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Santa Anita Race Track. 
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STAFF  ANALYSIS 
REQUEST TO CHANGE  RACING  VENUE 

REGULAR BOARD MEETING 
JUNE 26, 2002 

Background: 

The  Los Angeles County Fair has traditionally  run its race  dates  at its fairgrounds  in  Pomona. 
For the 2002  racing  year,  the Board assigned the dates of September 13 through 29, inclusive 
to  Pomona.  The  Fair has notified the Board that instead of running  those  dates  at Pomona in 
2002, they have made arrangements with the Los Angeles Turf  Club  to  run the meet at Santa 
Anita and are  seeking Board approval  to  change the location of their 2002 meet. They seek an 
answer  to  this  question  since the choice of venue has  a  major  impact on their  application  for 
license  that will most likely be presented  to the Board at the July  meeting. 

After taking  lengthy  testimony  and discussing this matter at its June 6 meeting at Bay Meadows, 
the Board decided  to  take  further testimony regarding  the  change  in venue at  a meeting to be 
held in Southern  California. Attached to  this package for  your  review  are  three  categories of 
documents:  those  in  support of moving the race  meet,  those  opposed  to  the  move, and legal 
opinions  regarding  the  move. 

Recommendation: 

Staff recommends  that the Board hear  from  all  interested  parties  regarding  this  matter  to 
determine if a  change  in venue for  LACF should be allowed  in  2002. 





DOCUMENT  INDEX 

1. DOCUMENTS  IN  SUPPORT OF FAIRPLEX 
REQUEST TO CHANGE  RACING  SITE. 

A. INDUSTRY 

B. PUBLIC - NO DOCUMENTS  RECEIVED 

2. DOCUMENTS  IN  OPPOSITION TO FAIRPLEX 
REQUEST TO CHANGE  RACING  SITE. 

A. INDUSTRY 

B. PUBLIC 

3. LEGAL  DOCUMENTS 





#l A. DOCUMENTS IN SUPPORT - INDUSTRY 

Letter from  Jim  Henwood, Fairplex 

Letter from Jack Liebau,  Magna 

Prepared statement from  Jim Henwood, Fairplex 

Letter from Jack Liebau, Los Angeles Turf Club, 
Inc. 

0 Letter from  Michael Seder, Fairplex 
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May 22,2002 

UY FAX AND MAIL 

Dear Mr. Wood: f t 

[,&st Sepkmbcr, the Cdifomia Honc Racing Board awarded thc following race 
dates, Seplernbcr 13 thru 29,2002, to thc Los Angeles Counly Fair Association 
("T,ACF"). 'I'his award of dates was consistent with t$e tcquircmcnts of the section 
1 OS49 of the Horsc kqcing Law (Calif. Bus. & Prof. Code 6 19549) requiring that "my 
fair racing association which canduclcd racing in the central or southcrn zone prior 
January 1. 1080. shall be allocatcd up to three weeks {,1'racing." At the time the CHRB 

I'aci li ty . 
' acted i t  was assumed that the meeling would bc run ai the 1,ACF's Fairplcx Park race 

Thc LAC.1: has recently succcsshlly ncgotiated an agreeclcni xkh Tile J,OS 
Angeles Turf Club, lnc. to run iLs annual Scptcmber race meeting at thc Santtl Anita Race 
Track. 'I'hus, T.ACF.intends to iilc an applicdtion with this Board to run i t s  September 
2002 race meeting a( that vcnuc. Ilowever, aincc  the filing of such an application will be 
a depirlurc from our past filings, we M I  ir appropriatf to bring this  mattcr to the I3nsud's 
attcntion before the: lilbg ofthc application i k e K  Wc do this in an abundancc of caution 
given the wording of this Uoarck Rule 1430 to  thc cfikct thal lhe Board allocates racing 
wwks and dates in the State for "such time periods and at such racing facililies as (hc 
Rt1%d detcrmincs will best subserve Ihc purposcs of {he TTorse Racing Law and which 
will bc in The best interesls of l.hc pcoplc of California in accord  with the intent oI' the 
I4orse Racing JAW." 

~- We note lhut Rulc 1430 also state$ that  the "ailocation of racing weeks and ciates 

- ~ -:-/&!llw schkduledfnr .vucIiri?iing wcckr and would therefore secm to be 

rl0c-s not commit the hard ti, the granhg of a license to wnducl a honcracing mceting 
-. . to any specific racing association nor for thc allocat period nor uf fhc ra*i#g 

. -  . -. - ._I_ - - $  

little qucstion that the I3oard ha uuthority to grant 1 .ACF a licensc to run i t s  September 
2002 race meeting at Santa &ita rather than at Faiqdcx Park. 



909 8652481 

'l'hcrc are numerous reasons for our decision to run our racc meeting at a m+r 
venue such as Santu Anita. It would be impossiblc 10 state all of those reasons in this 
h e r .  Suflicc it to say that T,ACF has bccn  criticized by the racing industry for its S/8"'- 
milc mcc track with ils tight turns and for the lack ol'a grass racing surface. As a 
consequence of thcsc  criticisms- we in the rcccnt past explored the possibiliry of 
incrwing thc size o f  our f'acility, but frankly the economics orour thrcc week meeting 
do not  make an invastrncnt of this  type feasible. As a conscqucnce we faced the pro.(;pcct 
of  continuing IO run on our 5/8" track or scck pcrmission to run OUT races a1 a major 
racing VC~LIC.  Santa Anita fills d l  o f  our dcsircs. It is a mqjor rind historic ncc venue. J t  
has an cxcellent main racing surfxc and turf course. It will allow the LAClF to conduct 
turf racing a s  wcll as racing on the main track, will allow us to attract quality horscs, 
irnprovc our stakes progwm rind providc Southern Calil'omia horscmcn and race f;lns a 
beitcr racing cxpcrience than we could providc thetn at 12airplex. 

We  intend to Lard raccs ofthc s m e  levels as wc havc historically carded, 
including mccs for bneds~other than thc thoroughbred breed. W e  will kccp our stable 
and training facility  open Ii)r horscmcn during our mdeting and during the other portions 
of the year that We huvc historically  kept the facility cipcn. No one will suffer my 
prejudice as a rcsult of our proposed movc. f 

In short, wc bclicve that the relocation ul'our face meeting lo Santa Anita will be 
in thc b c s r  intcrcst o f  Califi)mia ncing and will better suhswc h c  intcnt of the Racing 
Law. Wc anticipate better altcndmcc, higher daily h 'bile, and highcr fan und horsemen 
ratisfaction. Thc nct rcsult should he higher purscs, b ighcr commissions and highcr 
1icxn.w I*&cccs for thc State of C:alifimnlia. Wc thcrcfore respectfully requesl that you 
approvc thc  change o f  venue Ihr our 2002 meeting from Fzrirplcx Park in Pomona. 
California to Sank{ Anita Park in Arcadia, California. 

Yours vcry truly. 

1,OS ANGLLES COUNTY 
FNK ASSOCIATTON 

- . v mes 1 Jenwood 
Prcsidcnt 

i 
I 
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May 31,2002 

The  Honorable Alan W.  Landsburg, Chairman 
The  Honorable  Roger  H.  Licht,  Vice Chairman 
The  Honorable  William  Bianco,  Member 
The  Honorable  Sheryl  L.  Granzella,  Member 
The  Honorable John C. Harris,  Member 
The  Honorable  Marie G. Moretti,  Member 
The  Honorable John C. Sperry,  Member 
CALIFORNIA  HORSE RACING BOARD 
101 0 Hurley Way, Suite 300 
Sacramento,  CA 95825 

Dear  Commissioners: 

Of  the  three  Southern  California  associations  opposing  Fairplex’s  application to 
transfer  its  dates to Santa  Anita, two declare  themselves to be  not-for-profit  and  exist 
presumably  for  the  betterment  of  the  California Thoroughbred business. The opposition 
of  the  other,  Hollywood  Park,  should be dismissed on the  basis  that  it is disingenuous. 
After  all,  Hollywood  Park  unsuccessfully  attempted  to  entice  Fairplex to move its  dates 
to its  facility. 

Both  of the not-for-profits have expressed  concerns  that  the  transfer  of  Fairplex’s 
dates  might  possibly  hurt  their  respective  meets.  They have failed to address  the 
fundamental  question  of  whether  the  transfer  of  the  Fairplex  dates to Santa  Anita  would 
be in the  overall  best  interest  of  racing.  In  short,  the two not-for-profits have abandoned 
their joint mantra  of  acting on the  basis  of  what  is in the  best  interests  of  the  industry. 

When  it  was rumored that  Fairplex  was  going to request  a  transfer  of its dates to 
Hollywood  Park, Sherwood Chillingworth,  executive  vice  president  of  Oak  Tree, 

. responded  on  behalf  of  Oak  Tree  in  the  manner  that,  until  now, would be expected: 

“Fairplex  going to Hollywood  would  not  be  beneficial to Oak  Tree. A strong 
meet just in front  of  ours  is  bound to impact  Oak  Tree in a  number  of 
ways.  But  such  a  switch  would be in  the  best  interests  of  the  industry,  and 
that’s  always  what  Oak  Tree  has been about. So on  those  grounds I don’t 
see how  Oak  Tree  would  want to oppose the  move.” 

Los Angeles  Times,  December 2, 2001 The  Blood-Horse,  December 8, 2001 

Both not-for-profits  now  profess to fear  that  horses  will  either  run  at  Fairplex 
instead  of  at their respective meets or possibly  that  their  stakes  schedules  will be 
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undermined.  A  proposed Condition Book for a Fairplex meet at Santa Anita has  been 
submitted to them  and they have  been advised that every effort will be made  to mitigate 
or eliminate any concern they might have as to the timing and type of races carded. In 
this regard, Fairplex intends to basically offer the same type of races at a  meet at Santa 
Anita as it has in the past. Two-thirds of the races offered at Fairplex have  been for 
claimers, some  of which are at a claiming price far below those prevailing at either Oak 
Tree  or Del Mar. 

The differential in purses at the three meets  hardly suggests that horses are 
going to run at  a Fairplex meet  conducted at Santa Anita instead of at either Oak  Tree 
or Del Mar. In this regard, the average purse per race at Del Mar  last  year  was $54,643, 
fourth in the country behind Keeneland,  Belmont  and Saratoga. The  average purse per 
race  at  Oak  Tree  and Fairplex was  $46,210  and $23,873, respectively. Presumably, the 
difference between the purses at Oak  Tree  and Del Mar,  on the one hand, and Fairplex, 
on the other, would  become smaller for a Fairplex meet at Santa Anita and, as a result, 
the increase in purses would benefit all of the stakeholders, jockeys, trainers, breeders 
and  owners. 

Oak  Tree contends that a Fairplex meet  of 17 days conducted at Santa Anita will 
adversely impact its scheduled meet  of  25  days. It should be noted that Santa Anita’s 
winter  meet  of 80-plus days is just as strong in the second half as the first half. The 
same is true for Hollywood Park’s summer  meet  of 60-plus days if an appropriate 
adjustment is made for Kentucky  Derby Day. 

It also should be noted that there is going to be substantial wagering at Santa 
Anita prior to the Oak  Tree  meet  whether the Fairplex meet is conducted at Santa Anita 
or not. After all, Santa Anita is open  when  a live meet is not being conducted as  an off- 
track wagering facility. 

Again, the pertinent question should not be  whether the Oak  Tree  and Del Mar 
meets will be impacted by the Fairplex meet being conducted at Santa Anita, which  we 
do  not believe will be the case, but instead will the change  of  venue be in the best 
interests of racing in California. In the September 25, 2001, issue of the The  Blood- 
Horse,  Ray Paulick, editor-in-chief of the magazine, made the following comment: 

“But for all the fun and  good times racing at Fairplex provided, 
the fair left something of a black hole on the Southern California 
racing circle.. . .” 

Because  of the general fair activities and the racetrack being located in the 
center of these activities, there is a hardship imposed  upon those that want to attend 
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just the  races  at  Fairplex. In short,  the  fair  has  gotten so big  and so successful  that it 
discourages the average  racing fan from  attending.  For  instance,  general  parking  is 
located  a  considerable  distance  from the grandstand  and  is  priced  at $7, compared  to 
$4 at  Santa  Anita.  Valet  parking  is  available  closer to the grandstand,  at  a  price  of $15, 
compared to $10 at Santa  Anita.  General  admission to the Fairgrounds,  which  includes 
free  entry to the racing  enclosure  is  $12  on  the  weekends  and  $10  on  weekdays, 
compared to $5 at  Santa  Anita. All of  these  factors  have  been  responsible  for  a  decline 
in on-track  attendance  and  handle.  During the last  year’s  meet, the on-track  handle 
represented  only  13%  of the total  amount  wagered. 

The  change  of  venue  of the Fairplex  racing  dates  is in the best interests of racing 
in  that  more  people  will  attend the races,  those  attending  will  be  accommodated in a 
superior  facility,  and the races  presented  will  be  better.  Certainly,  racing  on the tracks  at 
Santa  Anita is superior to that  on  a  5/8-mile  “bull  ring” for the fans  and,  particularly,  for 
the  horses and jockeys. 

The three  associations  voicing  opposition to the proposed  venue  change of the 
heretofore  allocated  Fairplex  racing  dates  have  presented, to date,  no  facts  nor  figures 
nor  empirical  evidence  of  any  kind to support  their  position.  They  have  presented 
nothing  but  speculation as to imagined  dire  consequences  that  they  think  will  befall 
them  and the perception  that the “nostalgia”  of the former  fair  atmosphere  will 
disappear. On the other  hand, the proponents  have  presented  real  answers to real 
questions  about the proposed  change  of  venue  that  clearly  show it is  a  win-win  situation 
for the horsemen,  trainers,  labor  and  racing  public, as well as creating  substantial 
additional  revenue to the State  of  California. 

Racing  needs to change.  New  things  need  to be tried.  If  a  Fairplex  meet  at  Santa 
Anita  proves  not to  be in the best  interests  of  racing, it can be returned to its original  site 
in the ensuing  years.  Racing  certainly  will  not be irreparably  harmed by moving the 
dates  for  a  single  year. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

F.  Jack  Liebau 
President,  Magna’s  California  Operations 

FJL:mf 
cc:  Roy  C.  Wood, Jr. 

TOC  Directors 
CTT  Directors 





Prepared Statement fiom James E.  Henwood, President and CEO 
Los Angeles  County Fair Association 

California Horse  Racing Board Public‘Meeting 
Bay  Meadows 

Thursday, June 6,2002 

Proposal to move the Fairplex Park race meet to Santa Anita Park 

Good morning Chairman Landsburg  and  Commissioners: 

I appear in fiont of you this morning on behalf of the Los Angeles County Fair 

Association regarding the subject of our Agreement with Los Angeles Turf Club, 

Inc. to conduct the L.A. County Fair race meet at Santa Anita Park. 

By the attention this subject has  received in the industry and press, and looking at 

the number of people in  the audience, the L. A. County Fair race meet  may be 

headed for its best racing season ever. Yes, the L.A. County Fair intends to 

remain in the racing business. Contrary to public misperception and 

commentary in the newspapers, the L.A. County Fair remains committed to the 

business of horse racing. We  are  not looking to build a shopping mall on the site 

of the racetrack. We are not  looking to “sell” our dates, divide up our dates, or 

abandon our dates. The request in front of  you  today is only to consider  whether 

to run the L.A. County  Fair  meet in Ps’inona  or at Santa Anita. 
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I feel that it is important for  this Board to fully understand why we are here 

today discussing this issue. Many of you  may not be familiar with the history 

that has led us to this point. Since 1995, Fairplex Park has been in the cross 

hairs of  the horse racing industry as a  target  for  change. Various industry 

groups, including the Thoroughbred Owners  of California (TOC) and California 

Thoroughbred Trainers (CTT) have  defined  reasons  why Fairplex Park is not an 

adequate facility, and therefore not  worthy of conducting racing in Southern 

California in September. One  frequently mentioned reason is that the five- 

eighths mile racetrack, “The Bull Ring”, eliminates Breeders’  Cup horses fi-om 

racing in Southern California during  the seventeen days of the Fair. The second 

frequently mentioned issue is the  lack  of  a turf course at Fairplex  Park, which 

eliminates the ability of turf  racing  in Southern California during the seventeen- 

day period of the Fair. 

Let me take you through a  chronology of industry criticisms of Fairplex Park 

racing conducted at Fairplex Park. 

In September 1995, TOC, represented by Ed Friendly and Mace Seigel, 

suggested that a change be  made  in  the racing calendar  in Southern 
i 
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California. They felt that racing  should  be  held on a mile track in September 

and  that Pomona’s track was  inadequate. 

0 In  JanuaryFebruary 1996, Mr. Friendly arranged a meeting of Hollywood 

Park and Fairplex at which  time the ideas of weekend racing at Hollywood 

Park during the Fair or the Fair  running its meet at Hollywood Park were 

discussed. 

0 At  the June 1996 meeting of the Dates Committee of the CHRB, a proposal 

for 1997 racing dates suggested that overlap  should be allowed on all three 

weekend dates, at Hollywood Park, during the 19 day LACF race meet. 

0 In 1996, CTT, a trainer’s organization,  announced publicly that they felt that 

California needed first-class  racing in September. 

0 Fairplex hired Deloitte & Touche in August 1996 to conduct a study on the 

impact of the overlap situation. The results of the study indicated that such an 

overlap would  be  extremely  detrimental to  the LACF race meet. 

In September 1996, Hollywood Park approached Fairplex with a proposal to 

run all 18 days in 1997 at Hollywood Park. They projected a $2 million net 

profit and suggested a 50/50 split. Fairplex rejected the idea. 

3 



0 By January 1997, it was agreed  by  all  parties that weekend racing at 

Hollywood Park overlapping the Fair would not work. 

0 In early 1997 Fairplex proposed expanding the racetrack and developed 

legislation to enable the project. S.B. 281 failed due to direct opposition from 

Hollywood Park and lack  of  industry  support. 

0 At a hearing in Sacramento in  December 1997 of a Select  Assembly 

Committee on racing, the CTT suggested that racing at Pomona be changed 

to a twilight program of Quarters, Harness and  other breeds. Many members 

O f t  

have since been very  vocal  in  opposition to this idea. 

In summer 1999, TOC suggests  that the LACF and race meet move dates to 

July of 2000. Fairplex argued that  the  racing program could not be adapted 

to operate in  July due to issues concerning the running of two year olds. 

In 1999  and 2000, the L.A.  County  Fair Association began a strategic 

planning process to examine every  aspect of business at Fairplex. As a result 

of this  process, and with the  goal of providing the highest  quality  facility for 

today’s consumer, Fairplex met with representatives fi-om Hollywood Park, 

Santa Anita, Oak Tree, Del Mar  and TOC. Discussions focused on the future 

of the racing industry and where  the  LACF  race  meet fit into that future. 
if 
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0 These discussions led to signs  of  interest  from others in the industry to host 

the LACF race meet at their  facilities. 

For the purposes of accomplishing what the  industry  desired, an agreement 

between the Los Angeles Turf Club,  Inc.  and the L.A. County Fair Association is 

now completed. There have been  several  recent  articles in newspapers and the 

trades discussing our proposal to move OUT race meet from Fairplex Park to Santa 

Anita Park. These articles contain  comments  attributed to members of our 

industry. It is interesting to note that the enthusiasm exhibited by this industry for 

L.A. County Fair racing on a mile track with  a  turf  course has now disappeared. 

Those who supported the move  as “in the  best  interest of racing” now feel that 

their own self-interest may be  compromised. Quite fiankly, we are conhsed 

about the positions now being taken in  light  of the seven-year history of negative 

comments toward Fairplex Park  racing. 

When we were close to an agreement to race at Hollywood Park, other 

associations including TOC and  Oak Tree went on record supporting the idea. 

But since the agreement has been  reached  with Santa Anita, opinions have 

changed. Why?  Surely, this isn’t an issue of facility - Santa Anita is  clearly  an 
i 

outstanding facility with the amenities  that  today’s  race fan demands. Close 
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parking, affordable pricing, easy access to the track,  and overall first class 

facilities are all benefits of the move.  We  also  expect  on-track attendance as  well 

as overall handle, to increase due  to the move.  Similar items were viewed 

positively when the discussion centered  around  a  move to Hollywood Park. It 

should also be noted that the idea of leasing  a  facility  is  not precedent setting - the 

request to conduct our race meet  at Santa Anita  is  similar to  an Agreement that the 

Oak Tree Racing Association has with Santa Anita,  and in  the north, that the San 

Mateo County Fair has with Bay  Meadows Race Course. 

What does  the industry want Fairplex to do? I invite those in opposition of our  move 

to Santa Anita to speak now publicly and explain their position. Again, I’ll restate our 

position: The L.A. County Fair Association desires to remain in the horse racing 

business.  We believe conducting our race meet at Santa Anita will better serve the 

industry. We intend to-continue in the stabling and training of horses at Fairplex, and 

in the sale of horses through Barretts. 

I ask the commissioners today to give Fairplex direction. Our license 

application to race in 2002 is  due in your  administrative offices by June 15 for 

approval at the July 25 CHRB  meeting in Del Mar. We only have one week to 
#- 

comply with the deadline for  submission. We need  to  know  whether we may 
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submit a license to race at Santa Anita,  or must submit a license to race at 

Fairplex Park “in the best  interest of racing”. 

I thank you, commissioners, for  your  patience  and time in listening to  our issues 

and receiving a brief history that has led to the Agreement to move our race 

meet to Santa Anita. The Los Angeles County Fair Association wants to take 

the most responsible  position  on  the  issue of conducting quality  racing in 

California.  We have been in  the racing business since 1933, in fact we were the 

first Southern California racetrack with parimutuel wagering - and we intend to 

be in this business for a long time to come. I welcome your questions in order to 

better respond to the concerns and needs of the industry. We look forward to 

working with you and the industry to make  racing in California the best that it 

can be. 

7 





June 3,2002 

The Honorable Alan W. Landsburg, Chairman 
The Honorable Roger H. Licht,  Vice Chairman 
The Honorable William  Bianco, Member 
The Honorable Sheryl  L.  Granzella,  Member 
The Honorable John C.  Harris, Member 
The  Honorable Marie G.  Moretti, Member 
The  Honorable John C.  Sperry, Member 
CALIFORNIA HORSE  RACING BOARD 
I010 Hurley Way,  Suite 300 
Sacramento,  CA 95825 

Dear  Commissioners: 

Oak Tree complains that the transfer of the Fairplex  dates to Santa  Anita will in 
some unspecified and speculative manner be  harmful to the overall  success of the Oak 
Tree  meet. The applicable  question is not  whether the transfer of the dates is 
detrimental to Oak Tree or,  for that matter,  Del  Mar,  but  whether it is in the best 
interests of racing in California. 

As to Oak  Tree  and  Del  Mar’s  concern that the racing  offered at the Fairplex 
meet will be detrimental to their respective  meets,  Fairplex  has  delivered  a proposed 
Condition Book  to each of them and  requested Oak Tree and  Del Mar to advise Fairplex 
of any of the proposed  races  that  concern  them. In this regard,  Fairplex  has  advised 
that they will make every  effort to eliminate  their  concerns. A copy of the proposed 
Condition Book is enclosed. 

Evidently,  Oak  Tree  believes that a  17-day  Fairplex  meet  at  Santa  Anita 
preceding  Oak  Tree’s  meet  will be detrimental. Whether or not the Fairplex meet is 
transferred to Santa  Anita,  wagering will take  place  at  Santa  Anita in the  17 days 

.-  preceding the Oak Tree meet. If the dates  are  not  transferred,  Santa  Anita will still be 
open as an off-track  wagering  facility  and,  last  year  a daily average of $1,058,159  was 
wagered when Santa  Anita  was open as  an off track wagering  facility.  During the 
Fairplex meet last year,  the  average daily amount wagered on track  was  $732,031. 

Last year,  during  the  Oak  Tree  meet,  about  25% of the total amount wagered 
was off track. The average  amount wagered per day  on track  during the Oak Tree meet 
was  $2,280,461. It is  difficult to argue that 75% of Oak Tree’s  handle,  the amount 
wagered off track,  is  going to be  impacted one way or the other  by  the locale of the 
Fairplex  meet. 

