers to the ranking of the C90 factor.   C90 is the best Cramer speed figure achieved in the last 90 days. 
MLr refers to the rank of the ML 
Plays indicates the number of times a qualifying horse appeared in my 1-year sample.   
Horses tested – non maiden, older males and females, fast dirt sprints and routes – about 27,000 total races. 
 
ML Favorites and C90 
C90r     MLr    Plays     Win%       ROI           
 

   1       1    10128     36.6      0.88  
   1       2     5901     25.3      0.91 
 

Morning Line favorites are much better bets when they are also the top-ranked C90.  Typical results for 
ML favorites alone are shown on page 6.  Notice the big increase in the ROI for the #2 ranked ML horse 
when combined with #1 C90.    

 
Fr1 and C90 
C90r     Fr1r    Plays     Win%       ROI           
 

1 or 2      1     9472     27.7      0.98  
1 or 2      2     9066     23.6      0.85 
 

Fraction one (Ev) rarely disappoints when combined with almost any other rating.  I got a near flat bet 
profit on my sample when the top ranked Fr1 horse is combined with C90 1 or 2 ranks.  Those of you that 
test data in HTR4MSA export should check this one out in various scenarios.  Remember my race filter 
here is restricted to older non-maidens entered in fast dirt races only.  

 
Lv and C90 
C90r     Lv-r     Plays     Win%       ROI           
 

1 or 2      1     10053      27.6      0.93  
 

Lv or “late velocity” is a combination of Fr2 and Fr3.  I was really hoping for a breakthrough with some 
of the late speed factors and C90, but couldn’t find anything that surpassed this one in effectiveness.  Why 
bother with late speed factors when the early velocity methods are more consistent profit makers?  
Because longshots that complete those boxcar exactas and trifectas often display a strong Lv ranking.  I 
didn’t test the Lv + C90 on grass races – that might by worth investigating. 
 
Summary 
The C90 is a simple yet worthwhile method of rating and comparing horses based on final time speed.  It 
can’t produce profits by itself, but when combined with other factors it has enhancing power.  The C90 
rating and ranking appears throughout HTR2001 as well as in the HTR4MSA.  
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Late News 
 

HTR2001 upgrade for September 4th should be ready for download as you read this.  
There do not appear to be any problematic bugs, so I would suggest everyone give the 
program a try.  Download the “full” installation if you are new to the software.  Then 
update with the latest version of the HTR2001.exe file.  If you are still operating under 
Windows95, please contact me before attempting the installation.    

 
 
 
 

 

 
HTR is a service of – 
 

KM Software 
PMB 315 
5024 Katella Ave 
Los Alamitos, CA  90720 
 

Voicemail:  714-366-1HTR 
Fax:  714-693-3399 
Email:  kmsoft@earthlink.net 
Free HTR website (software updates):  www.homebased2.com/km 

 
HTR Monthly Report is an on-line newsletter and is normally completed at the end of each month, then 
placed on the HTR member (download) web site.  This is not a free publication.  Monthly members of 
HTR can view the newsletter for no charge on-line, Adobe Reader software (free) required.  If you are not 
an HTR download customer, or prefer a printed version mailed to you, a newsletter subscription is 
available for a $79/year.  Comments and suggestions are always welcome. 
 
Products and services from KM Software 
HTR Unlimited Download: $119/mo includes the on-line edition of this newsletter. 
HTR Monthly Report newsletter: $79 for a one year subscription mailed 1st class. 
HTR Software FREE, requires download subscription for use. 
 Download the latest copy of HTR software from our web site. 

 
KM Software has been a licensed business in California since 1993. 