Los Angeles Turf Club, Incorporated 
285 W. Huntington Drive, l?O.Box 60014, Arcadia, CA 91066-6014 (626) 574-7223 Fax (626) 446-9565 
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Since wagering in  the last halves of  the Santa Anita Winter Meet and  Hollywood 
Park Summer Meet (adjusted for Kentucky  Derby Day) exceed the wagering in the first 
halves of those meets, then Oak Tree's 26-day meet should  not be harmed  by a 17-day 
Fairplex meet preceding it, especially when the racing format  at the Fairplex meet is 
markedly different. Average daily handle during the first half of Santa  Anita  meet  was 
$10,851,312 and $1 1,091,605 during the second  half.  At  Hollywood, it was  $9,024,200 
during the  first half and  $9,062,906 during the second  half. 

Again, the question is not  whether there might be some minute detriment to 
either Oak Tree or Del Mar  but  whether racing in general would be benefited by 
Fairplex's dates being transferred to Santa  Anita. 

Respectfully submitted, 

LOS  ANGELES  TURF  CLUB,  INC. 

F. Ja 8" Liebau 

JL:mf 

cc: Roy C.  Wood 



STAKE SCHEDULE 

Friday, September 1 3 

Saturday, September 1 4 

Sunday, September 1 5 

Monday, September 1 6  

Wednesday, September 1 8 

Thursday, September 19 

Friday, September 20 

Saturday, September 2 1 

Sunday, September 22 

Monday, September 23  

Wednesday, September 25 

Thursday, September 26 

Friday, September 27 

Saturday, September 28 

Sunday, September 29 

. .  

E. B. Johnston Stakes F/M $125,000 

Ralph  M. Hinds Derby 3 YO $200,000 

Phil D. Shepherd  Handicap 3 82: Up $ 1  50,000 

Aprisa  Handicap 3 82: u p  $100,000 

C B Afflerbaugh  Starter 3 82: Up $55,000 

Beau Brummel Stakes 2 YO $5 5,000 

Bustles 8~ Bows Stakes F, 2 YO $5 5,000 

Bangles 82: Beads Handicap F/M $100,000 

Governor’s Cup  Handicap 3 82: Up (CB) $75,000 

($25,000 Starter) 

Pi0 Pic0 Handicap 

Las Madrinas Starter 

Stute  Starter Handicap 

Foothill Stakes 

Barrett’s Juvenile 

Barrett’s Debutante 

1 Mile 

1 1/16 Miles 

1 1 /16 Miles 

6 Furlongs 

6 !h Fhongs  (T) 
5 !h Furlongs 

5 9’2 Fbrlongs 

6 Furlongs 

7 Furlbngs I 

F/M (CB) $75,000 7 Furlbngs 

F/M $55,000 6 ’/2 Furlongs (T) 
($25,000 Starter) 

($2S,OOO Starter) 
3 82: u p  $55,000 1 1 /8 Miles (T) 

3 YO $55,000 6 !h Furlongs 

2 YO $100,000 6 !h Furlongs 

F, 2 YO $100,000 6 !h Furlongs 



ARST DAY - FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER  13,2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Wednesday,  September  11,2002) 

I 
I 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 

Non-winners of two races since July 15-iIlOWed 2 Ibs. 
Older ._ 122 bs 

A race since then "... ~ ._ ....... ~ .............. :. ............................................................................................... 4 I b s .  
CLAIMING  PRICE $5,000 

SIX  FURLONGS 

1 PURSE $8 000. FOR FILLIES  AND MARES, THREE  YEARS  OLD AND UPWARD 
Three-yearol;ls .....-..... " ......... 119 I b s .  ......................................... 

................................................................................... 

SECONDRACE MAIDEWCLAIMING 2 PURSE $16,000. FOR MAIDEN  FILLIES AND MARES, THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 

Three Years OId ..........""....._. 119 I b s .  
UPWARD 

CLAIMING  PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed 2 Ibs. 
Older  122 Ibs. ............................................ 

............................................................. 
SIX  AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

r )  THIRD  RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING 3 PURSE $17,000. FOR MYDENS,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND UPWARD, BRED IN 
CALIFORNIA 
Three Years OM _ ................- 11  9 I b s .  Older ............................................ 122 bs. . 
CLAIMING  PRICE $32,000, if for $28.000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

SIX  AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

A FOURTH RACE  MAIDEN 4 PURSE $34,OOO. (PLUS UP TO $13,800 TO CAL-BREDS)  FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, 

% (Nowstalters for achimhg plice of $32,OOO or less in their l a s t  three starts preferred). 

TWO YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA 
................................................................................................................. Weight 118 Ibs. 

SIX FURLONGS 

FIFTH RACE  CLAIMING 5 PURSE $IO,OOO. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE NEVER 
WON TWO RACES 
Three-year& ...................... 11 8 Ibs. . 
CLAIMING  PRICE $6,250 

older 1221bs. 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

1 



FIRST DAY - FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 13,2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Wednesday,  September 11,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Threeyear& ._......._........" 118 Ibs. 1221bs. 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or oyer 
since July 15 allowed .. ...................... ~ 2 Ibs. 
One such race s k e  then .................. 1 ................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000 
(Maiden and claiming mes for 56,250 or l e s s  not considered). 

~ ~~~~~~ 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-EIGHTH 

SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Three-year-olds .. 119 Ibs. ............................................ 
Non-winnen of two races since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs. 

Older 122 Ibs. 

A race since then .................................................................................................................................. 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $l2,500, If for $10,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for $lO,OoO or less not considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

EIGHTH  RACE  ALLOWANCE 

$3,OOO OTHERTHAN  MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE NEVER 
MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON  EITHER 

WON TWO RACES 

Nm-winne~ ol a race other than maiden, daiming,  or stacter at a mile o( oyer  allowed ......_............ 2 Ihs. 
One such race  other  than dalning or starter ....................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
(Non-stailea fw a daimig price of $25,000 or less in  their last three Starts preferred). 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-EIGHTH (On the Turf) 

7 PURSE  $18,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

................................................................................... 

8 PURSE  $42,ooo.  (PLUS up To t12.6oo TO CAL-BREDS) FOR FILLIES  AND 

Threeyear& ............... "_..... 1 18 Ibs. older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 

9 NINTH  RACE 
E. B. Johnston  Stakes 
$125,000 Guaranteed 

STAKE 

FOR FILLIES AND  MARES  THREE YEARS OLD  AND UPWARD. By subscription of $100 
each to a m p a n y  the nomination  and $500 to start with $l@J,W Guaranteed. $6O,ooO to 
the winner, $2O,W to second, $12,000 to third, $6,W to f w t h  and $2,ooO to fh. 
ThreeYear-Olds: 117 Ibs. Older. 122 bs. 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER 7,2002 

ONE  MILE 

4 A TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING I u PURSE  $16,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NOT 

older .......................................... 122 bs. Three-year-olds ..................... 1181bs. 
WON A  RACE IN 2002 

CLAIMING PRICE $10,000 
ONE  MILE 

2 



SECOND DAY - SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 14,2002 
(Entries will be taken Thursday, September  12,2002) 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 

Threeyear-olds _..... ......_........ 119 b. 
Non-winnes r j  No races sioce July I5 allowed ................................................................................... 2 1bS. 

Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
1 PURSE $8,OOO. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

..................................... A race since _ ...................................................................... I .....-.....-+.. 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $5,000 

SIX FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE MAIDENKLAIMING 2 PURSE $16 OOO. FOR  MAIDENS,  THREE YEARS OLD  AND  UPWARD 
Three Yeas dd ... ................... 119 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs 
CLAIMING  PRICE $25,000, if for$22,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 t b s .  

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 3 PURSE $17,000. FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 
UPWARD,  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 

CWMING  PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. % Three Yeas Old _._ ................. 119 Ibs. older ............. I ............................. 122lbs. 

SIX AND ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

FOURTH RACE  MAIDEN 4 PURSE $34,000. (PLUS  UP  TO $10,200 TO  CAL-BREDS)  FOR  MAIDENS, TWO 
YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 

SIX FURLONGS 

F FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 3 PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD 

older ~ ..... 122Ibs. Three-vear-olds ....................... 11 8 Ibs. 
WHICH  HAVE  NEVER  WON TWO RACES 

CLAIMING  PRICE $6,250 
ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

3 
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SECOND  DAY - SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 14,2002 
(Entries will be taken Thursday, September 12,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

................................................... 1221bs. 
6 PURSE $11,OOO. FOR FILLIES  THREE  YEARS  OLD 

Three-parolds ” .-._ ........ ̂ ..  ”. 120 Id< 
Nowwinners of two races at a mile or ?ver 
since Juiy 15 allowed ......................... :.. ....................................................... ” .................................... 2 Ibs. 
One such race since then .I ...................................................................... ” ........................................... 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $8,000 
(Maiden and claiming mes for fS,250 or less not considered). 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-EIGHTH 

SEVENTHRACE CLAIMING 7 PURSE $16,000. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 
WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON  A  RACE IN 2002 

CLAIMING PRICE $10,000 
Threeyearolds - ..................... 118 Ibs. Older ........................................... 122 Ibs. 

ONE MILE 

0 EIGHTH  RACE  CLAIMING 
0 PURSE  $32,000.  FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

Three-yeardds 119 I b s .  older ............ ” ............................ 1221bs 
Nokwinners d two races since Jdy 15 aROwed.” ................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
A race since vlen .- ...................................................................... .................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 I b s .  
(Maiden and cbkning races for $25,000 or less not considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

9 NINTH RACE  STAKE 
Ral h M. Hinds Derb 
$280,000 Guaranteedl 

FOR  THREE-YEAR-OUIS. By subsaiption of $200 each to accompany the nomination and 
$2,ooO to start with $200,000 Guaranteed. $120,000 to the winner, $4O,ooO to m d .  
$24,000 to third,  gi2,ooO to fourth and $4,ooO to fifth. Weight 122 Ibs. 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER 7,2002 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

10 TENTH  RACE  ALLOWANCE 

AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER $3,000 OTHER THAN MAIDEN, 

Non-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming, or  starter at a mile or over allowed ..................... 2 Ibs. 

(W.  

PURSE $42 OOO. (PLUS  UP  TO  612,600TO CAL-BREDS)FORTHREE-YEAR-OLDS 

CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER  WON TWO RACES 
Threeyearolds . 11 8 Ibs. Older -.._ 122 Ibs. 

One such m e  other than claiming or stalter 4 Ibs. 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-EIGHTH (On the Twf) 

4 
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THIRD DAY - SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 15,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Friday, September 13,2002) 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 

Threeyear-d;ls ..."..".."....."... 118 I b s .  Wer ... " ....................... " ....... " ..... 122 Ibs. 
Non-winnea d two races at a mile or over 
since Juiy 15  allowed ................................................. .......................................................................... 2 Ibs. . 
One such race since then .. ................................................................................................................. 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $5,OOO 

1 PURSE $9 OOO. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

SECOND  RACE  MAIDEN 2 PURSE $34,000. (PLUS  UP  TO $10,200 TO  CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN  FILLIES, 
TWO YEARS  OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
(Nowstaden for a claiming price of $32,000 or l e s s  in their last three starts preferred). 

SIX FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAIDEN 3 PURSE $34,000. (PLUS  UP  TO 510,200 TO  CAL-BREDS) FOR  MAIDENS,  THREE 
YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 

(Nonstarters f o r  a chiming price d $32,000 or less in their last lhree s$rts preferred). 
Three Yeaa Old _ 119bs. older ... " ....................................... 1 Z b .  

SIX AND  ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

FOURTH  RACE  CLAIMING 4 PURSE $4O,OOO. (PLUS UPTO $4,8OOTO CAL-BRED  WINNERS  FROM  THE  CBOIF) 
FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 

CLAIMING PRICE $62,500, for each @,so0 io $55,000 ...................................................... 1 Ibs. 

Non-winners d two races since ,My 15 a8 owed .................................. ....................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race since then I _ .................................................. " .......................................................... ".......... 4 I b s .  

(Maiden and claiming races for $sO,ooO or less not midwed). 
ABOUT SIX AND ONE-HALF  FURLONGS (On the Turf) 

FIFTH RACE  CLAIMING 5 PURSE $18,000. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 
lhreeyear-olds 119 Ibs. mer .- ......................................... 122 Ibs. 
~m-winners d two races since July 15 allowed ................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
A race since then .._ _..._. ~ ..................................... ....... ................................................................ 4 I b s .  

(Races for $10,000 or less not considered). 
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, iffor $10,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

SIX FURLONGS 
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THIRD DAY - SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 15,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Friday, September 13,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  ALLOWANCE 6 PURSE $41,OOO. (PLUS  UP TO (12,300TO  CAL-BREDS) FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE NOT WON  EITHER  $3,000  OTHER THAN  MAIDEN, 
CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE  NEVER  WON TWO RACES 
Three-year-olds ....................... 11 9 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
.Non-winnen ol a  race  &er  than  maiden, claiming, orstarter .wed ............................................... 2 I b s .  
A race dher than  claiming  or starter ....................... ........................................................................... 4 I b s .  

SIX FURLONGS 

SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 7 PURSE $32,000.  (PLUS  UP T0$3,840TOCAL-BRED  WINNERS  FROM  THE  CBOIF) 
FOR FILLIES AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

. Three-year-olds ....................... 11 9 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 bs. 
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aQowed ................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
A race  since then ....... ~ .............................................................................................................. " .......... 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $3fOW, If for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 I b s .  
(Races lor $25,000 or less not  considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

n EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCElCLAlMlNG . 
t) PURSE $42,000. (PLUS  UP  TO $12,600 TO  CAL-BREDS) FOR FILLIES AND 

$3,000  OTHER THAN MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE  NEVER 
MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON  EITHER 

WON TWO RACES OR CLAIMING  PRICE  OF S4O.OOO ...... ~~~ . .  

Threeyeardds - ..................... 11 8 Ibs. . mer ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
Nowwinners d two races at  a mile or wer 
since July 15 allowed ............................................................................................................................. 2 Ihs. 
One such race  since then ..................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
(Races lor $32,000 or less n d  considered). 
(Allowance horses prefemQ. 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

9 NINTH  RACE STAKE 
Phil D. She herd Stakes 

$150,000 guaranteed 
THREE  YEAR  OLDS  AND  UPWARD. By subscription of $150 to accompany the nomination, 
$1,500 to start with $150,000 Guaranteed. $9O,ooO to the winner, $3O,ooO to second, fgt he 
. Sby 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER 7,2002 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

10 TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Thmeyeardds ....................... 118 I b s .  Older ............................................ 122 Ib?. 
PURSE $26,000. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

Non-winners of two races at a d e  or wer 
sinceJuly 15 allowed ............................................................................. ~ .............................................. 2 Ibs. 
One such race  since  lhen ...................................................... " ............................................................. 4 Ibs. 

-(Maiden  and claiming  races lor $1 6,000 M less not considered). 
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed 2 I b s .  ............................................................. 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

Stakes  Closing  Friday,  September 13,2002 
C. 8. Afflerbaugh Starter Handicap 

Purse $55,000 Added 
Three-year-olds  And  Upward  Six  and  One-half  Furlongs  (Turf) 

(To be run Wednesday,  September 18,2002) 

6 
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FOURTH  DAY - MONDAY,  SEPTEMBER 16,2002 
(Entries will be taken  Friday,  September 13,2002) 

CLAIMING 
I PURSE $10,000. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

Threevear-dds .............._. 11 9 I b s :  Older _._ ....................................... 122 Ibs. 
Non-winners Os two races sim July 19 dowed ................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A mce since  then ................................................................................................................................... 4 Its. 
CWMING PRICE$8,000 
(Maiden and chiming races lorS6,250 or less not  considered). 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING 

Weight 118 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $40,000, iffor $35,000, allowed ~ 2 Ibs. 

2 PURSE $2O,OOO. FOR  MAIDENS, TWO YEARS  OLD,  BRED  IN  CALIFORNIA 
................................................................................................................. 

............................ ............................... 
RVE AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAlDEtVCLAlMlNG 3 PURSE $17,000. FOR MAiDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 
UPWARD 
Three Years Gid ..”.._............ 118 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed 2 Ibs. 

Older ............................................. 122 Ibs. 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 
............................................................. 

FOURTH  RACE  MAlDEtVCLAlMlNG 4 PURSE $20 000. FOR MAIDENS,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 
Threeyearsold ” - .......--_-. 1191bs. older ........................................... 122b.  
CWMING PRICE $4O.O00. if for $35.000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. . .  . .  

SIX FURLONGS 

FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 k. 
Non-winners of two r a c e s  since M y  15 allowed 2 Its. 
A race since then .__ ........................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE 512,500, if for $10,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races lor $lO,oOO OT less not considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

5 PURSE $18,000. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 

7 
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FOURTH DAY - MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 16,2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Friday,  September 13,2002) 

II? SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 0 PURSE S36,OOO. (PLUS UP TO $4,32OTO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROMTHE CBOIF) 

Threewar- ....................... 119 Ibs. oldec ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD 

Non-w'mn of two races sillce July 15 allowed . ................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
A race since then .................................... : __ ...................................................................................... 4 I b s .  
CLAIMING PRICE $9,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 ...................................................... 2 bs. 
(Maiden and claiming races lor $4O,ooO or less not  coosidered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 7 PURSE $26,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 
. Threeyear-dds 118 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 bs. 

Non-winnen of two races at a mile  or  wer 
since Juiy 15 allowed ............................................................................................................................. 2 Ibs. 
One such m e  she then ..................................................................................................... ~ ............. 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, If for $18,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races lor $1 6,000 or less not considered). 

ONE  MILE 

EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCWCLAIMING 8 PURSE $42,000. (PLUS UP TO $12,600 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER $3,000  OTHER THAN MAIDEN, 
CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER  WON TWO RACES OR 
CLAIMING PRICE OF $40 000 
Threeyearolds ....................... i t 8  Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or ww 

older .......................................... 122 Ibs. 
since July 15 allowed ......................................................................................................................... 2 Ibs 
One such race since then ................................................................................... ............................... 4 Ibs. 
(Races lor 532,ooO or less not considered). 
(Allowance hones prefmed). 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

9 NINTH  RACE STAKE 

$lOOJOO Guaranteed 
A risa Stakes 

FOR THREE YEARS OLDS AND UPWARD. 
NOMINATIONS CLOSE TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 10,2002 

SIX FURLONGS 

TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 
PURSE $9,OOO. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 

Nmwinnen of two races ai a mile  or  wer 
since July 15  owed ............................................................................................................................ 2 I b s .  
h e  such race  since tjw~ 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE S5,WO 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

10 Three-year-dds ....................... 1 18 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 

Stakes  Closing  Friday,  September 13,2002 
C. B. Afflerbaugh  Starter  Handicap 

Purse $55.000 Added 
Three-year-olds  And Upward Six and  One-half  Furlongs (Turf) 

(To be  run  Wednesday,  September  18,2002) 

. .  

8 



FIFTH DAY - TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17,2002 I 

(Entries will be  taken  Saturday,  September  14,2002) 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 1 PURSE $10,000. FOR  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 
Three-year-olds _.-_ __...._ 11 9 Ibs. ............................................ 
Non-winnen of two races since July 1s allowed.... ........................................ ~ 2 Ibs. 

older 122 Ibs. 

A race since then ...._. ~ .-___ ....................... ..................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $8,000 ' . 

(Races for $6,250 w less not considered). 

.. .................................. 

SEVEN FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE  MAIDEWCLAIMING 2 PURSE $20,000. FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES. TWO YEARS  OLD,  BRED IN  CALIFORNIA 

% Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $4O,OOO, if for $35,000, allowed ............................................................ 2 Ibs. 

FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAIDENCLAIMING 

Three yean dd ..._............_... 118 I~S .  
CWMING PWCE $iS,OOO, if for $22,500, allowed 2 Ibs. 

Older ........................................... 122 Ibs. 
3 PURSE $17 000. FOR MAIDENS,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

............................................................. 
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 

A FOURTH RACE  MAIDEN 4 PURSE $34,000. FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 

& Three years'~ ...................... 119 ~bs. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
UPWARD  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 

w (Nowstartea for a claiming price d f32.W or less in beir last three starts preferred). 
SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 

A race since then ............................................................................................................................. 4 I b s .  
CWMING PRICE $l2,!iOO, if for $10,500, allowed ............................................................ 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for $iO,O@l or less not widered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

5 PURSE $l8,W. FOR  FILLIES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD 

Nm-~ i~me~ of two since July 15 allowed .......... 2 I&. 

9 



FIFTH DAY - TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 17,2002 
(Entries will be taken Saturday,  September 14,.2002) 

f l  SIXTH RACE CLAIMING 
0 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,32010 CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF) 

FOR FILLIES AND  MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 
Threeyear4ds ...................... 1 19 I@. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs 
Non-winners d two races since  July  15  allowed ................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race since then ...................................................................................................... ; .......................... 4 I b s .  
CLAIMING PRICE $5O,ooO, for each $2,500 to $45,MO ...................................................... 2 Ibs. 
(Races for $4O,ooO or l e s s  not considered). . 

SIX FURLONGS 

SEVENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE 7 PURSE $23,000.  FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 
WHICH HAVE BROKEN THEIR MAIDENS FOR  A CLAIMING PRICE OF $40,000 OR 

Three-year- ...................... 118 I b s .  
LESS AND  WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO RACES 

Nm-winners d a race ala  nile or over 
Older  122 Ibs. 

since &uly 15  allowed .............................................................................................................................. 2 Ibs. 
at a mile or over ......................... : .... ~ ..................................................................... ............................. 4 I b s .  

SIX FURLONGS 

............................................ 

EIGHTH RACE CLAIMING 8 PURSE $19.m. FOR THREE-YEAR-oLDs AND UPWARD 
Threyear-olds ....................... 118 lbs. older ............................................ 1221bs. 
Non-winners of two races at a r i le  or over 
since &ly 15 allowed .......................................................................................................................... 2 I b s .  
onewchla%sincethen ...................................................................................................................... 41bs. 
CLAIMING PIUCE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 I b s .  
(Maiden and claiming races for $1 0,OOO or less no1  considered). 

ONE  MILE 

NINTH RACE ALLOWANCUCLAIMING 
PURSE $44,000. (PLUS UP TO $13,200 TO CAL-BREDS)  FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
AND UPWARD  WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER $3,000 TWICE OTHER THAN 
MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER WON THREE RACES 
OR CLAIMING PRICE OF $62,500 

Non-winners of two races  since  July  15  allowed ................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race since then I_ 4 I b s .  
(Races for $5o,OOO or less not  considered). 
(Allowance  horses  preferred). 

Three-year-olds ...................... 119 I t s .  Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 

SIX FURLONGS 

10 TENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE 

FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE 
PURSE $18,000. (PLUSUPTO $2,16010 CAL-BRED WINNERS FROMTHE CBOIF) 

STARTED FOR A CLAIMING PRICE OF  $$lO,W OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1, 
2001 

Non-winners d two races at a mile or Over 
sinie July 15  allowed .... ~ 2 I b s .  
One sud, race since then ...................................................................................................................... 4 I b s .  

Three-yeardds ....................... 11 8 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 bs. 

(&a& for $iO,W or less not considered). 
ONE MILE AND  ONE-QUARTER 

Stakes  Closing  Saturday,  September 14,2002 
Beau Brummel Stakes 
Purse $55,000  Added 

Two-year-olds  Five  and  One-half  Furlongs 
(To be run  Thursday,  September 19,2002) 

Bustles  and Bows Stakes 
Purse $55,000 Added 

Fillies  Two  Years Old Five  and  One-half  Furlongs 
(To be run Friday,  September  20,2002) 

Bangles and Beads Stakes 
Purse  $100,000 Guaranteed 

F & M Three  Years Old And  Upward  Six  Furlongs 
(To be run  Saturday,  September  21,2002) 

10 



SIXTH DAY - WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 18,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Sunday,  September 15,2002) 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING I PURSE $9,OOO. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NEVER 
WON TWO RACES 
Three-yeardds ...................... 11 9 Ibs. Older ._ ........................................ 122 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250 

SIX FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE MAIDENELAIMING 2 PURSE 617,000. FOR  MAIDENS, TWO YEARS  OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 I b s .  

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 

~hree Years dd ...................... 11 9 ~bs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, iflor $18,000, allowed 2 Ibs. 

Older .._ ....................................... 122bs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

3 PURSE $15 000. FOR  MAIDENS,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

............................................................. 

FOURTH  RACE  MAIDEN/CLAIMING 4 PURSE 520,OOO. FOR MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 
- UPWARD 

Three Yean old ...................... 119 Ibs. ................ .......................... 
CLAIMING PRICE $40.000, if for $35.000, allowed 2 I b s .  

Older " 122 Ibs 
............................................................. . .  . .  

SIX FURLONGS 

FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Nm-winners ~JI two lines since July 15 allowed . 2 I b s .  
A race since lhen 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE  $8,000 
(Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered). 

5 PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS 

AVE AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 
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SIXTH DAY  -WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 18,2002 
(Entries  will  be  taken  Sunday,  September 15,2002) 

SIXTH RACE  CLAIMING 6 PURSE sl9,ooo. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 
ThEeyea4d~ ...................... 118 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a Rile or over 

Older .......................................... 122 bs. 

since July 15 allowed ~ ................................. 2 Ibs. 
One such race  since  then ...._.......... ............................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for$lO,WJ, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden  and  claiming races for Sl0,OW or less not considered). 

ONE  MILE 

SEVENTHRACE CLAIMING 7 PURSE $16,000. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a Rile M over 
since  July 15 allowed ............................................................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
One such race since lhen ~ .......... 4 its. 
CWMING PRICE $10,000 
(Maiden  and claining races for p,ooO or less not  considered). 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCElCLAlMlNG 

$3,000 TWICE  OTHER THAN MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE 
MARES,  THREE  YEARS ou) AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON  EITHER 

NEVER  WON  THREE  RACES OR CLAIMING  PRICE OF $62,500 

8 PURSE w.000. (PLUS UP TO  $13,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR FILLIES AND 

Threeyear& ......_.._.......... 1 19 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 hs. 
Non-winners of two races since July 15 dowed ................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
A race since lhen .............................. .......... ~ .................................................... ......................... 4 Ibs. 
(Maiden  and  claiming races for S50,OW or less not considered). 
(Allowance horses preferred). 

SIX NRLONGS 

9 NINTH RACE  HANDICAP 
C. B. Afflerbau h Starter  Handicap 

$55,0%0 Added 
FOR MREE YEAR 0U)S ANDUPWARD  WHICH HAVE STARTED  FOR A CLAIMING 
PRICE OF $25,000 OR LESS SINCE OCTOBER 1,2001. 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  FRIDAY,  SEPTEMBER  13,2002 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS (On the Tu4  

TENTH  RACE STARTER  ALLOWANCE 

FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE STARTED  FOR  A 
PURSE $18,000. (PLUS  UP  TO  $2,16OTO  CAL-BRED  WINNERS FROM  THE  CBOIF) 

CLAIMING  PRICE  OF $$lO,OOO OR LESS  SINCE  SEPTEMBER  1,2001 
Threeyea-olds ....................... 118 Ib. ME? ..... ~ ..................................... 12Zlbs. 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over 

One such race  since  Ihen .................. ~ .................................................................................................. 4 Ibs. 
(Races for 510,ooO or less not considered). . 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-QUARTER 

since July 15 allowed .. ~ ........... 2 Ibs. 

V 
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. SEVENTH DAY  -THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 19,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Tuesday,  September  17,2002) 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 1 PURSE $9,000. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD 
WHICH  HAVE  NEVER  WON TWO RACES 

CLAIMING PRICE $6,250 , Thwyeardds .............. 11 9 lbsr Older .- ..................... ~ .........._...... 122 Ibs. 

SIX FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE  MAIDENlCLAlMlNG 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 lbs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAIDEN 3 PURSE  $34,000.  (PLUS  UP TO $10,200 TO  CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, TWO 
YEARS OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
(Non-starten for a claiming price of $ 3 2 , O O O  or less in their last three starts preferred). 

2 PURSE  $17,000. FOR MAIDEN  FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD 

SIX FURLONGS 

FOURTHRACE  MAIDEN/CLAIMING 4 PURSE  $21 OOO. FOR MAIDENS,  THREE YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD 
Three Years oh -.... I ............. 118 Ibs. older ...................................... " ...- 122 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

ONE MllE 

FlFM RACE  CLAIMING 5 PURSE  $40,ooO. (PLUS  UP  TO S4,800T0 CAL-BRED  WINNERS  FROM  THE CBOIF) 
FOR flLLIES, THREE YEARS OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Noo-winnen d lwo races since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs. 
A race since then ._.. ........................ I ... ~ .............................. .......... 4 Ibs. 
CWYING PRICE $62.500, for each $2,500 lo $55,000 ...................................................... 1 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for  $50,000 or less not considered). 

ABOUT SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS (On the T u q  
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06/18/02 TUE 14:51 FAX 8038168 C.H.R.I.M.S. 

CHRIMS, Inc. 
California Horse Racing Information Management System, Inc. 

11875 Dublin  Boulevard Suite D-164 
Dubh,  California 94568 

1. In 2001, what was the percentage breakdown of wagering on races conducted at the Los 
Angeles County Fair? 

On-Track: 12.41 X 

Southern California: 28.79% 
Northern California: 11.16% 

Out-of-state: 47.64% 
2. In 2001, what was the percentage breakdown of wagering on races conducted at Oak 

Tree  Meet? 

On-Track 19.66% 

Southern California: 21.19% 
Northern California: 9.28% 

Out-of-state: 49.87% 

3. In 2001, what was the average daily amount wagered at Santa Anita when it was acting 
as an off-track wagering facility? 

Thoroughbred & Fair Meets: $1,018,650 

4. In 2001, what was the average daily amount wagered on-track during  the Los AngIes 
County Fair, Oak Tree Race Meet and the Hollywood Park Fall Meet? 

Los AngeIes County Fair: $732,032 
Oak  Tree: $2,280,462 
Hollywood Park (Fall) : $1,674,186 

5. In 2001, what was the average daily reported attendance on-track during the Los Angeles 
County Fair, the Oak  Tree Race meet and  the Hollywood Park Fall race meet? 

Los Angeles County Fair: 7,380 
Oak Tree: 10,424 
Hollywood Park  (Fall): 7,344 

6. In 2001-2002 what was the average daily amount wagered during the first half and 
second half of Santa Anita &-day meet? 

First Half: $10,727,361 
Second Half: $11,178,695 



06/18/02 TUE 14:52 FAX 8038168 C.H.R.I.M.S. 

7. In 2001 excluding the top race day from each half, what  was the average dairy amount 
wagered during the first half and the second half of Hollywood Park’s 66- day summer  
meet? 

First Half: $9,024,200 
Second Half: $9,053,342 



SEVENTH  DAY - THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER 19,2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Tuesday,  September  17,2002) 

~ ~~ ~~~~~ 

SIXTH  RACE 
~~ 

CLAIMING 

Weight ....................................... : ......................................................................... 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races  since July 15 allowed . ......................................................... ..................... 2 I b s .  
A ram since vlen ............................................................................................................................ 4 b. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $5,000 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 

s.ce July 15 allowed .................................................................................................. ~ ........................ 2 Ibs. 
One such race since then ................ ~ .............................................................. .............. ..................... 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $10,000 
(Maiden  and  claiming races for  $8,000 or less not considered). 

7 PURSE S16,Mx). FOR  FILLIES,  THREE YEARS OLD 

. Non-winners d two races at a mile or over 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

EIGHTH  RACE  ALLOWANCE 

WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON  EITHER $3,000 OTHER  THAN  MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR 
STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE  NEVER  WON TWO RACES 
Threeyear-olds ..........._......._. 11 9 Ibs. 
Non-winners of a race olhef than maiden, daiming. or starter allowed ~ ............................. 2 Ibs. 

Older ......................................... 122 Ibs 

A race other than chimkg M starter .................................................................................................. 4 Ibs. 
SIX FURLONGS 

............... 

9 NINTH  RACE  STAKE 
Beau Brummel Stakes 

$55,000 Added 
FOR TWO-YEAR-ODS. 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER  14,2002 

FIVE  AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

10 TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 
PURSE $lO.OOO. FOR  FILLIES,  THREE YEARS OLD 

Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed ............................................................... ~ .................. 2 I b s .  
A race since vlen ...................................................................................... 4 I b s .  
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000 
(Maiden  and  claiming races for $6.250 or less not  considered). 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 

RVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 
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EIGHTH  DAY - FRIDAY,  SEPTEMBER 20,2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Wednesday,  September 18,2002) 

~ ~ ~~~~~ 

FIRST RACE 
~~~~ ~ 

STARTER  ALLOWANCE 1 PURSE $IO,OOO. FOR FILLIES AND  MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD 
WHICH  HAVE  STARTED FOR-A CLAIMING  PRICE  OF  SS5.000 OR LESS  SINCE . . .  
SEPTEMBER 1,2001 

Nowwinners of two races since July 15 allowed .................... ............................................................. 2 I b s .  
Three-year-olds ................... I.. 119 Ibs. older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 

A  race sime then .................................................................. ................................................. ".......... 4 Ibs. 
(Races for $5,000 of less not considered). 

FIVE  FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE MAIDEN 2 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS  UP  TO $5,000 TO  CAL-BREDS)  FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND 
MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD,  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 
Three Years Old ._..._..._ ........ 118 Its. Older ........................................... I22 bs. 
(Non-starters for a claiming price ol $%?,@I or l e s s  in their last three stalts preferred). % 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

THIRD RACE MAIDEWCLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 1 18 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PFKE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

.SIX FURLONGS 

FOURTH  RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 4 PURSE $16,000. FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD  AND 

T h r e e  Years old _ ........_....._- 119 Ibs. 
UPWARD 

CLAIMING  PRICE $25.000. if for $22.500. allowed 2 Ibs. 
Older ........................................... 1 2 2 b s  

............................................................. - .  . . .  
flVE AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Non-winners d two races since July 15 allowed 2 I b s .  
122b. 

5 PURSE $8 OOO. FOR FILLIES  THREE YEARS OLD 
Three-year-d;ls ......._..-.......... I 19 16s. ...................................................... 

................................................................................... 
....... ~ra,-- since men ................................................................................... 4 bs. 

CLAIMING  PRICE $5,000 
SEVEN  FURLONGS 
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EIGHTH DAY - FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20,2002 
(Entries will b e  taken  Wednesday,  September 18,2002) 

e SIXTH  RACE  MAIDEN 
0 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, THREE 

Three Years Old ._ ................... 118 Ibs. Older ............. ........................... 122 Ibs. 
YEARS OLD AND UPWARD - 

(Non-staders  for  actaiming price ot $32,000 or less in their last three starts preferred). 
ONE MILE  AND  ONE-EIGHTH (On the Tu4 

SEVENTHRACE ALLOWANCE 7 PURSE $41,0OO. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD, 
BRED IN CALIFORNIA WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER  $3,000  OTHER THAN 
MAIDEN.  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO RACES 
Three-yeardds 11 9 lbs. Older ...................................... ".... 122 Ibs. 
Norwinners of a  race  other than maiden.  claiming,  or  starter  allowed ............................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race  other than claiming or stader ..................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 

SIX FURLONGS 

EIGHTH  RACE  ALLOWANCWCLAIMING 8 PURSE $48,000. (PLUS Ub TO $14,4WTO CAL-BREDS) FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER $3,000 THREE TIMES  OTHER 
THAN MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER WON FOUR 
RACES OR CLAIMING PRICE OF $80,000 
Threeyear-dds 119 Ibs. 
Nm-winners of two races sinceJuly 15 allowed ...................................................................... ......... 2 Its. . 

Older ............................................ 122 lbs. 

A race since then .................................................................................................................................. 4 Ibs. 
(Races for $62,500 or less not considered). 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

9 NINTH  RACE 
Bustles and Bows Stakes 

$55,000 Added 

STAKE 

FOR FILLIES, PNO YEARS OLD. 
NOMINATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER 14,2002 

flVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

10 TENTH  RACE  STARTER  ALLOWANCE 
PURSE $11,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE 
STARTED FOR  A CLAIMING PRICE OF $$5,000 OR LESS SINCE  SEPTEMBER 1, 
2001 
Three-year-dds ....................... 11 8 Ibs. 
Non-winnee of two races al a mile OT over 

Older 122 Ibs. 

s h e  .My 15 allowed . : 2 lbs. 
Such a  race  since then "....-. 4 Its. 
(Races  lorS5,OM) OT less nd considered). 

ONE MILE  AND  ONE-EIGHTH 

Stakes  Closing  Wednesday,  September  18,2002 
Governor's  Cup  Handicap 

Purse $75,000 Added 
(Cal-Breds) 

Three-year-olds  And  Upward  Seven  Furlongs 
(To be run Sunday,  September  22,2002) 

Pi0 Pic0 Handicap 
Purse $75,000 Added 

(Cal-Breds) 
F & M Three  Years  Old  And  Upward  Seven  Furlongs 

(To be  run Monday,  September  23,2002) 

16 



NINTH DAY - SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 21,2002 . 
(Entries will be taken Thursday, September 19,2002) 

FIRST  RACE CLAIMING 
I PURSE $8 000. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD  AND  UPWARD Threeyear& ...... " ........_..... 119 Ibs. older .......................................... 122 Its. 

Non-winners d two races since July 15-aiiowed .................................................................................. 2 Ibs. 
A race since then .I I.." .........._........ I 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000 ' 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

SECOND RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 2 PURSE $16 OOO. FOR  MAIDENS,  THREE YEARS OLD  AND  UPWARD 
rnm~earsdd ..............._.._. 1191bs. Older ............................................ 122 bs 
CWYlNG PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

FIVE AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAIDEWCLAIMING 3 PURSE $22,OOO. FOR MAIDEN  FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD - 
Weight ................................................................. : ............................................... 118 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $50,000, f6r each $2,500 lot45,000 ...................................................... 2 Ibs. 

FIVE AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

A FOURTH  RACE  MAIDEN 4 PURSE  $34,000.  (PLUS  UP TO $10,200 TO  CAL-BREDS)  FOR  MAIDENS,  THREE 

older .................................. " 122 bs. Three Years old ._ 11 9 Ibs. 
YEARS OLD  AND  UPWARD 

(Nonstarters for a claiming price d $32,000 or less in lheir lasl three starts preferred). 
SIX FURLONGS 

e FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 3 PURSE $32,000. (PLUS  UP  TO  f3,840TO  CAL-BRED  WINNERS  FROM  THE  CBOlF) 
FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
Weight 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners d two races since July 15 anow ed 2 Ibs. 
A race since then ............................................................................................................ ........-.......... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if fw $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for  $25,000 or less not considered). 

~~ 

................................................................................................................. 

SIX FURLONGS 
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NINTH  DAY - SATURDAYJ  SEPTEMBER 21  2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Thursday,  September 19,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  MAIDEN 6 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO ~10,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN FILLIES 
AND  MARES  THREE  YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD 
Three Years Old' ..................... 118 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
(Non-starters lor a claiming price d 532,OOO or less in their last three staris preferred). 

ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH (On the Turf) 

SEVENTHRACE  CLAIMING 7 PURSE $24,000.  FOR FILLIES AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS OLD  AND  UPWARD 
Three-year-olds 11 9 Ibs. older ... " ...................................... 122 Its. 
Non-winners ol two races since July 15 allowed .................................................................................. 2 I b s .  

CWMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed 2 Ibs. 
A me since then ...................................................................................................................... ~ 4 Ibs. 

(Races  lorS16,OW or l e s s  not  considered). 

.......... 
............................................................. 

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

EIGHTH  RACE  CLAIMING 8 PURSE $42,000. (PLUS UP TO  S5.040TO  CAL-BRED  WINNERS  FROM  THE  CBOIF) 

Three-year-olds .........._....I ..... 11 8 Ibs. Older ............ " .............................. 122 Ibs. 
FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

Non-winners d two races at a mile or over 
since .My 15 anow ed ............................................................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
One such race since then 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $62,5W,for each $2,500 to $55,000 ...................................................... 1 Ibs. 
(Maiden and c ld ing races lor $5O,ooO or iess not considered). 

ONE MILE (On the Turfl 

9 NINTHRACE STAKE 
Ban les and Beads Stakes 

$?OO,OOO Guaranteed 
FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD. 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER 14,2002 

SIX FURLONGS 

10 TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 
PURSE $38,000. (PLUS  UP  TO  $4,56OTO  CAL-BRED  WINNERS  FROMTHE  CBOIF) 
FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over 
since July 15 allowed ".... 2 I b s .  
Such a race since then " .......................................................................... 4 I b s .  
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for  each $2,50Oto $45,000 ...................................................... 2 I b s .  
(Maiden  and  claiming races for $4O,OOO or less not considered). 

ONE M!LE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 
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TENTH DAY - SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 22,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Friday, September 20,2002) 

4 FIRST  RACE  STARTER  ALLOWANCE 
1 PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE 

STARTED  FOR A  CLAIMING  PRICE  OF $65,000 OR LESS  SINCE  SEPTEMBER 1, 
2001 
Threeyear-olds .-._ ........._..... 119 I b s .  ............................................ 
Non-Hinners of Iwo mes since Juiy ts allowed 2 Ibs. 

Older  122 Ibs. 

A race since then ................................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
(Races  for $5.000 or less not considered). 

FIVE  FURLONGS 

................................................................................... 

n SECOND RACE MAIDEN 
L PURSE $34,OOO. (PLUS  UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN  FILLIES 

AND  MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD  AND  UPWARD 
Three Years Old - 119 Ibs. Older ............................................ 1221bs. 
(Nowstarters lor a daiming pcice d $32,Mx) or less in their last three stalls preferred). 

SIX FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE MAIDEWCLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for  each $2,500 to $45,000 ...................................................... 2 Ibs. 

FIVE AND ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

FOURTH RACE  MAIDEN 4 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS  UP TO $5,000 TO CAL-BREDS)  FOR  MAIDENS,  THREE 
YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 
TMX Years OM ..................... 11eb. 
(Non-starters for a dairning price olf32.000 M less in heir last three stalls preferrea). 

older l22Ibs. 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 
% ............................................ 

FIFTH RACE  CLAIMING 5 PURSE 632,000. (PLUS  UP TO 63,840TO CAL-BRED  WINNERS  FROMTHE  CBOIF) 
FOR  FILLIES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners ol two races since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs. 
A ace since then 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for $25,000 or less not considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 
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TENTH  DAY - SUNDAY,  SEPTEMBER 22,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Friday, September 20,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Three-year-olds ....................... 1 19 Ibs: Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 

CLAIMING  PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

6 PURSE 624,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD 

Non-winners 01 hvo races  since July 1s alowed ................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race since vlen _.. ......................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for  S16,oM) or less not considered). 

SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 7 PURSE  $42,000.  (PLUS  UP  TO  $5,04OTO  CAL-BRED  WINNERS FROMTHE  CBOIF) 
FOR  FILLIES  AND  MARES  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

Non-winners of hvo races at a ri le or over 

One such race s ' w  ben ._ ................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $65500, for  each $2,500 to $55,000 ...................................................... 1 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for $ 5 0 , ~  or less not considered). 

ONE MILE (On the Turf) 

EIGHTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Threeyear& I_ ....."............ 118 Ibs. OMer ............................................ 1221bs. 
Non-winners d two races a1 a mile or over 
since July 15 allowed.- ................................................................................................................ "....2 Ibs. 
onesudtracesineethen ...- ................................................................................................................. 4Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000 

ONE MILE 

9 NINTH  RACE  HANDICAP 
Governor's Cu Handicap 

$75,000 fdded % FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD, BRED IN CiWFORNIA 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 18,2002 

............................................ Three-yeardds ~ ......... 1 l'8 0s. older 122 Ibs. 

since JJly 15 allowed .... "_." .................................................................................................................. 2 I b s .  

SEVEN FURLONGS 

TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 
PURSE  $ll,OOO.  FOR  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 
Threeyearolds _ ..................... 118 I b s .  Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a wile or over 
since hly 15 allowed .......... " ... .......................................................................................................... 2 l b s .  
One such race  since then .. .................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $8,W 
(Maiden and claiming races for $6250 or l e s s  not considered?. 

10 

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 

Stakes  Closing  Friday,  September  20.2002 
Las Madrinas Starter Handicap 

Purse  $55,000  Added 
F & M  Three  Years  Old  And  Upward  Six  and  One-half  Furlongs 

(To be run Wednesday,  September  25,2002) 
Stute Starter Handicap 

Purse  $55,000 Added 
Three-year-olds  And  Upward  One  Mile  and  One-eighth  (Turf) 

(To be run Thursday,  September  26,2002) 

(Turf) 
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ELEVENTH DAY - MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 23,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Friday, September 20,2002) 

FIRST RACE  CLAIMING 

Non-winnen of two races since July 1.5 allowed 2 Ibs. 
Older 122 0s. 

A race since then .. ........................... ............................................................................................ .... 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PFUCE 55,000 

SEVEN FURLONGS 

1 PURSE $8 OOO. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 
Threeyearokls .-.......-.-.....I. 119 Ik ............................................ 

................................................................................... 

SECOND  RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 2 PURSE $15,000. FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 
UPWARD 

CWMING PRICE $20,000, iffor$18,Doo, allowed 2 Ibs. 
Three Yean Old ..................... 119 Ibs. Wer 122 bs. 

SEVEN FURLONGS 

............................................ 
............................................................. 

THIRD RACE  MAIDEN 3 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS'UP TO $10,800 TO CALBREDS) FOR  MAIDENS, TWO 
YEARS  OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 1 18 I b s .  
(Nonslarters for a claiming price of $32,ooO or less in their last three starts prefened). 

ONE MILE 

FOURTH RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 4 PURSE S21,OOO. FOR  MAIDEN FlU1E.S AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 
UPWARD 
ThreeYearsOld ...................... 1181hs. ............................................ 
CWMING PRICE $40.000, if for $35,000, allowed 2 bs. 

mer 122 Ibs 

ONE  MILE 
............................................................. 

FIFTH RACE  CLAIMING 

Three-yeardds ....................... 1 18 b. ..................................................... 122 0s. 

since hly 15 allowed .... ........................................... ~ .................................................................... ".... 2 b. 

5 PURSE $10,000. FOR  FILLIES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD 

Nm-winners of two races at a ndle or wer 

One such race since then 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PIUCE $6,250 
(Maiden and claiming races for $5.000 or less not considered). 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 
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ELEVENTH DAY - MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 23,2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Friday,  September 20,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Three-year-olds ....................... 119 I b s ,  ........... " ................................ ^ ....... 1222s. 
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aRow ed ................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race since then _ ............................. ,; ...............................  ............................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden  and claiming races lor $16,000 or l e s s  nd considered). 

6 PURSE $24,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Thmyear-dds ....................... 118 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
Nonwinners d two races at a mile or over 

7 PURSE $11,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

since July 15 allowed ..................................................................... ~ ...................................................... 2 Ibs. 
One such race since then ..................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000 
(Maiden and chiming races for $6.250 or less not considered). 

ONE M I L E  AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 

WON  THREE RACES 
Threeyear-dds ....................... 11 9 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $8,000 

older ........................................... 1221bs. 

SIX FURLONGS 

9 NINTH RACE  HANDICAP 
Pi0 Pic0 Handicap 

$75,000 Added % FOR FILLIES AND  MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD,  BRED IN CALIFORNIA. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 18,2002 

10 TENTH RACE  STARTER ALLOWANCE 

WHICH  HAVE  STARTED FOR A CLAIMING  PRICE OF $$5,W OR LESS  SINCE 
PURSE $ll,OOO. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

SEPTEMBER 1,2001 
Threeyear-dds ....................... 118 Ibs. Older 122 Ibs 
Nm-winners of two races at a mile or over 
shce July 15 allowed ~ .................................................................. 2 I b s .  
One such race since then .... ~ .............................................................................................................. 4 Ibs. 
(Races for $5,000 or less not considered). 

ONE  MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH 

Stakes  Closing  Friday,  September  20,2002 
Las Madrinas Starter Handicap 

Purse  $55,000  Added 
F & M Three  Years  Old  And  Upward Six and  One-half Furlongs 

(Turf) 
(To be run Wednesday,  September 25,2002) 

Stute Starter Handicap 
Purse  $55,000  Added 

Three-year-olds  And  Upward  One  Mile  and  One-eighth  (Turf) 
(To be  run  Thursday,  September  26,2002) 
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* TWELFTH DAY -TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 24,2002 
(Entries w i l l  be  taken  Saturday,  September 21,2002) 

~ ~~ ~ 

FIRST  RACE 
~~ 

CLAIMING 1 PURSE $10,000. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
Three-year-dds " .............. 118 Ibs. .................................... " ..... " ......... 122 bs. 
Non-winners d two races at a rile or ma 
since Jufy 15 allowed ........................ T" _-.. ......................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
One such race sioce then ........................... _I ................................................................................ -4  ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $6,250 
(Maiden and claiming races fo r  $5,000 or less not cwidered). 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

SECOND  RACE  MAIDENKLAIMING 2 PURSE $18.000. FOR  MAIDENS, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN 

............................................ ...................... CALIFORNIA 
Three Yeas o!d 118 I b s .  Older  122 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE t32.M)O. if for $28.000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. , .  . .  

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

THIRD  RACE  MAlDEtVCLAlMlNG 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $32.000, if for $28,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 I b s .  

SIX  FURLONGS 

FOURTHRACE MAIDEN 4 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN RLLIES, 
TWO YEARS OLD 

(Nonstarters f o r  a  claiming price d $32,OW or less In their last three SMS preferred). 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 1 18 Ibs. 

ONE  MILE 

FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weght ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winnea of two races since July 15 allowed ............................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race since hen _ ~ ............................... .................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 IbS. 
(Maiden and claiming races fo r  $16.000 or less not considered). 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

5 PURSE $24,000. FOR  FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD 



TWELF~H~AY - TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 24,2002 
(Entries will be taken Saturday,  September 21,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races ai a mile or wer 
since July 15 allowed ..................................................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
One such race  since then ._._._... I . ......................................... ~ ._ .................................... .................. 4 I b s .  
CLAIMING  PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for p0,OOO or less not considered). 

ONE MILE 

7 SEVENTH RACE  CLAIMING 

6 PURSE go,ooo. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDs 

I PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 
WHICH HAVE NEVER WON THREE RACES 
Three-year-okls ...................... 119 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $8,ooO 

SIX FURLONGS 

EIGHTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Three-year-olds ......... " ......-.-. 119 Ibs. older ............ ~ ............................ 1221bs. 
8 PURSE ~15,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD 

Non-winners of two races since July 15 anowed ................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
A race since then ............................ " ............................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $10,000 
(Maiden and claiming races lor 8 ,W or less not  considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

NINTH  RACE  ALLOWANCWCLAIMING 9 PURSE $46,000. (PLUS UP TO $13,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR FILLIES AND 
MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NOT WON  EITHER 
$3 OOO TWICE OTHER THAN MAIDEN, CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE 

'Ihreeyear-olds ............_._-.... 118 Ibs. 
N6VER WON THREE RACES OR CLAIMING PRICE OF $62,500 

Non-winners of two races ai a mile or oyer 
Older .............................. 122 Rs. 

since July 15 allowed .................... .... .............................................................................................. 2 Ibs. 
One such race si-  then ................................................................................................... ..........- 4 Ibs. 
(Races for f50,WO or less nd considered). 
(Allowance horses preferred). 

........... 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 
PURSE 51O.OOO. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD WHICH HAVE NEVER - - WON MO RACES 
Three-year-olds ....................... 11 8 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $6,250 

Older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 

Stakes  Closing  Saturday,  September 21,2002 
Foothill Stakes 

Purse $55,000 Added 
Three-year-olds Six and One-half Furlongs 

(To be run Friday,  September  27,2002) 
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V 

THIRTEENTH  DAY - WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 25,2.002 
(Entries will be taken Sunday, September 22,2002) 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 1 PURSE  $10,000.  FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 hi. 
~ o n - w i n n e r ~  d two races since Jdy IS all0 wed ................................................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A race since then __ ............................................................................................................. ".- ....... 4 Ibs. 
CWMJNG PRICE $8,000 
(Maideo and daiming races lor $6350 or l e s s  not Considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

ONE  MILE 

2 PURSE  $21,000.  FOR  MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD 

THIRD  RACE  MAIDEN 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 1 18 Ibs. 
(Non-stalters for a claiming price of $32,WO or l e s s  in their last three starts preferred). 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

FOURTH  RACE  MAlDEWCLAlMlNG 4 PURSE  S18.000.  FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE YEARS OLD  AND 
UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA 
Three Years o(d .- ....-............ 118 Ibs. older ............................................ 122 bs. 
CWMING PRICE $32,000, If for $28,000, allowed ............................................................ 2 Ibs. 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over 
since July 1s ailowed ............................................................................................................................. 2 Ibs. 
One such race since lhen 4 Ibs. 
CLAJMING  PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for $2O,Mx) or less not considered). 

5 PURSE  $30,000.  FOR  FILLIES,  THREE YEARS OLD 
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THIRTEENTH DAY -WEDNESDAY,  SEPTEMBER 25,2002 
V 

(Entries will be  taken  Sunday,  September 22,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 6 PURSE $ls,ooo. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 
Three-year-dds ...._............._ 11 9 Its. older .."" .....--... " ....................... 122 b. 
Non-winners d two races since  July  15  allowed ................................................................................... 2 I b s .  
A race since then _...._..__.__."..__.. i ................................................................... " ......................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $10,000 
\Races for fs.Oo0 M less rot considered). 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

7 SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 
[ PURSE $38,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,56OTO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROMTHE CBOIF) 

FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD 
Three-yearolds ................... I" 118 I b s .  Older .................... ~ ...................... 122 Rs. 
Nm-winnersdtworacesatamiorover 
since July 15 allowed."." ............................................................................................. ...................... 2 Ibs. 
One such race sim then ................. ~ . ................................................................................................. 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 ...................................................... 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and daiming races for&tO,ooO or less not considered). 

ONE  MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 

EIGHTH  RACE  ALLOWANCE 

WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER $3,OOO OTHER THAN MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR 
STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO RACES 
Threeyear-dds 11 8 lhs. Older ......................... I_ ....._....... 122 Ibs 
Non-winnet$ d two aces other than maiden, claiming, or starter at a file or wer allowed ............... 2 Its. 
One such race  other than daiming or starter ..................................................................................... 4 Ibs 

8 PURSE $42,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDs AND UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA 

ONE  MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 

9 NINTH  RACE  HANDICAP 
Las  Madrinas  Starter  Handicap 

$55,000 Added 
FOR  FILLIES AND MARES WHICH HAVE STARTED FOR A CWMING PRICE OF $25.000 
OR LESS SINCE OCTOBER 1,2001. 
NOMINATIONS CLOSE  FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20,2002 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS (On the Turf) 

10 TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

WHICH HAVE NEVER  WON TWO RACES 
PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD 

CLAIMING  PRICE $6,250 
Threeyear-olds ...................... 118 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 bs. 

ONE  MILE 
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FOURTEENTH  DAY - THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER 26, rkl2 
(Entries will be  taken Tuesday, September 24,2002) 

-I FIRSTRACE CLAIMING 
1 PURSE $8.000. FOR FILLIES AND  MARES, THREE YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

Three.year& ...................... 11 9 Ibs. older ......... ~ ............................... 122ibs. 
Non-winnea oi two races since Juiy 15 allowed ................................................ "- ............................. 2 I b s .  
A race since then ........................ ;.. ............................. " ................................................... ".......... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $5,000 

FIVE  AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 

Weight ................................................................................................................ .118 Ibs. 
CLAIffllNG  PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

ONE MILE 

2 PURSE  $21,000.  FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD 

THIRD  RACE  MAIDEN 3 PURSE  $34,000.  FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS  OLD,  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 
. -A 

Weight 118 Ibs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

FOURTH RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 4 PURSE $17,000. FOR  MAIDENS, THREE YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD,  BRED IN 

Three Yeas OM - ......-...-...... 11 9 Ibs. ............................................ CALIFORNIA 

CLAIMING PMCE S320M). if for $28,000, allowed 2 Ibs. 
Older 1 2 2  bs. 

............................................................. . .  . .  

RYE AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

I!? FlFM RACE  CLAIMING 3 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO f4,320TO CAL-BRED  WINNERS FROMTHE CBOIF) 
FOR WO-YEAR-OLDS 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 lbs. 
Nm-winners of a race  since July 15 alow ed 2 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $50,000, f o r  each $2,500 to $45,000 ...................................................... 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for 540,oOo or less not considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 
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FOURTEENTH  DAY - THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER 26,2002 (I 

(Entries will be taken Tuesday, September 24,2002) 

SIXTH RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winnersoftworacesatamileor&er 
since &ly I5 anowed ...................... " i: ................................................................................... .......-... 2 Its. 
One such race since then ._..__ ............................................ .. ..................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $16,000, iffor$14,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races lor $12,500 or less not considered). 

6 PURSE $21,000. FOR ~LUES, MREE YEARS OLD 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 

7 SEVENTH  RACE  STARTER  ALLOWANCE 
1 PURSE $20,000. (PLUS UP TO $2,200TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF) 

CLAIMING PRICE OF LS12.500 OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1.2001 
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE STARTED FOR A 

mree-year~lds 110 b. 
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aAowed 2 Ibs. 

Cider 122 Ibs 

A race since then ........................................................................................................................... ". 4 Ibs. 
(Races for $12,500 or less not ysi&red). 

FIVE  FURLONGS 

. .  ~ ~~~ - . - ~ -  
................................................................................... 

n EIGHTHRACE STARTER  ALLOWANCE 
c) PURSE $23,OOO. (PLUS  UP TO $&760TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF) 

FOR  A CLAIMING PRICE OF $4O,OOO OR LESS AND WHICH HAVE NEVER WON 
TWO RACES 

FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE BROKENTHEIR MAIDENS 

Threeyear-olds ...................... 119 Ibs. Cider .......................................... 122lb.s. 
Nonwinnea of a race since .My 15 allowed ........................ ~ ........................................................... 2 I b s .  

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

9 NINTHRACE  HANDICAP 
Stute Starter Handicap 

$55,000 Added 
FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  STARTED  FOR  A  CLAIMING 
PRICE OF $25,000 OR LESS SINCE  OCTOBER 1.2001. 
NOMINATIONS CLOSE FRIDAY,  SEPTEMBER 20,2002 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-EIGHTH (On the Turf) 

TENTH RACE  CLAIMING 

....................... 1181bs. Oldw 127 Ibs 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over 
since July 15 allowed ............................................................................... ~ ............................................ 2 I b s .  
One such race since then ...................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000 

1 0 Three-year-ohs 
PURSE $9 000. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND UPWARD 

c w  MILE 
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FIFEENTH DAY - FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27,2002 
(Entries will be taken Wednesday,  September 25,2002) 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 

Non-wlnnea of two races since July 15 aRow ed ............................................................................... 2 I b s .  
Older ...................................... ".... 1 2 2  Ibs. 

1 PURSE $8 000. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 
Threeyearof& ....................... 119 I t s :  

A since ............................... L ....................................................... - - ................................ 4 h. ..... 
CLAIMING  PRICE $5,000 

SIX FURLONGS 

SECONDRACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 

118 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed 2 Ibs. 

2 PURSE  $20,000.  FOR  MAIDENS, TWO YEARS  OLD,  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 

............................................................. 
SEVEN FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAlDENlCLAlMlNG 3 PURSE $17 OW. FOR M IDEN FILLIES AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 
UPWARD, 6RED IN CAL%ORNIA 
Three Years OM ...................... 119 I t s .  Older 122 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $32000. if for $28.000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. . .  . .  

FIVE AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

FOURTHRACE CLAIMING 4 PURSE $lO,OW. FOR  FILLIES,  THREE Y b R S  OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winnea of two races since July 15 all.ed .................-. ".- ......................................................... 2 Ibs. 
A m e  since then I. .......................... ~ _ .................................................................................. ~ .......... 4 I b s .  
CWMING PRICE $8,000 
(Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not cwidered). 

SIX FURLONGS 

F FIFTH  RACE  CLAIMING 3 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS  UP  TO W4,320TO CAL-BRED  WINNERS FROM THE  CBOIF) 
FOR  FILLIES, TWO YEARS  OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
Non-winners of a race since July 15 allowed 2 I b s .  
CLAIMING  PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 ...................................................... 2 Its. 
(Maiden and da.hing races for S40,MX) or less not considered). 

SIX FURLONGS 
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FIFTEENTH DAY - FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27,2002 
(Entries will be  taken  Wednesday,  September 25,2002) 

t? SIXTH  RACE  STARTER  ALLOWANCE 
0 PURSE S50,OOO. (PLUS UP TO f6,OOOTO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF) 

FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE 
STARTED FOR A CLAIMING PRICE OF SS25,OOO OR LESS SINCE  SEPTEMBER 1, 
onni 
Three-year-olds .............--._... 118ltis. older ......................................... 122 Its. 
Non-winners d two races al a mile or over 
since July 15 allowed ............................................................................................................................ 2 Ibs. 
One such race since then ...................................................................................................................... 4 Its. 
(Races f o r  $25,000 or less not  considered). 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-EIGHTH (On the T u 4  

7 ' ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ . ~ ~ L U S  UP TO $2,200TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF) 
STARTER  ALLOWANCE 

FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE 

2001 
STARTED FOR  A CLAIMING PRICE OF $$12,500 OR LESS SINCE  SEPTEMBER 1, 

Non-winners d two races since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs. 
Older iF! bs. 

A race since then ~ .................................. ~ ............................................. 4 Ibs. 
(Races f o r  $12,500 or less not considered). 

FIVE FURLONGS 

-11. 

Thteqear4d.j ....................... 1  19 Ibs. ............................................ 
................................................................................... 

EIGHTH  RACE  ALLOWANCE 

BRED IN CALIFORNIA WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER S3,OOO OTHER THAN 
MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO RACES 
Threeyearolds ....................... 118 Ibs. older" ......................................... 122bs. 
Non-winners of a me other lhan maiden, daiming, orslarter at a mile OT over allowed _ .................- 2 I b s .  

% 
One such race o h r  than daiming or starter .......................................... ......................................... 4 Ibs. 

ONE  MILE  AND  ONE-SIXIEENTH 

9 NINTHRACE 
Foothill Stakes 
$55,000 Added 

STAKE 

FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS WHO  HAVE  NOT  FINISHED  FIRST, SECOND OR THIRD IN A 
STAKES  RACE  AT ANY DISTANCE. 
NOMINATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER  21,2002 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

10 TENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Three-yeardds ....................... 118 Ibs. Older ............................................ IF! Ibs. 
PURSE $9 OOO. FOR FILLIES AND  MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD 

NWI-W~~IRIS of two races at a mik or over 
since Juty 15  allowed ............................................................................................................................. 2 IbS. 
One such race since Ulen . ................... 4 IbS. 
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000 

ONE  MILE 

30 



SIXTEENTH  DAY - SATURDAY,  SEPTEMBER 28,2002 
(Entries will be taken Thursday, September 26,2002) 

FIRST RACE  CLAIMING 1 PURSE $9,OOO. FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NEVER 
WON TWO RACES 

CLAlMlNG  PRICE $6,250 , 
Threeyearolds ...................... 119 I&. Older ............................................ 122 bs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE MAIDEN 2 PURSE $34,000. (PLUS  UP  TO $10,200 TO  CAL-BREDS)  FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES, 
TWO YEARS  OLD 
Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
(Nonstarters f o r  a claiming plice of $32,ooO or less in their last three st& prefened). 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE MAlDENlCLAlMiNG 3 PURSE $16,000. FOR  MAIDEN  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND 
UPWARD 
Three Yeaa ad ...................... 119 Ibs. ............................................ 
CWMING  PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed 2 Ibs. 

older 122 0s.  

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

A FOURTH RACE ' MAIDEN 

............................................................. 

4 PURSE $36,000. (PLUS  UP TO $10,800 TO  CAL-BREDS)  FOR  MAIDENS.  THREE 

older .......................................... 122bS. Three Years ad ....-.............. " 118 Ibs. 
YEARS  OLD AND  UPWARD 

(Nonstarters f o r  a d a i i g  price d $32,oOO M less m their last  three darts pceferred). _ .  
ONE  MILE 

5 FIFTH RACE  CLAIMING 

T h r e e y e a r &  119 ~bs. 
PURSE $9 OOO. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

Non-winners of two races since July 15 ................................................................................. 2 Ibs. 
Older  122 0s. .. 

A race since then 4 lbs. 
CWMING PRICE $6,250 
(Races for 55,000 or less not considered). 

. 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 
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SIXTEENTH DAY - SATURDAY] SEPTEMBER 28,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Thursday] September 26,2002) 

SIXTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over 
since July 15 allowed .......................... ................................................................ ............................... 2 Ibs. 
One svch race since then .......................................................................................................... " ..... ". 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $l6,000, iflorS14,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races f o r  $12,500 or less not considered). 

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 

6 PURSE tsr,ooo. FOR THREE-YEAR-oLDs 

SEVENTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Weight ................................................................................................................. 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races  since July 15 allowed .................................................................................. 2 I b s .  
A race  since then ............................................................................ .............................................. 4 I t s .  
CLAIMING  PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and d a i g  races for  $1 0,OW or l e s s  not considered). 

7 PURSE $18,oOO. FOR FILLIES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD 

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

EIGHTH  RACE  CLAIMING 

Threeyear& ..._..__.........- 118 Ibs. . 
Nm-winners of two races  at a mile or over 

Older ........................................... 122 Ibs. 
since July 15 allowed ............................................................................................................................. 2 b. 
One such race since lhen ...................................................................................................................... 4 I b s .  
CLAIMING  PRICE $10.000 
(Maiden and claiming races for $8,OOO or less not  considered). 

8 PURSE SIS,~OO. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD 

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH 

9 NINTH  RACE 
Barretts  Juvenile 
$l00,000 Estlmated 

STAKE 

FOR COLTS AND GELDINGS, TWO YEARS OLD, OFFERED FOR SALE IN THE 2001 
OCTOBER OR 20@ JANUARY, MARCH OR MAY BARRRTS IN  TWNING  SALE, 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  SATURDAY,  JUNE 1,2002 

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS 

10 TENTH  RACE  ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING 

AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON  EITHER $3,000 TWICE  OTHER  THAN 

OR CLAIMING  PRICE OF $80 OOO 
MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE  NEVER  WON  THREE  RACES 

Three-year-otds .. ......_........._.. 1 18 16s. Older .................................... "...... 122 Ibs, 
Non-winners of two races  al a mile or over 
since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs. 
One such race since ten ...................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
(Races for 562,500 or less nd considered). 
(Allowance horses preferred). 

PURSE $46,oOO. (PLUS  UP  TO $13,80010 CAL-BREDS) FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS 

ONE MILE (On the Turf) 

Stakes  Closing  Thursday,  September 26,2002 
Cover Gal Stakes 

Purse $75,000 Added 
(Cat-Breds) 

Fillies Two Years Old Seven  Furlongs 
(To be run Thursday,  October 3,2002) 

Purse $75,000 Added 
Cavonnier Stakes 

(Cal-Breds) 
Twe-yewelds. Seven  Furlongs 
(To be run Friday,  October 4,2002) 
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SEVENTEENTH'DAY - SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 29,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Friday, September 27,2002) 

I 
I 

FIRST  RACE  CLAIMING 1 PURSE $9,OOO. FOR  FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 
WHICH  HAVE  NEVER  WON TWO RACES 

CLAIMING  PRICE $6,250 : 
Threeyear& - ...............-.... 119 Ibs. cider ............................................ 122 hs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

SECOND  RACE MAIDENELAIMING 2 PURSE $20,000. FOR MAIDEN  FILLIES,  TWOYEARS  OLD,  BRED IN CALIFORNIA 

% Weight ................................................................................................................. 118 Ibs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

THIRD  RACE  MAIDEN 3 PURSE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO  CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, TWO 
YEARS  OLD 

(Nonstarters lor a elaiming price of W,WO or less in their l a s t  three starts preferred). 
. Weight ................................................................................................................. 1  18 Ibs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

FOURTH  RACE  MAIDEWCLAIMING 4 PURSE $16 OOO. FOR  MAIDENS,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 
Three Years dd _" ..... "........... 119 Ibs. Older .............................. ~ ............ 122bs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $25,000, if for $22,soO, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

FIFTH RACE  CLAIMING 

Threeyear- ....................... 119 Ibs. Mdw ._ ......................................... I 2 2  Ibs 
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed ................................................................................. 2 I b s .  
Atacesincethen ...... ~ .......................................... ............................ ~ .... ..- ....... 41bs. 
CLAIMING  PRICE $6,250 
(Maiden and claiming wes f o r s 5 , O W  or less not considered). 

5 PURSE S9,OOO. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS  AND  UPWARD 

SIX AND ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 
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SEVENTEENTH DAY - SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 29,2002 
(Entries will be  taken Friday, September 27,2002) 

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING 

Weight ........................................ *.: ...................................................................... 120 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races since July 15,allow ed ................................................................................. 2 I b s .  
A race  since then ............................... : ............................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 
CWMING PRICE $12,500, iffor$10,500, allowed ............................................................. 2 Ibs. 
(Maiden and claiming races for 510,OOO or less not considered). 

6 PURSE $18,000.  FOR  THREE-YEAR-OLDS 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

SEVENTHRACE ALLOWANCE 7 PURSE $41,000.  (PLUS  UP TO $12,300 TO  CAL-BREDS) FOR FILLIES  AND 
MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON EITHER 
$3,000  OTHER  THAN  MAIDEN,  CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE  NEVER 
WON TWO RACES 
Three-year-olds ...................... 119 Ibs. older 122 Ibs. 

A race other than claiming of sWer ............................................................................................. I .... 4 Ibs. 

SEVEN  FURLONGS 

6 EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCUCLAIMING 

Nm-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming,  or  starter allowed.. ............................................. 2 I b s .  

(W.  

0 PURSE $46,000.  (PLUS  UP TO $13,800 TO  CAL-BREDS)  FOR FILLIES AND 
MARES,  THREE  YEARS OLD AND  UPWARD  WHICH  HAVE  NOT  WON  EITHER 
t3.000TWICE OTHER THAN  MAIDEN.  CLAIMING. OR STARTER OR WHICH  HAVE 
NEVER-WONTHREE RACES OR C~A~MING PRICE 0~~80,000 
Three-year-olds _̂..._...._. 118 Ibs. older ............................................ 122 Ibs. 
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over 
since &ly 15 allowed ." .............................................................. . ................................................ ".... 2 Ibs. 

(Races lor $62,500 or less nd considered). 
One such race  since !hen ...................................................................................................................... 4 Ibs. 

(Allowance horses prelerred). 
ONE MILE (On the  Turf) 

9 NINTH RACE STAKE 
Barretts  Debutante 
$100,000 Estlmated 

FOR FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD, OFFERED  FOR SALE IN THE 2001 OCTOBER OR  2002 
JANUARY, MARCH OR MAY BARR€llS IN  TRAlNlNG SALE. 
NOMINATIONS  CLOSE  SATURDAY,  JUNE  1,2002 

SIX AND  ONE-HALF  FURLONGS 

10 TENTH RACE CLAIMING 
PURSE  $16,000. FOR FILLIES  AND  MARES,  THREE  YEARS  OLD  AND  UPWARD 

Non-winners d two races at a mile or Over 
since  July 15 dlowed ............................................................................................................................. 2 I b s .  
One such race  since then 4 Ibs. 
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000 
(Maiden and claiming  races lor ts.Oo0 or less not COnsidered). 

Three-year-olds ....................... 1 18 Ibs. Older ............................................ 122 bs 

ONE MILE AND  ONE-SIXTEENTH 
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Sent via Facsimile 

June 3,2002 

The Honorable Alan W. Landsburg,  Chairman 
The Honorable Roger H. Licht, Vice Chairman 
The Honorable William Bianco, Member 
The Honorable Sheryle L. Granzella,  Member 
The Honorable John C. Harris, Member 
The Honorable Marie G. Moretti,  Member 
The Honorable John C. Sperry,  Member 
Mr. Roy C. Wood Jr., Executive  Director 
CALIFORNIA HORSE RACING BOARD 
1010 Hurley  Way, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95825 

Dear Commissioners and M r .  Wood: 

There have been several recent  articles  in  newspapers  and the trades discussing our 
proposal  to move our race  meeting  from Fairpiex Park to Santa Anita. These articles 
contain comments attributed to members of our industry as well  as the editorializing of 
the authors of the articles. We  have found that  several of these articles contain 
misinterpretations of our motives and draw  improper  conclusions as to the impact  and 
effect of our move on the California  racing.  Given this, we  thought it prudent to take this 
opportunity to set  forth our position and to  clarify the issues and questions raised in the 
articles referred to. 

Sincerely, 1 

dchae l  D. Seder 
Vice President 

Attachment 

P.O. Box 2250, Pomona, CA 91 769-2250 1101 West  McKinley  Avenue, Pomona, CA 91768 
Telephone (909) 623-3111 Fax (909) 865-3602 www.fairplex.com 

http://www.fairplex.com
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1 .  Why move the meet to Santa  Anita? 

P . 0 2  

The decision to move the L. A.  County Fair race  meet to Santa  Anita was made in 
response to continuing urging by the indusby that our race  meet  be  run  on a mile 
track and  that  we provide turf course racing. There were two ways to accommodate 
the desires of the industry. Engage in costly and disruptive renovation of our Fairplex 
site to incorporate a mile track  and  turf  co.urse or to move our meeting  to a racing 
facility that  had  both  such  racing surfaces already  in  place. We recognized that our 
brief meeting  does  not provide the economics to finance such renovations at Fairplex 
without assistance fiom the State. We introduced legislation some years ago to 
publicly fund such a project but  saw the legislation  fail  when the industry refused  to 
support it. This left us with only one means  to  accommodate the industry desires -- a 
move to  another track. 

We  began  to  take steps to accomplish such a move by  negotiating  with the two most 
logical  sites  for our meeting.  We  entered into negotiations with Churchill Downs to 
use their Hollywood Park site and  somewhat  simultaneously  began discussions with 
Santa Anita  Park. We were unable to agree upon terms with Churchill Downs but 
were  able  to  reach a satisfactory agreement  with Santa Anita  Park.  With our 
proposed  move  to Santa Anita, the Los Angeles  County  Fair  meet will now 
accommodate the  desires of California  Horsemen  for  racing on a one mile main  track 
and for turf course racing. 

Following are some of the  benefits of moving the meet  to Santa Anita  rather  than 
Hollywood Park: 

0 Fairplex is closer to Santa Anita  than  Hollywood  Park,  and  Fairplex  and Santa 
Anita are located  in  the same extended  market. 

0 Those who  historically  attended  racing  at  Fairplex  are more likely  to travel to 
Santa Anita  than  Hollywood Park. 
It would be more  convenient  to  horsemen in that horses stabled in training at 
Fairplex  would  have a shorter trip to Santa Anita  than  Hollywood Park. 

0 On-track  attendance and handle have historically  been  greater at Santa Anita 
than  Hollywood Park. 

2. What  are the advantages of moving the meet  to Santa Anita? 

0 

0 

0 

Increased  track attendance 
Increased handle and,  therefore,  higher  purses for the L A .  County Fair meet 
Northern California will benefit  from  increased  wagering on races run on a 
mile track at Santa Anita  instead of a 5/8 mile “bull  ring” 
Easier access to  racetrack  for  customers 
Better parking, valet  service  and close proximity to  racetrack 
Nearly all enclosed areas are  air-conditioned 
Better racing due  to  one mile racetrack  and a 718 mile turf course 
Superior facility and amenities 
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Some horses may stay  in California instead of exiting during a meet  at 
Fairplex 
Members of Southern California’s world class jockey colony are more likely 
to ride if Fairplex dates are run at Santa Anita rather than Fairplex Park. 

3. What will happen to the  track and stables at Fairplex? 

The track and stable area will continue to  be  used for the training program  and 
Barretts for many years to come. We presently enjoy a long  term lease with Barretts 
and  are required under the terms of  that lease to maintain our track  and stabling 
facilities open for  use.  We have never  had an intention to convert our racing facilities 
into a retail shopping center as some trades have  reported. We may indeed develop 
some of our property for retail  purposes,  but this property is apart from  and does not 
include the race and stable area. 

4. Will the L.A. County Fair  race  meet  negatively impact the turf course at Santa 
Anita? 

Use of the turf course for the LACF meet  will  not jeopardize the Oak Tree meet. 
Santa Anita is presently adding two additional placements to the current three 
placements to the inner rail on the turf course. The agreement with Santa Anita allows 
us to run turf faces on  only five of each  seven calendar days and then only if the turf 
course condition permits. We  will typically run only one turf race on these days. 

5. Will the meet continue to attract new customers to  racing if it is  held at Santa 
Anita? 

While some fans are attracted to racing because of the Fair, other more regular race 
fans are put off by the crowds, prices, and  lack of amenities. It is our belief that the 
regular race fans will  be more likely to attend the  meet  at Santa Anita Park thereby 
increasing on-track attendance. At the same time, new fans will be attracted to the 
Fair exhibits that  will become a part of the LACF  meet  at Santa Anita Park. 

The LACF promotional campaigns w i l l  be augmented to steer traditional Fair 
customers to enjoy quality racing  at Santa Anita Park. Cross promotion ideas from 
Arcadia and  Pomona will help  attract  new customers to  both facilities. Further, we 
will continue to offer satellite wagering during the Fair and will promote the live race 
meet as a component of the Fair. 

6. How will handle, purses and license fees be affected by  the  move? 

We expect racing handle to  move  up  considerably given the nile track and amenities 
offered at Santa Anita. We  also expect an overall increase in wagering from fans in 
Northern and Southern California as well as those located out of state. This in turn 
will lead to greater purses and revenues to the state. 
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7. 

8. 

9. 

Is there a precedent for this type of move? 

The best example of a racing  association  running its race dates at the facility of 
another association is the Oak Tree Association  running its meet at Santa Anita. Also, 
the San Mateo  County Fair runs its meet  at  Bay  Meadows,  and the Capitol  Racing 
Association operates its meet at Cal  Expo.  In the past,  Tanforan  ran its meet at both 
Bay  Meadows  and  Golden Gate Fields,  and  the Orange County  Fair conducted a meet 
at Los Alamitos. 

Will the temperature in Arcadia in September negatively affect horses? 

While we cannot control the temperature  during our race  meeting we can say that  we 
have  been  running  races  at  Fairplex  in  September for decades. The temperature has 
never  been a problem for horsemen  running  at  Fairplex or for the success of our race 
meeting. Needless  to say, the temperature at Santa Anita  in September is virtually 
identical  to  that at Fairplex.  Moreover, the temperature at Hollywood Park in 
September is not  remarkably  lower  than  that  at  either  Fairplex or Santa Anita. The 
comparative temperature at  Fairplex,  Santa  Anita  and  Hollywood is simply  not  an 
issue having  any significance to our proposed  move. 

What type of racing program will you run at Santa Anita? 

We plan  to  run the same types  and conditions of races, dong with a similar stakes 
program, as have  traditionally  been  run at the LACF meet. As has  been the case at 
Fairplex, we  will continue to  offer  Quarter  horse,  Appaloosa  and Thoroughbred 
racing. We do intend to offer some turf  racing opportunities. 

10. What happens to the small ownerkrainer in the movc to Santa Anita? 

We will continue to provide racing opportunities for  trainers  and owners big  and 
small. Those trainers  and  owners  who have hlstorically  raced at Fairplex will find 
that our condition book will provide  them  with racing opportunities similar to those 
they have enjoyed in the past. We will continue to provide stabling for the emerging 
breeds and thoroughbreds at  Fairplex  and  keep our track  open  for the training of these 
horses. The stable areas and  training facilities at  Santa A n i t a ,  Hollywood Park,  and 
San Luis  Rey  Downs will also  be  open  to  accommodate eligible horses. 

11. What happens to labor with  this move? 

We believe that  there  will be an overall increase in jobs as a result of this move. 
Fairplex will continue to operate its Fair,  while Santa Anita will now become a live 
site rather than a satellite. Increased handle fiom the LACF  meet  should  mean 
increased staffing at the live meet, at satcllites  and in the North.  Fairplex  will also 
operate as both a satellite and a stabling facility  during  the  Fair. 
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NO DOCUMENTS RECEIVED 
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MEDIA ADVISORY 

DEL MAR BOARD OPPOSED TO FAIRPLEX DATES TRANSFER 

DEL MAR, CA, May 29, 2002 - Del  Mar Thoroughbred  Club’s Board of 
Directors met in a special session  today  and  unanimously  agreed to oppose  the  proposed 
transfer of this year‘s racing dates from Fairplex Park to Santa Anita. 

The group,  led by Chairman Rob& S. Straw, issued  a  statement  following the 
session  expIaining  their opposition to the  possible shift o f  the 17-day meet presently 
allocated to the Los Ange1e.s County Fair (Fairplex Park) to Magna  Entedtainment at their 
Santa Anita Park location. The  statement read: 

Del Mar’s opposition is based upon a  number  of unanswered questions, the 
foremost of which is the  potential  negative  impact of a 17-day  Santa Anita meet 
immediately following the highly  successful s m c r  meet at Del Mar. The Fairplex 
meet has been  historically the only  break for many  Southern California horses and 
horsemen and the vast differences  between racing at Del Mar and Fairplex  have been E 
significant  benefit for both race  meets. In Del Mar’s view, the proposed  transfer of dates 
has serious potential  negatives  relating to field  size,  which  must be considered 
judiciously and not in the haste  inherent in the request by the Los Angoles County Fair 
submitted on Uay 22, 2002. In the opinion of Del Mar’s Board of Directors there  is 
absolutely no justification for considering this issue  outside of the normal dates  allocation 
process in light of tbe fact that the Los Angeles County Fair has indicated that it is 
prepared to run its dates at Fairplex  should th0 California Horse Racing Board refwe its 
request.  Accordingly, the only  exigency  prcscnted at this time is the desire of Magna 
Entertainment and Fairplex to establish a precedent for the transfer of the dates without 
adequate  analysis of the potential  impact  of  the movc. 

In addition, the opposition  voiced  by De1  Mar is  based upon significant lega1 and 
rcgulatory  issues, including the obvious  issue  pertaining to the legality of a “sale” of fair 
racing  dates to another venue. W e  there  are  precedents for fair dates  being run at 
other venues, none of  those has involved fairs with racing  facilities of their own. The 
rcquest by Fairplex runs contrary to the  justification  underlying fair racing dates and 
permitting this transaction  creates a dangerous  precedent with respect to future transfers 
of all fair racing  dates. 

Finally, Del Mar strongly  believes that the  decision by Fairplex to eliminate  live 
racing at its venue  represents an oppottunity to re-examine  the  Southern  California  racing 
calendar,  and  that  issues of th is  magnitude should  be  evaluated  thoughtfuIly by all parties 
with an interest in Thoroughbred  racing in California. 

I 

FOR FWRTEER ENFORMATION Contact Craig  Fravel at DMTC (858) 792-422 1 

http://www.delmarracing.com




c 
June 5,2002 

California Horse Racing Board 
10 10 Hurley Way 
Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95825 

Dear Commissioners: 

The California Thoroughbred Breeders Association has not taken a formal position on the 
Fairplex racing dates issue, however, we do have some concerns with shifting the  dates, 
particularly this year. The CTBA believes there has not been ample opportunity to study 
the ramifications of the issue and have concerns with making the date shift at  this  time. 

Many small breeders and owners support racing at Fairplex as there has historically been 
many opportunities available for all levels of California-breds. Such opportunities are 
vital to the continued success and growth of the California breeding program. 

Also, horse racing at Fairplex does expose racing to people that would otherwise not 
attend. This introduction to new fans  is very important for the future of racing. 

The Barretts Equine  Sales facility is located at Fairplex. Many California breeders 
market their horses at the various Barretts venues. We need to make certain that the 
potential elimination of racing at Fairplex does not jeopardize  the future of Barretts. 

Once again, the  CTBA believes there should be further study with an in depth analysis on 
the issue, before a decision is made to shift the dates to Santa Anita. 

7F,k 
H. D uglas 
Executive Vice President 
And General Manager 

20 I Colorado  Place,  P.O. Box 600 1 8. Arcadia.  California 9 1066-60 I8 
(626)  445-7800 Fax: (626)  574-0852 Internet:  http://www.ctba.com 

http://www.ctba.com
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Commissioners 
CALIFORNIA  HORSE RACING BOARD 

RE: Transfer of Fairdex Race  Dates 

Dear  Commissioners: 

The  following  information  is  submitted  for your consideration.  In  a  limited  but  diverse 
survey of  SoLithern California-based  trainers,  it was determined  that  the  membership  of  the 
C l T  overwhelmingly  oppose  the  transfer  of  the  Fairplex race dates during 2002. A 
sampling of the  reasons  for  favoring  retaining  the  current  schedule is as  follows: 

0 The  request  comes  too  late  to  give full consideration to the effect of  moving  the 
meet. For  example, it is not known  what  the  effects  would be on  the  end of  the 
Del Mar meet  and  the  beginning  of  the  Oak  Tree  meet. 

0 The  nature  of  the  meet  and  the  size  of  the  track  give  the  smaller  barns  a  chance 
to win  some  races 

0 There  should  not be a  proprietary  right  in race dates. No entity should  be 
allowed to request race dates  and  then sell them 

0 Creates  a  break  for  the  more  expensive  horses  without  creating  a  vacuum  for 
those  with  cheaper  stock 

0 Exposes  the  sport to new  fans 

0 Moving  the  meet  results in further  consolidation  of  the  industry  into  a  limited 
number of racing  associations  and  that  could be detrimental in the  long  run 

It is,  therefore, believed that  the  prudent  course of action is to retain the  current  schedule 
with races being run  at  Fairplex  during 2002, while  reviewing possible alternatives for future 
years.  Such a course of action  would  aiiow  for  a  thorough  analysis  of  the besi possible  use 
of the  entire  calendar  with  consideration  being  given to all alternatives in 2003. Your 
consideration  of this matter  is  appreciated. 

Very  truly  yours, 
/ 

EDWARD I .  HALPERN 
Executive  Director & General  Counsel 

EHMiscComesp2002 

mailto:callrnrs@pacbell.net
mailto:CaIcn@aol.com
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June 3,2002 

MEMORANDUM 

The  Honorable Alan Landsburg, Chairman 
and Members, California Horse Racing Board 
101 0 Hwley Way,  Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95825 

Re: REALLOCATION OF FMRPLEX RACE DATES 

Dear Commissioner Landsburg: 

The Board has placed on its agenda for June 6, 2002 the request by 
Fairplex to relocate  its meeting in the 2002 racing year to Santa Anita. 
Fairplex is “seeking  guidance from thc Board” - since its licmse application 
to be heard in July will be venue specific. 

The TOC Board has reviewed the submission by Mr. Henwood, a 
letter  to the Board dated  May 31, 2002 h m  Jack Liebau in support of the 
move, a May 31, 2002 mano to the TOC Board from Mike Seder,  Vice 
President of Fairplex and various objections to the proposed  relocation from 
Oak Tree, Del Mar and Hollpmod Park. 

Unquestionably  the issue is a  volatile one, with strong feelings coming 
fiom many quarters. 

It also raises a number of fundamental  questions. 

(1) Whether and how the Board will construe Rule 1430 which 
states  that  “Upon a finding by,the Board that the allocation of 
racing wceks and dates for any racing year is completed, the 
racing weeks and dates so allocakd  shall be the  subjcct to 
reconsideration  or  amendment  only for conditions doreseen 
at  the time of the  allocation” i.c., whether it applics  to the grant 
of dates  to the Fairplex facility and if so whether conditions 
unforeseen have occurred. 

(2) Whether it is contemplated  that other racing fairs (in the 
North) may  seek  to follow Fairpiex’s lead, and  improve their 
financial weI1-being, and what position might be taken. 

Should this move be approved, would not le@slation be required to 
permit  it?  Section 19531 prohibits  additional Thoroughbred racing in the 
Central zone” other than at fairs: Will. Santa Anita be designated a Fair? 
Other legal  issues relating to existing statutory  limitations have also been 
raised. 
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Commissioner Alan Landsbwa 
June 3,2002 

Page 2 

Economic concerns have been raised by Oak Tree, Del Mar and 
Hollywood. Oak Tree and Del Mar in particular are  concerned that the Santa 
Anita Fairplex meeting will cause  a  diminution in their handle. While 
Fairplex has submitted a proposed Condition Book for the 2002 Fairplex  Race 
Meet proposed for Santa Anita, no economic  projections  have  been  provided 
which take into account thc projected handle at the relocated meeting as well 
as the impact the relocation will have on other  venues. Nor is there my 
mention of how off-track stabIing will be handled, Le., whether increased 
costs will be incurred as a result of the relocation. 

The TOC Board recognizes that it would be helpful  to  have  more 
information as to whether the move would  increase purses overall. 

It also recognizes that a mile track is gcncrally rnoe desirable for 
horsemen than a % mile track, that if some races were carefilly carded, we 
might prevent some horses from leaving California for other early Breeders' 
Cup prep  races, and that  having a grass come available is advantageous. 

Given the lateness of the day,  the need for more idonnation, the 
potential  negative  impacts on other tracks, the legal irnpedimcnts posed, and 
the break fiom a long tradition of racing at Fairplex-all justifjl a very close 
and carefuI look, and a deliberate  process to insure the right  decision is made. 

The TOC Board therefore asks that the C)I[xuB take no action on the 
requested move for 2002, schedule CHRB Committee and Board meetings 
where all questions raised can be answcred-and if answered satisfactorily, 
put the proposed move into  the mix for a future year- 

Respectfully submitted, 

Cc: Roy Wood, Executive 

** TOTAL PAGE.02 ** 
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ITEM 2A 

June 5,2002 

Dear CaIifornia Horse  Racing Board 

The Pomona Owners and Trainers position is as follows: 

We believe  that along with imposing on the Oak Tree  meet and the possiblc ill effect 
to the Del Mar meet , there  are not enough  bcnefits to offset the  obvious and over all 
negative  aspects of this proposition. We don’t  believe  enough good will come of this 
proposal by James Henwood and his administration. 

We truly hope this  hasty  decision by (Fairplex) Pornona to move the meet with its 
administrations unclear motives will at least bc tempered by the  rejecting of this proposal 
by the CHRB, at least m t i l  next year. Giving the board and industry ample time to 
carefully  review and study any consequences or benefits this would have on all horsemen 
as a  whole. . 

In conclusion: 

We don’t see how this move would benefit anyone without stepping on the turf of 
others. Our southern California tracks all have assigned  dates which we believe  have 
served thc industry well over  the years. The fair grounds  environment with out a doubt is 
the pcrFect areno to attract new fans to our industry  while preserving decades of tradition 
for horseman and the attending public aiikc. We’re sure thc CHRB will serve the needs of 
all by reaching the appropriate  decision  regarding  this  matter. 

On  behalf of the many owners and trainers at Fairplex (Pomona) 

I thank you 

Respectfully, / 

President 

Fairplex Owncrs and Trainers  Association 
Note: Of the  numerous  meetings  we  have held throughout thc past year we have had no 

owller or trainer at Fairplex come forcword to voice an opinion contrary to this t a t .  
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TONY STRICKLAND 
VICE CHAIR 

STATE CAPITOL 
PO. BOX 942849 

SACRAMENTO, CA  94249-0098 
(916)  319-2531 

FAX (916)  319-3979 

ASSEMBLY  COMMITTEE 
ON 

GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION 

JEROME E. HORTON 
CHAIRMAN 

May 30,2002 

Mr. Alan Landsburg 
Chairman 
California Horse Board 
1010 Hurley Way, Suite 300 
Sacramento, California 95825 

Dear Mr. Landsburg: 

ITEM 2 BTAFF 
ALVA VERNON JOHNSON 

CHIEF CONSULTANT 

ERIC JOHNSON 
PRINCIPAL CONSULTANT 

WENDY BURKE 
COMMITEE SECRETARY 

I have read with keen interest the news reports of the request by the Los Angeles County 
Fair to conduct its 17-day race meet at Santa Anita. While I can appreciate the benefits 
of such a move, e.g., a one-mile track, and providing a turf course, I am very concerned 
that  yet another license will be owned and/or operated by Magna Entertainment. 

I believe a reasonable argument can be made  that control of five of the seven daytime 
horse racing licenses in California (excluding the northern fairs) could result in a 
violation of the public interest should the  Magna Entertainment Corporation decide, for 
whatever reason, to cease live racing operations and  use  the properties for other business 
endeavors. 

On the surface, more grass racing and usage of a mile track may appear to benefit the 
California horse racing industry. But allowing one entity to manage or control 60 percent 
of the total daytime race dates in California, and 70 percent of the dates allocated to 
thoroughbred race meetings, may not, in fact, best serve the public interest and the long- 
term future of horse racing in the state. 

A l.....ll"-. 5se -.."." 1d 
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Therefore, I urge you  and the other members of the board  to review the Los Angeles 
County Fair proposal to move their dates to Santa Anita with the closest  and  most 
thorough scrutiny. 

Respectfully, 

P M 
Jerome E. Horton 
Assembly District 5 1 
Chairman,  Assembly  Governmental  Organization  Committee 

cc: Governor Gray Davis 
Herb J. Wesson, Jr., Speaker of the Assembly 
Commissioners, CHRB: 
Roger H. Licht,  Vice  Chairman 
Sheryl L. Granzella, Member 
Marie G. Moretti, Member 
John C. Harris, Member 
William A.  Bianco,  Member 
John C. Sperry,  Member 



U E M  -2B 
Wood, Roy 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Atashkar,  Mory 
Monday,  June 03,2002 12:Ol PM 
Minami,  Roy;  Noble,  Paige 
FW:  Racing  at  Fairplex  during LA County  Fair 

Mory  Atashkar 
Chief  Information  Officer 
California  Horse  Racing  Board 
1010 Hurley  Way / Suite  300 
(916) 263-6044, Fax (916) 263-6042 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From:  Ward  Fleming [ ,  
Sent:  Monday,  June 03, 2002  1 1 : 5 5  AM 
To: Atashkar,  Mory 
cc : 
Subject:  Racing  at  Fairplex  during  LA  County  Fair 

Dear  California  Horse  Racing  Board: 

I have  been  a  horse  racing  fan  since  my  uncles  took  me to the  races 
in  Southern  California  as  a  child  and  a  racing  handicapper  and  player 
for  the  last  forty  years.  I  got  my  wife  started  when  we  were  dating  and 
she  has  been  a  fan  for  twenty-five  years.  Every  year  we  look  forward  to 
the  racing  at  the Los Angeles  County  Fair.  The  racing  there  is 
different  than  the  racing  at  any  other  racing  track  in  Southern 
California.  The  owners,  trainers,  jockeys  and  fans  are  different,  and 
should  be  respected.  We  have  the  right  to  the  tradition  that  was 
established  over  the  past 40 years  of  which I am  fully  knowledgeable  and 
beyond. I would  say  that  the  causal  visitor  that  comes  to  the  fair 
takes  home  a  different  view  of  racing  just  because  he  can  enjoy  the 
racing  for  free  as  part  of  his  or  her  fair  fee.  These  people  will 
possibly  become  fans  just  because it did  not  cost  them  anything  for  the 
experience  and  they  became  interested  in  what  was  going  on  around  them. 
If  money,  which I know that  is  the  reason  for  the  move,  was  all  that 
matters  then  why don't we  close  down  racing  at  all  the  fair  venues  and 
move  them  to  major  tracks  in  Northern  California. 

voice  and I feel  the  voice  of  many  Southern  California  racing  fans  to  be 
heard.  It  is  impossible  for us  as  working  people  to  come  to  your 
meeting  in  Northern  California,  but I hope  that  our  voices  are  loud  and 
clear  "Leave  Racing  at  Fairplex  during  the Los Angeles  County Fair". 

Sincerely, 

I might  be a  small  sapling  in  the  giant  redwoods,  but I wanted  my 

Ward  and  Deborah  Fleming 

1 
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ITEM -2B 
,Dear CHRB Director, 

I am a  very concerned horse  player. I would  like  to speak to  you  regarding  the  Fairplex 
I play Fairplex, both I.T.W.  and the L.A. County Fair. We've all  heard  rumors  of no  horses for  the 
Fair for over  a  year and  now it appears that  these  rumors could come  true. Has anyone thought 
about  the  mom and  pop owner-trainer  with  the  mom and  pop  horses that  can't  even  get  a  stall  at 
Santa  Anita.  They  can  only  race at  the fairs.  What  about  the Q-horses  and  Appys ? A t  county  fairs 
there  are  always  people who have  never seen a  horse race, who just drop in, maybe  they  make  a 2 
dollar bet, maybe  even win, but in any case they  realize  how  exciting it is to cheer for  your  horse. 
Now we  have  a  new race fan, a  fan  that  just  might  come back to  either  the  fair  or  even a major 
track. How many people  are  going to  just  drop  in t o  see  a  horse  race at Santa  Anita ? What  makes 
anyone  think  that Fairpiex's regular horse  players  will  go to  Santa  Anita ? Horse  racing  looses 
again. It does not appear that Fairplex,in the  last 5 or 6 years,  has  done much  to  encourage  horse 
racing  attendance. Pomona has consistently  the  highest  per-person  handle in the system,  and  ,the 
L.A. County Fair  has  been  one  of the  tops in the nation.  Maybe with a little  promotion it could 
remain  there,  What  is  a  county  fair  without horse  racing ? I f  Fairplex  gives  up  it's race  dates, there 
will be  no more  fair  racing  in  Southern California, and, we  all lose. 

Please vote carefully, 
Thank-you, 

A concerned fan 
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Alan W. Landsburg, Chairman 
Roger H. Licht, Vice Chairman 
William A. Bianco, Member 
Sheryl L. Granzella, Member 
Johan C. Harris, Member 
Marie G. Moretti, Member 
John C. Sperry, Member 
Roy  C. Wood, Jr., Executive Director 
California Horse Racing Board 
I010 Hurley Way, Suite 300 
Sacramento CA 95825 

To California Horse Racing Board: 

This letter is in reference to the item 9 which is on your agenda for your June gfh 
board meeting. The  item concerns moving the Los Angeles County Fair dates to 
Santa Anita. 

I oppose this move. 

In the Los Angeles Times article by Lance Pugmire, James Henwood states 
‘ I . .  . . . .will allow us  to attract quality horses, improve our stakes program.. ..”. By 
this I take it that he means that the LA County Fair races (at SA) will be upgraded 
to the level of Oak Tree and the main meeting at Santa Anita. This would 
certainly make it another convenient meeting for  the big time trainers and 
owners. But what about the trainers and owners who follow the  fair meetings with 
their horses. It would make it more difficult for them to run their horses and be 
able to make money and to pay for their expemes. 

There is a long time tradition to  the fair circuit racing that has been a good part of 
the thoroughbred industry here in California. All of the horses bred in California 
cannot run at the so called big race meets, but can and do compete successfully 
at the fair meets giving owners and trainers this option to run their horses. 

The fair meetings are also a good entry level opportunity for people to get 
interested in  the sport of racing. They can combine a trip to  the fair with horse 
racing which is more affordable for them. 

Certainly the city of Pomona will feel the impact of this move in loss of revenue 
and jobs. I feel that this is an important point that needs to be strongly 
considered. 



There seems to  be a ‘rush to judgment’ in the consideration of this item. I have 
been involved for 47 years in breeding, owning and racing in California and I am 
asking that you reconsider the moving of these dates. 

Sincerely, r--> 

L PashayaA 



. Roy  C.  Wood  Jr. - Executive Director 
CHRB  Board of Directors 

May 29,2002 
Dear  Sir, 

1 am a retired  firefighter. A fair  sized group of us,  along with many of the active 
firefighters, traditionally attend the horse races during the Los Angeles  Fair. This is a once a year 
thing since few of us attend any of the other tracks. 

We are sure  that these events will be missed  by  more  than just our group if they are 
moved to Santa Anita so we  strongly  urge  you to vote  against the proposal to relocate the  racing 
events fi-om the  Fairplex. 

We appreciate any consideration that you are able to give our concerns. 

5 15 N. Vine  Ave. 
Ontario,  CA 9 1762 





. TO: CHRB Members 

Subject: Fairplex Meet moving to Santa Anita 

Dear  Members, 

Today 1 am writing about something very near and dear to my heart. 
I am talking about the Fairplex Live Racing Meet that is held  every 
September  at the Los Angeles County Fair. For the past 63 years, the 
L.A. County Fair has been a highly anticipated stop  on the Southern 
California racing circuit. There is something unique and different about 
being  at Fairplex and watching the horses run on a 5/8's mile  track.  The 
racing is close-up, you don't need binoculars to see the horses when  they 
are on the other side of the track. Throughbred Sprints are held around 
two turns and Throughbred Routes are held around three turns. It is two 
weeks  out of the year when it isn't just racing as usual,  you can feel the 
casual  and  fun atmosphere throughout the Grandstand and Clubhouse. 

Now, one man's plan to destroy the history and tradition of L.A. 
County Fair Racing has taken another step forward. You are now  being 
asked to approve a move that would put the Fairplex meeting  at Santa 
Anita. I have talked to hundreds of racing fans about this subject and with 
the exception of one person, everyone has expressed their displeasure and 
outrage  at this anticipated move. I am writing to ask you to please honor 
the wishes  of the almost unanimous view of the Southern California racing 
fans and vote against the move from Fairplex to  Santa Anita. 

.. I grew  up going  to the Fair with  my dad, he looked forward every 
year to going to the races at the Fair. He would take his vacation during 
the fair and then after I started working, I would do the same thing. The 
L.A. County Fair is where I became a true racing fan. My whole family 
has supported the L.A. County Fair races for well over 40 years. We 
would  get our season box seats every year and look forward to seeing the 
same people year after year in our box seat section. The L.A. County Fair 
is a place  where people have a lot of fun watching and betting on the 
races. The close-up racing action is like no other racetrack. 



So, I am writing this letter asking you for just  one thing. Do not help 

And do not cheapen the  long and rich tradition of Santa Anita (The 
destroy the long history and tradition of L.A. County Fair Racing. 

Great Race Place) by running a Fair meeting there and  make  it nothing 
more  than a cheap carnival. 

Please,  Please, Please vote against moving the Fairplex meeting to 
Santa Anita. 

Sincerely, 
pL*=& 

John  Ledesma Jr. 



Y - v 
Jun-Ob02 12:04m from- 

Dear Mr.  Landsburg: 

I am pleased to see that the CHRB is entertaining a wide range of opinion at your important board 

If David Ltzrerman fisted his top ten reasons for keqdng Fairplex dates where they am. he might be@ 

4. Addtng 17 more days at Saara Anita with additional turf  racing will have scant effect on fhe 
schedulc of horses Iookinp to rhe Breeders’ Cup. Most of &em only race every month or two. 
Orher proven avcaues already cxist. 

3. Adding a couple ofweeks at SA won’t really keep stables like Frankel, Lucas, Drysdale and 
Baffert ”home.” Tf bey and their owners hankcr for the tradirion of what unique mects such as 
Kee, CD, Bei, ct a!, have ro offer at d n r  time of year, 17 matinees before Oak Tree won’t really 
change &e equation. 

2. Del Mar and Saratoga tried to expand their meas and r e u m d  in haste not longago when 
bushes tailed off and the whole sporr dilutcd. How would SA bc any different with a sdeit  of 
dam already in place? 

1. This is the point that dwarfs cvwthing else. The happy accident of conducdng the fairpiex 
meet right in the middle of rhe real acrion at the world’s largest county frir is something 
money can’t buy. You don’t even have to lay out a f o m e  to get more than 1 million people 
fo come out and spend a day or two milling around the huge grandstand. The demographics 
are a &cam - me4 women, children, and families discovering the wondm of what honc 
racing has to offir on 50 many levels. 

You don’t have &is kind of fume fin9 spending the day wandering up and down Hunringron 
Drive a tony half-mile tiom the SA stands. Or rncandering across the sprawling parking lot 
hour after hour thereabouts. Or coursing up and down Cmnvy Boulevard or Prairie Avmue 
in Inglcwood. Only at Fairplex,  where mote of my fiicnds and acquaintances discovered 
horse racing than aIl of the othcr rrackv combined. 

Ifrecruiting and nurturing ntw fans is one of our major goab in the competitive marketplace, 
then how can we abandon a is  unique recruiting sran’on with all of i t s  built-in economies and 
opportuniries? 

Have you seen rem of rbousand ofporential customers turn to see what all the commotion is 
abollr as they brush up againsl our sport? Have you seen thousands of kids stop by with their 
parems to per a real Thoroughbred right outside the enuance to the track - instead of washing 
thch cars and identifying with anothcr kind of racing? Have you walked where they walk 
when hey do us the honor of showing more than just passing interest in &e hands-on paddock 
scene, the enthusiastic fans stacked high in the grandstand, che close-up spcctaclc! of real 
honcs nnd riders competing whore you can almost reach out and touch them? 

Look at fleld size. Consider The real numbers when the game in Arcadia or Ingleewood or 
Albany or San Mareo dilutes even more. Arm’t the neighborhoods around SA and $101 
already pretty well saturated and primed to let the San Gabriel VaIley and Pomona give them 
a respite? 
I appreciate the opportunity ro sharc what my Quaker ancesrors would call L ‘ ~ ~ n c e ~ ’ 9  at their 
silent meetings. The Thursday meeting up norrh will be fhr &om silcnt in tho best oadition of 
whet sets rls apart from those who would take us dowa. I hope everyone listens well to the 
rccent DC.1 Mar concern that more timc and study arc needed to make the bast long - m g e  
decisions regarding these precious 17 &p. 

meeting Thursday. 

with these four: 

Sincerely, 

Gordon Jones 
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From: John Harris ,mI 
Sent: Wednesday, June 05,2002 6:40 AM 

To: Wood, Roy 
Subject: FW: Moving  Fairplex  Meeting to Santa Anita 

-----Original  Message----- 
From: Steve Rittenour .a 
Sent: Tuesday, June 04,2002 950 PM 
cc:  - 
Subject: Moving Fairplex Meeting to Santa Anita 
To: All CHRB Members 

- -  v 
1 

I am writing this letter to voice my opposition to the proposed move of racing dates from  Fairplex Park to Santa Anita. I 
am a very  loyal fan of Southern California horse racing and in  my opinion  it  would be a disaster to the Southern California 
racing schedule to move  the Fairplex meet to Santa Anita. Fairplex is a very  unique, different and popular stop on the 
Southern California racing circuit. It gives the larger stables a much  needed  rest  from  the year round racing schedule, and 
it gives the smaller stables a chance to run for big purses against slightly softer competition. Horse Racing at Fairplex  is 
fun, exciting and the close-up action is like no other racetrack in Southern California. Northern California has a lot of 
Fairs to go to, but in Southern California we have only one Fair with racing and  they are trying to take that  away  from  us. I 
know that a lot of fans and horsemen look forward to the Fairplex meet every year. For  some horsemen, having a good 
Fairplex meet  is the difference between staying in or getting out of the racing business. 

The more I look  into  this story, the more  it becomes clear that this  whole  issue  is about one man's personal agenda to 
destroy the  long  and historic tradition of horse racing at the L.A.  County  Fair,  without  regard for what the racing  fans 
want,  what  the  horsemen  want  and  what the public wants. This issue  has  touched  the  nerves of many,  many people in and 
out of racing. I have  talked to hundreds of people about this issue,  and I have  yet to meet one person  who  was in favor of 
moving the Fairplex meet to Santa Anita. Do not  be a part of destroying the long  and historic tradition of L.A.  County 
Fair  Racing  and do not cheapen the long  and  rich tradition of Santa Anita  Racing by running a Fair meeting there. For the 
reasons stated above and  for  many,  many more reasons too numerous to mention, I am asking  you to please vote  against 
the proposed move of the Fairplex dates to Santa Anita. 

Sincerely, 

. -  Steve C. Rittenour 

6/5/2002 
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Nancy Ross 
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From: Atashkar, Mory 
Sent: Wednesday,  June 05,2002 9:27 AM 

To: Minami,  Roy;  Noble,  Paige 
Cc: Wood,  Roy 
Subject: FW:  Small  stables  need  a  chance 

MqYA-mf 
Chief  Information  Officer 
California  Horse  Racing  Board 
10  10 Hurley  Way / Suite 300 
(916)  263-6044, Fax (916) 263-6042 

-----Original  Message----- 
From: NEIL 
Sent: Tuesday,  June 04,200Z b:lL PM 
To: Atashkar,  Mory 
Subject: Small  stables  need  a  chance 

.- . .- 

State  Fair racing is a  California  tradition  and  should  be  keep  that way.  Small  stables  are  the  backbone  to  racing 
in California  and  many  great  horses  have  come  from  racing  at  the  Fairs.  How  do  you  expect  small  stables to 
survive?  Many  of  us  are  not  wealthy  and  can't  afford to purchase or claim  big  dollar  horses  and  running  at  a  big 
track  would  give  unfair  competition  and  less of a  chance to make  money. Look at the  stats,  Fairplex is ranked 
among  the  top 15 tracks in the  Nation in attendance  and in handle.  We  know  that  Fairplex  doesnt  want  racing 
and  wants to build  a  shopping mall and  entertainment  complex  on  their  grounds.  Don't  give  Fairplex  the  dates 
anymore if all their  going to do is sell  them  for free money.  Give  the  dates to another  Fair  that  will  hold  a  racing 
meet  and  continue  a  California  tradition. 

Thank  You 
Neil  Craigmyle 

6/5/2002 





p 
JUN-04-2002 09:41 P M  T R E L A  9892781127 P.O1 

"RELA RACING STABLE 
393 1 Valley View Avenue 

N O ~ O ,  CA 92860 
(909) 278-1 127 

Emoil: t r e m e n . o o m  

June 4,2002 VIA FACSIMILE 

HON, ALAN W, LANDSBURO, CHAIRMAN 
CALIFORNIA HORSE RACINO BOARD 

The horsemen who stable year-round at Fairplex Park in Pomona adamantly opposo the 
move to create a "Magna County Fair" horseracing meeting at Santa Anita Park. 

"he toS Angeles County Fait meeting &serves to be run at the LAX Angeles County Fair. 
Any move of the meeting to locales operated by Magaa Entertninment Corpomtion or 
Churchill Downs, hc., makes a mockery of the concept of a county Wr and cftatss yet 
another legal fiction at the expense of the public good. The daily handle in 2001 was 
better than in 2000, dcspitc the events of Scptembtr 11. The race meeting is a draw to the 
fair, bringing in new h s  annually in a sport that has scen 8 steady decline over the past 
scveraldacadcs. 

What troubles us most is that Pomona Horscmcn have k e n  kept in thc dark by Fairplcx 
management. Fairplex is not run by a body sworn to uphold the public trust. The 
mmbcrs of the Fairplcx corporation arc not answerable to thc elCctoratc in any way. 
This entity has not addressed the public to explain why many decades of racing histary at 
the fait should be sacrificed, for seemingly all time, in fhvm of awarding more racing 
dates at Santa Anita Park. FairpIex oflRcids have never met with Fomona Horsemen to 
explain why the racetrack is no longer suitable to mixed-breed racing. We have never 
had the opportunity to ask whether anyone at Pairplat is benefiting individually from the 
plan to transfix the meeting to Sa& Anita We have never heard whether b s  Angeles 
County Supervisors support the end of racing at the Los Angelts County fWr. 

The Cos Angeles County Fair race mecting crcatcs a needed gap in Southem California 
racing. Some barns choose not to run at the fair, and tlurs rest and fkeshen their horses 
for Oak Tree after a D c 1  Mar c a m p a i g n .  Othcrs find the Pomona m e t  a chance to make 
money with low-level horses with increased purses for the lcvcl. Still o h m ,  such as us 
at Pornom, sce the scvtntecn days of racing as a chance to get a small slice o f  the pie, to 
have a home-track advantage for the horns that train on the bullring Afty-two weeks a 
Y-. 



HON. ALAN W. LANDSBURG 
June 4,2002 
p w 2  

The public in Los Angeles County has not beta represated by Fairptex, which is on the 
vwrge of ending a legacy that rightftly belongs to the public. You are the Chainnan ofs 
board a p p o i n t e d  by public represcntativcs to npresent the public. Wc implore yau to 
consider the public good in keeping Los Angeles County Fair racing at the Los Angeles 
County Fairgrounds. Pomona horscmen unanimously agree. 

Sincerely, 

P. e2 



JUN--85--82 84z0-8 PM F F l I R P L E X  8650422 P.e i  

TO: CHRB Members 

Re: Pomona Fairplex Live Meet 

Live racing should be kept at the L.A, County 
Fair. It  is the place that smal1 time horsemen have 
the best chance to race. Moving the meet to Santa 
Anita would be devastating to the welfare of the 
Stable employees. People come to the Fair to see 
Exhibits, enjoy the rides and to experience new things. 
The Pomona Fair Racetrack is a historic landmark. 

I have assisted many fairgoers in making their first 
Bet. This is where many racefans get their start. Please 
Keep Pornona as part of the Fair racing circuit. Live 
racing at the Fair wilI ensure employment for the little 
People in racing, Continue the tradition of people having 
Their first racing experience at the Fair and keep horse 
Racing alive at the L.A. County Fair. 

Sincerely, 

Lael  Shoemaker 





From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

Atashkar, Mory 
Saturday, June 08, 2002 6:43 PM 
Minami, Roy;  Noble, Paige 
Wood, Roy 
FW: Fairplex  Park 

----- Original Message----- 
From: noblemetal 
To: Atashkar, Mory 
Sent: 6/8/02 2: 14 PM 
Subject: Fairplex Park 

Dear CHRB, 
I sent the following note to six of your members on 5 June 2002, as 
there was  not enough time to mail it to those for those I had no fax or 
email, and I look forward to reading the transcript of 6/6/02. Will it 
be on your website soon? 

Horse Racing at Fairplex could very well be the last hope in Southern 
California for this wonderful sport to attract needed, new  fans. The 
Los Angeles Co. Fair offers free admission to hundreds of thousands of 
fair patrons, including families with children who may have never before 
seen a live horse, let alone a horse race; people who would never travel 
to Santa Anita, as well as many who fell in love with the sport only 
because of the Fair. Moving it to Santa Anita is a selfish, bad idea. 
Somebody plans to profit at the expense of horse lovers and potential 
fans. Please think about it. Another mall? 

Thank you for your consideration, 

John Pierson 

1 





ITEM -2B 
Nancy Ross 

From: Ortega, Leroy 
Sent: Friday, June 07, 2002 353  PM 
To : Wood, Roy 
Subject: FairPlex Racing 

Hello Roy 

I hope you don't let the live horse racing go to Santa 
Anita. The fair will not be the same its and historical event and a great 
tradition for people of all ages the fair has been part of our family for a 
long time and I hope you do the right thing . 

Sticking up for fair racing it's the best  and fairplex is 
one hell of a site to see racing not just Santa Anita 

Le Roy T. Ortega 
CAD Coordinator Corporate Facilities 
Novellus Systems, Inc. 
Office 408-570-2582 
Fax 408-324-3943 
Email Leroy.ortega@novellus.com 

1 
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PHONE NO. 

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and the Comlnissioners of the California Horse Racing Board. 

I support the Fairplex Owners and Trainers Association along with the many others in 

The California Horse racing industry in requesting the CHRB reject the application by 

the Fairplex (Pomona) administration to move their live racing dates during thc 

L.A.County Fair to Santa Anita this Year (2002). 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Comments: 
I 

/ 

Trainers license # 

Ph.# 





PHONE NO. : Sep. 18 2001 89:21QM P6 

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and the Commissioners of the California Horse Racing Board. 

I support the Faimlex Owners and Trainers Association along with the many others in 

The California Horse racing industry in requesting the CHRB reject  thc application by 

the Fairplex (Pornova) administration to move their live racing dates during the 

L.A.County Fair lo Santa A n i t a  this Year (2002). 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Date 

Signature Ph.# 





PHM.IE NO. : Sep. 18 2001 09:19QM P3 

ITEM -2B 

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and thc Commissioners of the California Horse Racing Board. 

I support the E.imlex Owners and Trainers Association along with the many others in 

The Califomia Horse racing industry in requesting the CHRB reject the application by 

the Fairplex (Pomona) administration to mow their live racing dates during the 

LACounty F a r  to Santa Anita this Year (2002). 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Comments: 

Trainer (print name) 

Signature 

Trainers license # 

Ph.# 





PHONE NO. : Sep. 18 2001 09:19RM P2 

ITEM - 2 B  

Dear C,ha.iman Alan  Landsburg and the Commissioners of the California Horse Ra.cing Board. 

I suppon the Fajmlex Owners and Trainers Association along with the many others in 

The California Horse racing industry in requesting  the CHRB rcject the application by 

the Fairplex (Pornona) administration to move their live racing dates during the 

L.A.County Fair to Santn Anita this Year (2002). 

Thank you for your consideration i n  this  matter. 

(Brint name) 

Ph.# 





PHONE  NO. : Sep. 18 2001 09:lBRM P1 

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and the Commissioners of the California Horse Racing Board. 

I support the Faimlex Owners and Trainers Association along with the many others in 

The Califonlia Horse racing industry in requesting  the CHRB reject the application by 

the Faivlex (Pomona) administration lo move (heir live racing dates during the 

L.A.County Fair to Santa Anita this Year (2002). 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

- 
Trainer (print name) 

Trainers license # 





FROM 
PHONE NO. : Sep. 18 2081 09:28FIM P5 

Dear Chainnan Alan Landsburg and the Commissioners of the California Horse Racing Board. 

I SllPPort the Fairplex Owners and Trainers Association along with the many others in 

The California Horse racing industry in reiuesling the CHRB reject the application by 

the Fairplex (Pornona) administration  to move their live racing dates during the 

L.A.County Fair to Santa Anita this Year (2002). 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Ph.# 
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ITEM -2B 
Nancv ROSS 
From: Atashkar, Mory 
Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2002 11 :50 AM 

To: Minami, Roy; Noble, Paige 
Cc: Wood, Roy 
Subject: FW: Pomona Fair Racing 

-----Original Messaae----- 
From: 
Sent: Thursday,  June 06, 2662 11:36 AM 
To: Atashkar, Mory 
Subject: Pomona  Fair  Racing 

- - - . . - - . . . 

Please, please, please do not take away the live racing at the Pomona Fair! 

Along with being a tradition, it gives the trainers of smaller barns a chance to win races since many of the 
larger barns chose not to compete at the fair. Trainers from other states travel here to participate which brings 
revenue to local hotels and restaurants. During the non racing year,  many people earn their living in horse 
related jobs  at the fairplex. Removing the barn area would put these people out of work. 

These are just a few reasons why we should have live racing during the fair. It seems the main reason for 
moving it is that someone in charge doesn’t like racing. Should one persons opinion of an industry be enough 
to change it? A shopping center has been suggested as an alternative use of the land. Has a  survey been 
done to see if this would be welcomed and used by the community? The cross section of people I have talked 
to would not be apt to shop there if a center were constructed. 

Some changes are for the good of the community this change seems to be self-serving at best. If it is not to 
late, please revisit this decision. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Judi Seven 

6/10/2002 





From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mike Knapp - 
Wednesday,  June 12,2002 551 PM 
Wood, Roy 
FW:  what  do  you  want  from  life?? 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From:  Mike  Knapp 
Sent:  Wednesday,  June 12, 2002 5 : 4 6  PM 
TO : - -  - .  . ~ - - _ _ , _  

I 

Subject:  FW:  what  do  you  want  from  life?? 

I am  forwarding  this  correspondence  at  the  request  of  Mr.  George  Dowling. 

Mr.  Dowling  is  one  of  the  more  active  members  of  the  Golden  State  Reward  Network  Program. 
During  the  last year,  over $5,500,000 of  his  wagering  activity  was  recorded  through  this 
popular  program. He shares  the  common  trait  of  all  horseplayers  in  that  he  has  an  opinion 
and  asked  that  I  pass  this  along  to  the  CHRB  members. 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From:  george  dowling d 

Sent:  Tuesday,  June 11, 2002  8:27 AM 
To: Mike  Knapp 
Subject:  what  do  you  want  from  life?? 

-L----1 ---- 

To the  horse  racing board, 

I  realize  that  the  makeup  of  the  horse  race  public  is  wide  and 
diverse,  with  very  little  consensus  of  opinion, so I won't claim  to  speak 
for  a  majority  or  for  anybody  else.  But  just so you  can  categorize  the 
relevance  of  my  opinion on the  fairs  subject  a  little  bio.  I  am  a 
professional  horse  player.  It  can  be a lonely  existence. I am  at  the  track 
to  make a  living,  not  to  socialize  or  make  friends.  During  the  day I am  in 
concentration  mode. I don't want  to  be  bothered,  I  want  to  be  horse  racing. 

It  wasn't  always  that  way  obviously. I first  went  to  the  track  with  my 
father  when  I  was 13. My  dad  was  not a  horseplayer  or  a  gambler  for  that 
matter.  He  enjoyed  going  to  tahoe  for  one day,a year  and  playing  the  same 
old  keno  numbers. So it  was  pretty  much a  fluke  that I was  ever  exposed  to 
racing,  as it was  the  one  and  only  time  my  father  went.  But I  loved it, and 
knew  instantly  that  racing  was  for  me.  At 16 I looked  old  enough  to bet, and 
every  day  after  school  I  would  walk  down  to  the  track,  pick  a  form  out of 
the  garbage  can,  go  in  for  the  last  two  races,  [in  those  days  they  let  you 
in  free  for  the  last two,  a practice  that  makes  total  sense  to  me]  and  place 
a  two  dollar  bet.  I  was  social  then,  meeting  characters  that  Damon  Runyon 
would  have  immortalized.  I  like  them,  was  most  likely  addicted,  but  it  was a 
fun  addiction.  By  the  time I was  out  of  college,  I  was  sure I could  beat  the 
track , but  of  course I  needed  a  stake. So i got a job  from  5am  to 1 pm so I 
could  get  to  the  track  every  day  by  the  third  race.  That  was  1979. I have 
been  going  to  the  races  everyday  since. 

buddies, I started  with. I have  progressed  from  betting  $2  dollars  a  race  to 
$1500 a  race.  And  guess  what,  It isn't nearly  as  fun  as it was  then. 

Like  I  started  out  telling you, I have  to  concentrate,  it  is  my 

Through  attrition,  I  am  the  only  one  left  going  of  the  group  of 6 or 7 



ii 

livelihood.  But  had I  initially  been  expose  to  a  professional  gamblers 
lifestyle, I doubt  I  would  ever  taken  up  the  sport. I no  longer  look  forward 
to  day  to  day  racing.  Its  just  another  job. A job  that  has it's perks  and 
it's drawbacks.  But  there  are  still  several  thing I do  look  forward  too.  The 
Kentucky Derby,  The  Breeders  cap,  and  the  fairs. 

fun I originally  had.  I  have  to  walk  through  the  concessions.  I  have  to  pass 
the  rides,,  listen  to  the  hawkers,  hear  the  music  in  the  background. I love 
to  have  my  ice  cold  lemonade  and  my  sticky bun, and I love to  see  the 
appaloosas  and  the  quarter  horses,  and  even  the  mules.  When  Black  Ruby  runs, 
it's like  watching  secretariat.  And  after  the  races,  the  lineup  of  music  the 
fairs  presents  is  always  appealing  and  quite  simply  is  one  of  the  perks  of 
being a  horse  player. 

The  other  reason  to  keep  fairplaex  is  the  randomness  and  uncertainty  of 
the  unique  oval.  Contrary  to  what  the  horse  race  industry  wants  to  present. 
What a true  professional  wants  to  see  in  a  product  is  uncertainty.  It  is  a 
very  fine  line  between  those  who  can  make  enough  to  live  betting  the  races, 
and  the  many  loyal  horse  race  weekend  fans.  They  all  have a  fundamental 
concept  of  handicapping.  They  understand  pace  and  class  and  jockeys  and 
trainers.  The  only  edge  a  professional  has  is  in  divining  the  variables. I 
want  uncertainty. I want  more  intangibles. That's why  you  constantly  hear 
the  betting  public  cry  for  larger  fields.  At  the  fairs, you  almost  always 
get 7-9 ten  horse  fields  a  day.  You  get  horses  coming  in  from  different 
tracks.  You  get  trainers  and  jockeys  that you've never  heard of. And  you  get 
the  fun  and  excitement  of  the  Ferris  wheel  rides.  You  already  have 220 
racing  days  of  monotony,  don't  lose  the 25 days  of  fun.  Keep  the  Fairs. 
The  People  that  want  more  serious  racing  have  there  gigantic  piece  of  the 
pie.  Let  them  take  a  vacation  like  every  other  working  stiff.  Don't  destroy 
the  chance  to  break  the  monotony  and  kick  up  your  heels a  little  bit. 

During  the  summer  months,  Going  to  the  fairs  forces  me  to  relive  the 

Sincerely; 
George  Dowling 

MSN Photos  is  the  easiest  way  to  share  and  print  your  photos: 
http://photos.msn.com/support/worldwide.aspx 
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I.srraine Deniz 
'I 0402 Independence Avenue 
Khatsworth, CA 91 31 1 

..uw 13, 2002 

CALIF. HORSE RACING BOARD 
1 01 0 Hurley Way, Suite 300, 
!!.acremento, California 95825 
4 31 6 )  263-6000 / Fax 263-6042 

F E: Racing  at  Fairplex 

1 o Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing  this  letter to express my opinion on the  future of racing at Fairplex in Pomona. 
I: saddens me, that small time trainers, owners, jockeys, both young  and old sports 
enthusiasts will not be able to attend  this small oval once a year at the Los Angeles  County 
Fair. My family has gathered and has taken a trip to  this annual event every year  since 
'I 970. What is a fair with out horse  racing7 In my opinion, it wouldn't be much of one, bS I 
have  never known this fair to be any other way. 

Cone but  not  forgotten, was another  small  oval located in the heart of the San  Fernando 
i alley, Devonshire Downs, But as time went on and Northridge was no longer the self- 
proclaimed Horse Capital of the West, the small oval was killed and is now buried  under 
csncrete. Fairplex is one of two locations in Southern California who participates and plays 
host to a fair. Might I add, the resources ate already  there. Why not keep this long time 
euent7 If you let it stay, others will play and it will grow and continue to become tradition 
f1w other visiting families? 

The only other option that I think would be reasonable is for the meet to be moved to the 
cldy other Fair in Southern California, the Del Mar Fair. This track has the resources, and it 
might be a great addition to the fair. I believe it would also help with  the preparation and 
maintenance of  this oval, benefiting the Del Mar meet.  The  Orange County Fairgrounds and 
\rentura County Fairgrounds  are the only other two other annual fairs t o  grace their 
p'esertce in Southern California and neither of them have an  oval.  Barns yes, but racing ng. 

11.1 the  tradition of the  "Sport of Kings" I hope you consider my thoughts and opinions in 
y3ur decision to keep racing alive at Fairplex. For this fair, can  be  used as a marketing tool 
t r l  the general public. If we create  an exciting atmosphere  there, we may capture new 
s lorts fans, which could lead to increased attendance at other local venues. 

T-lank you for your time. 

R :>spectfully, 

C: . 
L :wraine Deniz 
Si low Horge owner and Fair attendee since 1970. 





Grande, Mary ~~~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ .~ ~~~ -~ 

From: Wood, Roy 
Sent: Monday, June 17,2002 9:13 AM 
To : Grande, Mary 
Subject: FW: (no subject) 

Mary: Please include in the package and send a copy of the Notice of Meeting. Thanks 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Atashkar, Mory 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2002  8:22 AM 
To: Noble,  Paige 
Cc: Wood,  Roy 
Subject: FW: (no subject) 

Mory Atashkar 
Chief Information Officer 
California Horse Racing Board 
1010 Hurley Way / Suite 300 
(916) 263-6044, Fax (916) 263-6042 

-----0riainal Messaqe----- 
From: 
Sent: Friday, June 14, 2002 3 3 3  PM 
To: Atashkar,  Mory 
Subject: (no subject) 

To whom it may concern: 

1 

As a concerned citizen and a diehard racing fan, I would like the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 
Fairplex race schedule dates. I would like to attend the public meeting at Pomona, and wish to be informed when and 
where the meeting will take place. I would also like to know if the public will be allowed to comment at the meeting. 
There is also a chance I would not be able to attend the meeting, but would like to submit a written comment to the board 
regarding the racing dates at Fairplex. I would appreciate if  you could let me know about my questions in this E-mail. 

Sincerely, 

David Sweeney 
DJSSWE@aol.com 
8446 via sonoma #93 
La Jolla, CA 92037 
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Robert Forgnone 
Attorney at Law 

14819 Mar Vista St. 
Whittier, Ca. 90605 

562-698-6974 
562-945-4505 

June 12,2002 

BY TELEFAX & MAIL 

Honorable Chairman and 
Commissioners, California 
Horse Racing Board 
10 10 Hurley Way, Suite 300 
Sacramento, Ca. 95825 

Re: Response to Legal Arguments Raised by Industry Members Opposed to the 
Running of the Los Angeles County Fair 2002 Race Meeting at Santa Anita 
Park 

Dear Commissioner: 

During the course of debate at the Board's meeting of June 6,2002, various statements 
and arguments were advance by industry members relating to the alleged impact of existing 
legislation and Board rules on the request of the Los Angeles County Fair (IILACF'I) to run its 
2002 race meeting at Santa Anita Park. For  the  most part we were not provided copies of  any 
written submissions until the  morning of the  Board meeting and were therefore unable to 
respond.  We now take this opportunity to do so. 

These arguments advanced on June 6 are restated in the form of the following questions 
of law. 

1. Does Board Rule 1430 (and Business & Professions Code 5 19530) preclude the 
Board from approving the request of LACF to run its 2002 race meeting at Santa Anita instead of 
Fairplex Park? 

2. Does Business & Professions Code 5 1953 1 preclude the Board from approving 
the request of LACF given the limitation on  the number of thoroughbred racing weeks in the 
Central Zone? 

3. Does Business & Professions Code 5 19549.14 have any impact on the request of 
LACF to run its 2002 race meeting at Santa Anita Park? 
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4. Do Business & Professions Code $ 5  19483 and 19484 have any impact on the 
request of LACF to run its 2002 race meeting at Santa Anita Park? 

5.  Do Business & Professions Code $0 19605, 19605.2, and 19605(b) preclude 
LACF from operating a satellite wagering facility if its request is granted? 

We discuss in detail each of these questions in the following paragraphs of this letter. 
Our analysis clearly demonstrates that none of the above-recited Board rules or legislative 
enactments have any impact on the Board's decision in this matter. In the end, the decision must 
turn on one singular issue, and that is whether the requested change is "in the best interest of the 
people of California" and ''in accord with the intent of the Horse Racing Law." 

Discussion 

1. Board Rule 1430 and Business & Professions Code $ 19530, from which Rule 
1430 is derived do not preclude the Board from allowing the LACF's to run 
its 2002 race meeting at Santa Anita Park. To the contrary, these sections 
clearly authorize this Board to approve the LACF's request. 

Parimutuel wagering on horse racing in California is authorized by Article 4, Section 
19(b) of the California Constitution through which the people of California granted to the 
Legislature the power to allow parimutuel wagering on horse racing in California. In 1934 the 
Legislature enacted the first horse racing law. That law established and designated the California 
Horse Racing Board as the administrative body  to regulate horse racing in this state. The Board 
was given authority to promulgate and adopt rules that do not deviate from the provisions of the 
Horse Racing Law. Thus,  in construing legal enactments the Constitution prevails over the acts 
of the Legislature and the acts of the Legislature prevail over the enactments of the Board. 

The principal enactment of the Legislature with respect to the allocation of racing dates is 
Section 1953 1  of the Horse Racing Law, that section provides: 

$19530. Allocation of racing time; Authority of board; Public interest as 
factor 

The board shall have the authority to  allocate racing weeks to an applicant or 
applicants pursuant to the provisions of this article and Article 6.5  (commencing 
with Section 19540) and to specify such racing days, dates, and hours for horse 
racing meetings as will be in  the  public  interest, and will subserve the purposes of 
this chapter. The  decision of the board as to such  racing  days,  dates, and hours 
shall be subject to change, limitation or restriction only  by  the  board. No 
municipality or county shall adopt or enforce any ordinance or regulation which 
has or may have the effect of directly or indirectly regulating, limiting or 
restricting the racing days and dates of horse racing meetings. 
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This section makes it clear that  the authority of the Board is to "allocate racing weeks to 
an applicant" and to specify ''such racing days, dates, and hours for horse racing meetings as will 
be  in the public interest". No mention is made  in Section 19530 as to the location for any  given 
race meeting, rather the allocation is to be made to the "applicant", in this case LACF and for 
such "days, dates and hours" as will be  in the public interest. The section makes clear that once 
an allocation is made only the Board may make a change to it; "the decision of the board as to 
such racing days, dates, and hours shall be subject to change, limitation or restriction only by the 
board." 

It was pursuant to Section 19530  that the Board enacted its Rule 1430. Rule 1430 
provides: 

1430. Allocation of Racing Weeks and Dates 

The Board shall allocate racing weeks  and dates for the conduct of horse racing in 
this State for such time periods and at such racing facilities as the Board 
determines will best subsewe the  purposes of the Horse Racing Law and which 
will be in the best interests of the  people of California in accord with the intent of 
the  Horse Racing Law. Upon a finding by  the  Board that the allocation of racing 
weeks and dates for any racing year is completed, the racing weeks and dates so 
allocated shall be subject to reconsideration or amendment only for conditions 
unforeseen at the time of the allocations. The allocation of racing weeks and dates 
does not commit the Board to the granting of a license to conduct a horseracing 
meeting to any spec@ racing association nor for the allotted time period nor at 
the racing facility scheduled for such racing weeks and dates. 

This Rule expands upon the authority granted by Section 1953 1 in that it requires the 
Board to determine the racing facility at which the allocated dates shall be run so that the 
"purposes of the Horse Racing Law" and "the best interests of the people of California" will be 
subserved. Clearly, the first sentence of Rule 1430 would allow this Board to grant the request 
of LACF if that request is determined to I' best subserve the purposes of the Horse Racing Law 
and  '!in  the best interests of the people of California." Moreover, the last sentence of Rule 1430 
also clearly authorizes the Board to grant the request of LACF since the allocation of  racing 
weeks and dates does not commit the Board to the granting of a license to conduct a horseracing 
meeting to any specific racing association nor for  the allotted time period nor at the racing 
facility scheduled for such racing weeks and dates". 

The argument has been advanced, however, that the second sentence of Rule 1430 
requires that this Board reject the request of LACF  as  beyond its authority. The second sentence 
of the Rule reads that upon: "a finding by  the  Board that the allocation of racing weeks and dates 
for any racing year is completed, the racing weeks and dates so allocated shall be subject to 
reconsideration or amendment only for conditions unforeseen at the time of the allocations". It  is 
argued that the term "conditions unforeseen" is  intended to restrict the Board to changes to an 
allocation only when catastrophic events occur such as earthquake, flood or fire. 
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If this were the case the Board clearly would have used more precise terminology when 
enacting Rule 1430 such as It unforeseen catastrophic conditions I' rather than the broader test of 
"conditions unforeseen". This is precisely what  the Legislature did  in drafting Section 19489 of 
the Horse Racing Law. There the Legislature stated that a license could be transferred to another 
racing association if; "the track specified in a license becomes unsuitable for racing because of 
fire, flood, or other  catastrophe, the meeting or any remaining portion thereof may be conducted 
at any other track specified by the board in the same area". 

This Board in enacting Rule 1430  did  not limit itself to post-allocation catastrophes as the 
only basis for changing an allocation, instead it sagely permitted itself to change an allocation for 
any circumstance that was "unforeseen" at the  time the allocation was made. In this case neither 
the Board nor the LACF (nor Hollywood, Santa Anita  or anyone else) could foresee that  LACF 
would  be able to successhlly negotiate a Lease almost one year later with Hollywood or Santa 
Anita to run its race meetings at either of those facilities. This was clearly a "condition" that was 
"unforeseen" at the time the allocation was adopted. Any other interpretation by this Board 
would render it impotent to change an allocation for anything other than the most serious natural 
catastrophes. 

The Board should avoid any such interpretation. In the past it has often been required to 
revise its allocation for the night industry as racing venues became unwilling or unavailable to 
run their dates. When those determinations were  made, there was  no discussion that the Board 
lacked power to change the venue where the  racing  was to occur to allow the quarterhorse and 
harness horse industries to survive. The unavailability of the venue to which the dates were 
allocated was considered a sufficient ''unforeseen circumstance'' to authorize the change. And, in 
these days of uncertainty would this Board want such a construction of its rules that would 
preclude it  from changing the venue of a race meeting if the track operator determined to cease 
operations at the venue? Consider -- by  way  of example -- that if Santa Anita determined to 
cease racing operations, would the Board want a construction of its rules that prohibited it from 
allowing Oak Tree's allocated dates to be  run at Hollywood Park or Del Mar? We think not. 

There is nothing in Section 1953 1 of the Horse Racing Law and Board Rule 1430  that 
precludes the Board from approving the request of LACF. To the contrary, those sections 
authorized the Board to approve the transfer of dates from Fairplex to Santa Anita if its finds that 
such a change in venue will "best subserve thepurposes of the Horse  Racing  Law and. . .be in 
the best interests of thepeople of California in accord with the intent of the Horse  Racing 
Law. '' 
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2. Business & Professions Code $19531 does not preclude the Board  from 
approving the request of LACF to transfer its 2002 dates from Fairplex Park to 
Santa Anita. Fair racing has never been construed by this Board  to reduce the 
amount of thoroughbred  weeks the Board is authorized to allocate in a Zone or to 
an Association. 

Section 1953 1 of the Business and Professions Code limits this Board's authority to 
allocate more than a specified amount of racing weeks to thoroughbred racing in the Central and 
the other zones in California. Section 1953 1 states in pertinent part: 

$ 19531. Allocations of racing weeks 

The board shall make allocations of racing weeks, including simultaneous racing 
between zones, as it deems appropriate. The  maximum number of racing weeks 
that may be allocated for horse racing other than atfairs, shall be as follows: 

(a) For thoroughbred racing: 44 weeks per year  in the northern zone; 42 weeksper 
year in the  central  zone; and seven weeks  per  year in the southern zone. 

The argument is advanced that the  Board  has already allocated a total of 42 weeks of 
thoroughbred racing to Hollywood Park, Oak Tree and Santa Anita. The argument continues 
that if the LACF were to race for three weeks  at Santa Anita (or Hollywood Park for that matter) 
the Board would impermissibly have allocated a total of 45 weeks of thoroughbred racing in  the 
Central Zone. Such a construction would defy all logic and the history of fair racing in 
California. 

There are many fairs which do not own  or possess a race track. These fairs outnumber by 
a significant margin the fairs that do own and operate a race track. At the Board's June 6,2002, 
meeting the Board approved a 14-day (two or three week) meeting of the San Mateo County Fair 
to be run at the Bay Meadows race track. Using  the distorted logic of the arguments advance 
with respect to the LACF's request, the  Board could not have approved the San Mateo Fair's 
license request because the Board has already allocated a total of 44 weeks of thoroughbred 
racing to the meetings held by Bay Meadows  and  Golden Gate Fields. 

Similarly, the Board would have operated improperly when it approved the running of the 
meeting of the Orange County Fair at Los Alamitos, and the running of the Del Mar Fair at Del 
Mar, and there are undoubtedly many other examples.  In short, the Board has never considered 
the running of a fair meeting at a major racing venue to impact the number of authorized 
thoroughbred weeks contained in Section 1953 l(a). Simply put, the Board has consistently 
interpreted the statutory language "other than at  Fairs" to mean, other than by Fairs. It  would 
truly  be inconsistent for this Board to use a different interpretation of the statute for the  LACF 
than it has for other fairs. Indeed to do so would  deny the LACF equal protection of the law. 

In short, Section 1953 1 does not preclude the  Board  from approving the LACF's request 
to change the venue of its 2002 dates from Fairplex Park to Santa Anita. In fact, the historical 
interpretation of that statute by the Board indicates that  the Board may properly grant the request 
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of LACF if it finds that such a change in venue will "best subserve the purposes of the Horse 
Racing Law and. . . be in the best interests of the people of California in accord with the 
intent of the Horse Racing Law." 

3. Business & Professions Code 819549.14 is irrelevant to and does not have any 
impact on the request of LACF to run its 2002 race meeting at Santa Anita  Park. 

The San Mateo County Fair has been running its race meeting at Bay Meadows for over a 
decade. In 1999 it became questionable whether racing would continue at Bay Meadows and 
there was speculation that Bay Meadows would  run its hture race meetings at Golden Gate 
Fields or perhaps some other facility. This placed  the San Mateo County Fair's fourteen day  race 
meeting in serious jeopardy. Where  would  the fair race if Bay Meadows closed? There certainly 
was  no other venue in San Mateo County  where  racing could be conducted. And, a fair has 
never elected to run its race meeting outside the  county where the fair is located. 

In an abundance of caution and to preserve its right to run its race meeting within or 
without San Mateo County should Bay Meadows close, the fair sponsored Assembly Bill 762 
which was enacted into law  by  the Legislature on October 13,2001, and is now Section 
19549.14 of the Business & Professions Code. That section provides in pertinent part: 

519549.14 San Mateo County Fair; site of race meetings 

(a) Notwithstanding, Section 19489 or any other provision of this chapter, the 
Board may permit the San Mateo County Fair to conduct live race meetings at 
another site within or outside Sun Mateo County if its present site, Bay Meadows, 
closes. 

The concern of the San Mateo Fair is  revealed  in  the preamble to the Bill. The preamble 
states: 

AB 762. Papan. Horse racing. 

Existing law provides that if a track specified in a license becomes unsuitable for 
racing, the board  may specify another track in the  same area for the conduct of 
the licensee's horse racing meeting. 

The fair's concern was with that portion of Section 19489 stating that when a race track 
becomes unavailable due to the track specified in a license becomes unsuitable for racing 
because of3re, flood, or other catastrophe, the meeting or any remaining portion thereof may  be 
conducted at any other track specified by  the  board in the same area. If the San Mateo County 
Fair (due to the closure of Bay Meadows) had to run its meeting at Golden Gate Fields would the 
Board disapprove the license application because Golden Gate could not be said to be in the 
same  area. The legislation was enacted to cure a particular problem occasioned by  the potential 
cessation of racing at Bay Meadows and has no relevance to the request of LACF. 
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Business & Professions Code 8 19549.14 has no relevance to the pending request of 
LACF. Accordingly, Section 19549.14 does not preclude the Board from approving LACF's 
request to change the venue of its 2002 race meeting  from Fairplex Park to Santa Anita Park, "if 
it finds that such a change in venue will "best subserve thepurposes of the Horse  Racing  Law 
and. . .be in the best interests of the people of California in accord with the intent of the Horse 
Racing Law. 'I 

4. Business & Professions Code $8 19483 and  19484 are not relevant to the 
request of LACF to move its dates from Fairplex Park to Santa Anita Park 

Business & Professions Code Section 19483 and 19484 were certainly relevant to this 
Board's approval of the acquisition of Santa Anita, Golden Gate Fields and Bay Meadows by 
Magna Entertainment Corporation. Sections 19483 and 19484 provide as follows: 

0 19483. Restriction on Licensing of Person Holding Interest in Meeting 
Held in State by Another. 

Unless the boardfinds that the  purpose of this chapter will be better served 
thereby, no license to conduct a horseracing meeting at any track shall be issued 
to any person or held by any person having any financial interest in the conduct 
of any horseracing meeting by any other person at any other track in the State. 

Ownership of stock in one corporation by another corporation constitutes a 
financial interest within the meaning of this section. 

0 19484. Prohibition on Licensed Operator Holding Financial Interest in 
Track of Another Licensee. 

Unless the board finds that the purposes of this chapter will  be better served 
thereby, no person licensed under this article to conduct a horseracing meeting at 
anyplace, track or inclosure shall own or acquire any stock or obtain any other 
financial interest in any other track of another such licensee or in the operation 
thereof, or in the operation of authorized wagering on the results of any such other 
track. 

These sections have no relevance to  the request of LACF to be licensed to run its 2002 
meeting at Santa Anita Park. The only issue before the Board is an application of LACF for a 
license to run its 2002 race meeting at Santa Anita Park. Section 19483 precludes a person 
"having a financial interest in  the conduct of  any horse racing meeting by  any other person at  any 
other track in the State" from obtaining a license to conduct a horse race meeting. The LACF 
does not have any financial interest in  the conduct of  any horse race meeting by  any other person 
at any other track in the State. The LACF  only has a financial interest in its own race meeting 
whether it is run at Fairplex or at Santa Anita. If this section were operative, then the recently 
granted licenses of the San Mateo County Fair, the Oak Tree Racing Association, and others 
would have been improperly granted as their situation as a lessee is no different than that of 
LACF. 
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Moreover, section 19484 is likewise inapposite in that the LACF does not hold any 
equity interest in any race track in or out of  the State of California other than its own  Fairplex 
Park. 

This Board considered the acquisitions of Santa Anita, Bay Meadows and Golden Gate 
Fields over at least twelve separate Board meetings. In the end the Board found that in  the  words 
of Section 19483 and Section 19484 "the  purpose of this chapter will be better served" by  the 
acquisition of these racing association by a common entity. The industry voiced no significant 
objection to the proposed acquisitions but focused instead on the proposed mode of operation of 
the various tracks and improvements to be made thereon. This is not the time or the place for the 
industry to decide that it wishes to revisit this matter. Indeed to do so at this time  would 
undoubtedly be unwise, inequitable and illegal. 

These sections do not have any relevance to the  Board's determination of the LACF's 
pending request for approval to run its 2002 dates at Santa Anita Park if the Board finds that such 
a change in venue will "best subserve thepurposes of the Horse Racing Law and . . . be  in the 
best interests of the people of California in accord with the intent of the Horse Racing Law." 

5. Business & Professions Code $81 9605,19605.2, and 19605(b) permit LACF 
to operating a satellite wagering facility whether its request is  granted or denied. 

First of all let us dispense with Business & Professions Code 5 19605(b). This section 
provides a limitation on the establishment of a satellite within 20 miles of any existing satellite or 
at a race track where live racing is conducted. The Los Angeles County Fair is located 
approximately 20 miles from Santa Anita Park and, even if  it were located within 20 miles of 
Santa Anita the Section would not apply for reasons we  would be happy to share with  the  Board 
but  which appear to be unnecessary to state at this juncture. Moreover, even if applicable, this 
section would appear to be intended to protect the interests of Santa Anita and thus, it would 
appear that Santa Anita could properly waive the protection of the statute insofar as LACF's 
operation of a satellite is concerned. 

Section 19605.2, which it is argued, prevents the LACF from operating a satellite if  its 
dates are run at Santa Anita Park provides as follows: 

3 19605.2. Location of satellite wagering facilities; unlicensed fairs, central 
and southern zones 

With respect to the central and southern zones, the  board may, with the approval 
of the Department of Food  and Agriculture, subject to the conditions and 
limitations set forth in Section 19605.6, also authorize anyfair, which conducted 
general fair activities in  1986 within the central or southern zone, and which is 
eligible for an allocation of racing days pursuant  to Section 19549, but which is 
not licensed to conduct a racing meeting, to locate a satellite wagering facility at 
its fairgrounds for wagering on races conducted in the central or southern zone if 
all of the conditions specified in subdivisions (a) to (e), inclusive, of Section 
19605.3 are satisfied. 
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The LACF is clearly eligible for an allocation of racing days pursuant to Section 19549 
which provides that "any fair racing association that conducted racing in the central or southern 
zone prior to January 1, 1980, shall be entitled to be allocated up to three weeks of racing" 
annually. The section speaks to the "locating" of a satellite wagering facility and does not speak 
to the operation of such a facility already located at a fair. It thus might have been at the  time its 
LACF's satellite facility was first established in the late 1 9 8 0 ' ~ ~  but  it can not apply now. 
Moreover, even if it is argued to apply, the  LACF is only licensed to conduct a race meeting for 
three racing weeks in September of each year. At all other times the fair is unlicensed and 
therefore during this period Section 19605.2 is  not applicable to it at all. 

tj 19605. Satellite wagering facilities, operation by licensed associations, northern 
zone, central or southern zone, location; limitations; test of proposed sites 

(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the board may authorize an association 
licensed to conduct a racing meeting in  the northern zone to operate a satellite wagering 
facility for wagering on races conducted in  the northern zone at its racetrack inclosure 
subject to all of the conditions specified in Section 19605.3, and may authorize an 
association licensed to conduct a racing meeting in the central or southern zone  to 
operate a satellite wagering facility for wagering on races conducted in the central or 
southern zone at its racetrack inclosure subject to the conditions specified in subdivisions 
(a) to (e), inclusive, of Section 19605.3 and  the conditions and limitations set forth in 
Section 19605.6. 

This section authorizes the LACF (if it may  be defined as an association licensed to 
conduct a racing meeting) to operate a satellite facility at its racetrack enclosure. In this case at 
Fairplex Park. Clearly, LACF's satellite facility is located  at its race track. Thus, Section 19605 
can not reasonably be construed to prohibit LACF from operating its satellite if its race meeting 
is run at Santa Anita Park. 

In short, the "satellite" argument is another straw man thrown up  by  the opponents to  the 
LACF's proposal in  an attempt to obhscate the true and only issue before the Board and  that 
issue is whether the proposed relocation of  the LACF's 2002 meeting to Santa Anita Park will 
best subsewe the  purposes of the Horse Racing Law and. . . be in the best interests of the 
people of California in accord with the intent of the Horse Racing Law." 

Conclusion 

The novel and imaginative arguments advance by the opponents to the LACF's proposal 
do not on a closer inspection survive rational analysis. This Board need not concern itself with 
these arguments. The Racing Law and the Board's Rules do not mandate a denial of the LACF's 
request. The issue before the Board is simply what is in the public's best interest. The impact of 
the change of venue on individual racing associations is  not relevant to the Board's inquiry unless 
the Board can find that the public interest is not served if there might  be is some modest impact 
on the handle of the Del Mar Thoroughbred Club and the  Oak Tree Racing Association as a 
consequence of the fair running its meeting at Santa Anita. 

9 



- 
Letter: CHRE? Commissioners, Page 10 

We respectfully submit that the Racing law offers no impediment to the Board granting 
LACF's request. 

Yours  very truly, 

Robert Forgnone 

cc: James Henwood, CEO  LACF 
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Craig R. Fravel 
Executive Vice President 

June 3,2002 

Mr.  Roy C. Wood, Jr. 
Executive  Director 
California  Horse Racing Board 
10  10 Hurley  Way 
Sacramento, CA 95825 

Re:  Fairplex Racing Dates 

Dear  Roy: 

On  behalf of the Del Mar  Thoroughbred  Club  (“DMTC”), I am writing to express 
several  concerns with respect  to the legality of the pending  request  by  Fairplex  Park 
(“Fairplex”)  to  sell its racing dates to the Los  Angeles  Turf Club (“LATC”). 

As  a  preliminary  matter, I would  request  that  the  California Horse Racing  Board 
(“CHRB”)  defer any discussion of this  matter  to  the  regular dates allocation  process. 
Additional time would  permit  parties  other  than  Fairplex  and  LATC  to  receive,  analyze 
and  respond  to  information  about the request  and  the  details of this  transaction.  As you 
have  told me, as of the date of this  letter  no  financial,  operational or other details of the 
proposal have been submitted to the CHRB  nor  have  any such details been  made  public. 
The  cloak of secrecy  that  surrounds  this sale is highly  prejudicial  to  any  interested  party’s 
ability  to  respond  thoughtfully  or  effectively,  particularly  under the foreshortened  time 
frame  dictated  to this point  by  LATC  and  Fairplex. In addition  to  financial  and 
operational  details, we would be interested in receiving the economic  and  marketing 
research  upon which Fairplex  bases its conclusion  that the transaction  would  not  cause 
anyone  to  be  adversely  affected by the  proposed  sale. 

Based  upon  what  little has been  made  public  to date, we do wish to  point  out 
several  major  legal  impediments  to  a  sale of fair  racing  dates  to  LATC,  which,  at  the  very 
least,  should cause the CHRB to  proceed  cautiously. 

Pursuant  to  Article 6 of the California  Horse  Racing  Law, the CHRB is granted 
the  authority  to  allocate  racing  weeks  in  the  public  interest.  Section  1953 1 authorizes  the 
CHRB  to  allocate  weeks  between  zones  as  it  deems  appropriate,  subject  to  maximum 
allocations  within  certain  designated  “zones”.  In  this  situation,  the  relevant  zone is the 
Central zone which includes the Counties of Kern,  Los  Angeles, San Bernardino,  San 
Luis  Obispo, Santa Barbara  and  Ventura. 

P.0. Box 700 Del Mar, CA 92014-0700 858-755-1 141 
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Pursuant  to Section 1953 1 : 

The maximum number of racing  weeks  that  may be allocated for horse racing 
other than at fairs, shall be as follows: 

(a) For Thoroughbred racing: 44  weeks per year  in the 
Northern zone; 42 weeks per  year in the Central zone; 
and seven weeks per  year  in the Southern zone. 
(emphasis added) 

A review of the allocations for 2002 reveals 17 weeks at  LATC,  13 weeks at 
Hollywood  Park (Spring), six weeks  at  Oak Tree and six weeks at Hollywood  Park 
(Fall), for a total of 42 weeks. 

The explicit language of Section 19531 prohibits the running of additional 
Thoroughbred weeks in the Central zone “other than fairs”. This language cannot be 
read to permit a fair to conduct its principal event  at one venue and its racing at a distant 
venue. Simply put, racing at Santa Anita is not  racing  at a fair. This conclusion is 
consistent with the very reason the legislature authorized fair racing; to expose fair 
patrons  to  racing  and to support fairs by allowing racing at fairgrounds. The legislature’s 
policy is reflected further in the language of Section 19549 which requires fair racing  to 
be “during the period in which general  fair activities are conducted”. Allowing Fairplex 
to sell its race dates to LATC  under  the  guise of fair racing renders this statute 
meaningless and undercuts the foundation of  fair  racing generally. While the Board  may 
wish to act otherwise, it is a policy issue reserved to the legislature by the plain language 
of  the law. 

It is also important to point out a serious negative consequence of the transaction 
that appears not to have been taken into account  by the parties. Article 9.2 of the Horse 
Racing  Law governs the authority of racing associations and non-racing fairs to operate 
satellite wagering facilities. Section 19605 provides, in pertinent part, that  the  CHRB 
may authorize “an association licensed to conduct a racing meeting in the Central  and 
Southern zones to operate a satellite wagering facility..  .at its racetrack enclosure.. .” 
subject to certain enumerated requirements. Section 19605.2 authorizes any fair which 
conducted  general fair activities in  1986  within  the  Central or Southern zone, “and which 
is eligible for an allocation of racing days  pursuant to Section 19549, but which is  not 
licensed to conduct a racing meeting, to locate a satellite wagering facility at its 
fairgrounds.. .”, Section 19605 (b) further restricts the location of satellite wagering 
facilities by providing that 

Notwithstanding any  other provision of law, no 
satellite wagering facility, except a facility that is 
located at a track where live racing is conducted, 
shall be located within 20 miles of any existing 
satellite wagering facility or any  track where a 
racing association conducts a live racing meeting. 



Reading those provisions together,  it is clear that Fairplex may not operate a 
satellite wagering facility at Fairplex under either Section 19605 or 19605.2 if its racing 
is  conducted off the fairgrounds. It has two options, either to operate both its racing  and 
satellite at the same venue under 19605 or not receive a racing license under 19605.2. 
The law does not permit them, or any other racing association, to have it both ways. 
Moreover, since Fairplex is less than 20 miles  from Santa Anita, subsection (b) of Section 
19605  would preclude it from operating as a satellite since its facility would no  longer be 
operating at a place where live racing is conducted. 

This is not to suggest that it  would  be desirable for Fairplex to cease operating as 
a satellite. To the contrary, that would  be  in  no one’s interest. Nonetheless, neither  the 
CHRB nor the parties to this proposal are free  to ignore the requirements of these 
provisions and the resulting economic implications in moving forward. 

Finally, we would request that the CHRB take into consideration the language of 
Section 19605.9 which contemplates that purse monies generated at the Fairplex satellite 
from  racing  at Del Mar are to be used  to supplement purses at fair meetings in Los 
Angeles  and Orange Counties. Since the inception of satellite wagering, this provision 
has  resulted in purse money that would otherwise have gone to horsemen running at  Del 
Mar being paid  at Fairplex. Obviously, we believe that  by its terms the provision would 
become inoperable should Fairplex cease to  be both a satellite facility and a racing  fair. 
We further believe that this section contemplates that  fair satellites, fair racing and fairs 
were in the view of the legislature a complete package  and  not assets available for sale to 
the  highest bidder. 

In conclusion, we believe the law is clear  on the illegality of the proposed  change 
of venue. There are further citations in the Horse Racing Law which support the  clear 
language of the statute but to belabor those points here is unnecessary. 

We are not asking the CHRB to  forever preclude a transfer of the Fairplex racing 
dates or to require Fairplex to keep racing. Rather, we suggest that the industry as a 
whole take part  in discussions directed at  improving  the overall racing calendar and  that 
the resulting suggestions be implemented equitably and within a time frame permitting 
empirical analysis, market research and  thoughtful deliberation. 

Sincerely, I 

CRF: lk 

P:WRAVEL\Coms\Wood Fairplex Dates.doc 





MAY-31-02 FRI 12: 10 PM CA HORSE RACING  BOARD P n? 

7. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

6 

9 

3. 0 

1. I 

3.2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

1,7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4  

25 

2E; 

2 3 

28 

MR. TOUIITELOT: LJet's do t h a t ,  t han .  I would a s k  

soarcbody to make a motion, then, t h a t  starting with 

SouLhern California - I -  that we deal with the 

recommendations of the Race Dates Committee for Southern 

California for  Ires Alarnitos, t h e  harness racing at 

Cal-Expo, and up through March 31st on the Northern 

C a l i f o r n i a  calendax,  with the proviso  that: we flip 

Bay Meadows for Golden Gate, w@ extend Golden Gate from 

the 27th of March to the 31st; correct? 

MR. REAGAN: Mr. Chairman, I believe I can read 

those B t a r t i n g  and ending dates and number of days i n t o  

the record 80 we're all perfectly clear.  

MR. TOURSELOT: Okay.  Why don't you do t h a t .  

MR. REAGAN; Certainly. 

MR. TOUR'TCELOT: Somebody has to make a motion. 

MR. IANDSBURG: 1 ,so move, based on 

Mr. Toustelot s discuss ion .  

MS. MORETTI:  Second, 

MR. TOURTELOT: I've got a second. 

MR. REAGAN; Southern California thoroughbred and 

fair, Santa Anita, 12/26/01 to 4/21/02, 85 days; Hollywood 

P a r k ,  4/24/02 to 7/21/02, 65 days; Del Mar, 7/24/02 to 

9/11/02, 43 days; San ta  Anita-Oak Tree, October znd, 2002,  

November 3rd 2002, for- 26 days; Hollywood Park ,  11/6/02 to 

12/22/02, 35 days; with Pornona, September 13, '02 to 

9/29/02 for 17 days. That's in Southern California. 

The f i r s t  meet in Northern California would 

be Golden Gate, 12/26/01 through 3/31/02 far 70 days; 

-_.__- 
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quar te r  horses ak L O ~  Alamitos, 12/27/02 - -  I'm so r ry ,  

1 2 / 2 7 / 0 1  through 12/22/02, 207  days; Cal-Expo harness, 

1 2 / 2 6 / 0 1  to 8/3/02, 145 days; Cal-Expo fall, 9 / 2 5 / 0 2  to 

12/22/02, 5 6  days. 

T h a t  I s  what will be on the tabla at this 

point 

MR. TOURTELOT: All i n  favor? Opposed? 

That  will carry.  

(Motion passed) 

MR. KARRTS: As 1 understand it, these days are 

not r e a l l y  chiseled i n  stone. They will be allocated by 

the Race Association. 

MR. TOURTELOT: Can we have a representation from 

Magna that  we won't gat hit with  another  whole packet next 

week? 

MR. HARRIS: I think we need as much information 

a~ we can get. 

MR. TOURTELOT: I'm talking about at the  next 

meeting. If you have some mare information, can you do it 

ahead of time? 

MR. DE MRRCO: Absolutely. 

MR. LICHT: I'd like to Gee t h e  TOC l e t t e r ,  too, 

circulated. 

MR. TOURTELOT: You should have it right now. 

So, just  to sum up Ear everybody, we will - -  
Mr. Harris and I; will talk about how - -  if we'll have 
another meeting or what we'll do, but certainly 

everybody's going to be heard, I think the delay is more 

--- Kennedy Court Reporters, fnc. 70 
(800) 231 -2682 
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CALIFORNIA MORSE RACING BOARD 

2002 RACING SCHEDULE 
CALENDAR DATES 

THOROUGHBRED MEETINGS - CEWIXAL & SOUTHERN ZOYES 

Location Inclusive Dates 

Santa Anita 
Hollywood Park 
Del Mar 
Santa Anita 
Woilywood Park 

Golden Gate 
Bay Meadows 
Bay Meadows 
Golden Gate 

Los Alarnitos 

Cal-Expo 
Cal-Expo 

S M o n  
Pleasantan 
Vallejo 
Santa Rosa 
San Mako 
Ferndale 
Sacramento 
Pomona 
Fresno 

19P-4 EOO/EOO.d 061-1 

12/26/0 1 - 04/21/02 
04/24/02 - 07/21/02 
07/24/02 - OW1 1/02 
10/02/02 - 11/03/02 
1 1 /06/02 - 12/22/02 

12/26/01 - 03/31/02 
04/03/02 - 0611 6/02 
08130/02 - 1 1/11/02 
1 1/14/02 - 12/22/02 

QUARTER HORSE MEETINGS- STATEWiDE 

12/27/01 - 12/22/02 

HARNESS M.EETINGS - STATEWIDE 

OP6ZLPP929 

06/12/02 - 06/23/02 
06/26/02 - 07/07/02 
0711 0102 - 07/21/02 
07/24/02 - 00/05~02 
08/07/02 - 08iI 9/02 
oa108102 - 0811 8/02 
08/21/02 - 09/02/02 
09/13/02 - 09/29/02 
10/02/02 - 1011 4/02 



Craig R. Fravel 
Executive Vice Presidenl June 18,2002 

Roy  C.  Wood,  Jr. 
Executive  Director 
California  Horse  Racing  Board 
101 0 Hurley  Way,  Suite 300 
Sacramento,  CA  95825 

Re:  Faimlex  at  Santa  Anita 

Dear  Mr.  Wood: 

Under  separate  cover, I have  transmitted  a  reply to Bob  Forgnone’s  June 12,2002 letter. 
I am  writing  separately to transmit  some  additional  information  which  might  be  helpful  to  the 
Board  from  a  non-legal  perspective. 

A. More of the  Same is Not Better. 

There  seems  to  be an unchallenged  assumption  that  more  opportunities  for  horses  to  run 
around  a  one-mile  track  with  a  turf  course  are  good.  I  think  the  attached  e-mail  (Attachment A) 
from  George  Dowling, just a  fan,  puts  the  lie  to  that  assumption  better  than  I  could. 

At  the  last  CHRB  meeting,  Chairman  Landsburg  repeatedly  asked  Mr.  Chillingworth  for  a 
reason  to  deny  the  request.  Mr.  Dowling  has  given it. Racing  at  Pomona is unique;  it  is  a  change 
of  pace  and  a  break  for  fans, jockeys, trainers  and  horses.  Like the Skins Game in golf,  it  gives 
fans  a  different  look.  Just  like  racing  at  Del  Mar is different  because  it is in a  unique  location 
at  a  unique  time,  Pomona too has  its  place.  While  Santa  Anita is an extraordinary  racetrack, 
Augusta  National is an extraordinary  golf  course.  That  doesn’t  mean  holding  three  additional 
tournaments  each  year  at  Augusta  would  be  good  for  golf.  The  contrast  between  Pomona  and 
Oak  Tree in the  Los  Angeles  market  is  a  very  positive  thing  for  racing in Southern  California 
and  simply  adding  more  days  at  Santa  Anita  would  be as Mr.  Dowling says “monotony.” 

B. Comparing  Average Daily Purses is Irrelevant. 

In  his  June 3 letter to the  CHRB,  Jack  Liebau  makes the point  that  average  daily  purses  at 
Del  Mar  and  Oak  Tree  are so much  higher  than  at  Pomona  that  there is no  possible  impact on 
those  racing  programs.  As  demonstrated  in  Attachment  B,  average  daily  purse  levels  are 
irrelevant.  What  matters is purse  levels  for  comparable  races. We have  analyzed  purses  for  Oak 
Tree,  Fairplex,  and  Del  Mar  for  comparable  claiming  races.  As  you can see,  Fairplex is more 

P.O. Box 700 Del Mar, CA 92014-0700 858-755-1 141 
http://www.delmarracing.com 
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than competitive in these categories, all of which comprise an important part of each track’s 
racing program. To dismiss the potential negative  impact of this transaction on racing overall 
without further analysis would  be irresponsible. 

C.  Pomona  Does  Not  Affect  Breeders’ Cup Preparation. 

We have heard all too often that the Fairplex dates should move elsewhere in order to 
keep  horses  in California to prepare  for  Breeders’ Cup. Until  now the evidence supporting this 
contention has been  purely anecdotal. We  have  undertaken an analysis as indicated in 
Attachment C, reviewing every starter in  the  Breeders’  Cup since 1997 and examining the two 
starts immediately preceding the Breeders’  Cup by each horse. 

Based on our analysis, the vast  majority  of horses that made their next to last start before 
Breeders’  Cup  in California made their last such start in California (8 1 out of 105). Over five 
years, 24  of  105 such horses left the state to make their next start but only five of those made 
their second start during the Fairplex meet. Moreover, 17 horses that made their next to last start 
elsewhere during the five year period came to California for their last start before Breeders’ Cup. 
That represents a net loss to California of seven horses over five years; very likely a lower 
percentage than occurs during the remainder  of  the year. 

Finally, looking carefully at the numbers  it is clear that the only discernable trend is that 
horses follow the Breeders’ Cup. Thus, in  1997  horses stayed in or came to California on a net 
basis because the Breeders’  Cup  was at Hollywood  Park.  The obvious conclusion is that we 
should encourage the Breeders’  Cup to come to California more often. Taking action that might 
compromise Oak Tree and the condition of its racing surface would do the opposite. 

D. The Record  Does  Not  Support  A Tale of Woe  at  Fairplex. 

Much  was  made  at the June 6 CHRB  meeting about the challenges faced by LACF in 
conducting its race  meet at Fairplex. As  noted  in Attachment D, the numbers do not support 
that position. 

From 1997 to 2001, average daily purses increased at Fairplex from $200,248 to 
$23 1,588, a cumulative increase of 15.7%. From  2000 to 2001, purses grew at a rate of 3.3%, 
despite the impact of September 1 1. Over the same 1997 - 2001 period commissions retained by 
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Fairplex  grew to an average  daily  figure of $190,353, or 13.4%  over the period. From  2000  to 
2001, commissions grew at  a  rate of 2.9%.  While  these  are  not  growth-stock  type  numbers,  they 
do  not  reflect  a  venue in decline. 

Sincerely, 

Craig  R.  Fravel 

CRF/mc 
Attachments 
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ATTACHMENT A 

..I 

To the  horse racing board, 

I realize that the makeup  of  the  horse race public is wide  and  diverse,  with very little  consensus of 
opinion, so I won't  claim to speak for a  majority or for anybody  else.  But just so you can 
categorize the relevance of my opinion on the f a i r s  subject a little bio. I am a professional horse 
player. It can be a lonely  existence. I am at the track to make a livlng, not to socialize or make 
friends,  During the day I am in concentration  mode. I don't want to be bothered, I want to be 
horse racing. 

It wasn't always that way obviously. I first  went to the track  with my father  when I was 13. My dad 
was not a horseplayer or a gambler for that matter. He enjoyed  going to tahoe for one day a year 
and playing  the  same  old  keno  numbers. So it was pretty much a fluke that I was ever exposed to 
racing, as it was the  one  and only time my father went But I loved it, and  knew  instantly that 
racing was for me. At 16 I looked  old enough to bet,  and every day after school I would walk 
down to the track,  pick  a form out of the garbage  can, go in for the last two races, [in  those days 
they let you in free for the last two, a  practice  that makes total sense to me] and place a two dollar 
bet. I was social  then, meeting characters  that Damon Runyon would have  immortalized. I like 
them, was most likely  addicted, but it was a fun  addiction. By the time I was out of college, I was 
sure 1 could beat the track , but of course I needed a stake. So i got a job from  Sam to 1 pm so I 
could get to the track every  day by the  third race. That was 1979. I have been going to the races 
everyday  since. 

Through  attrition, I am the only one left going of the group of 6 or 7 buddies, I started with. I have 
progressed from betting $2 dollars a race to $1500 a race, And guess what, It isn't  nearly as fun 
as it was  then. 
Like I started out  telling you, I have to concentrate, it is my livelihood.  But  had I initially  been 
expose to a professional gamblers lifestyle, I doubt I would  ever  taken up the sport, I no longer 
look forward to day to  day racing. Its just another job. A job that has it's perks and it's drawbacks. 
But there are still  several  thing I do look forward too. The Kentucky  Derby,  The  Breeders cup, and 
the fairs. 

During the summer months, Going to the fairs forces me to  relive the fun I originally had. I have to 
walk through the concessions. I have to pass the rides, listen to the hawkers, hear the music in 
the background. I love to have my ice cold lemonade and my  sticky  bun,  and I love to see the 
appaloosas and  the quarter horses, and  even the mules,  When Black Ruby runs, it's like 
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watching secretariat. And after the races, the lineup of music the fairs presents is always 
appealing  and quite simply is one of the perks of being a horse  player. 

The  other  reason to keep  fairplaex is the randomness  and  uncertainty of the unique  oval. 
Contrary to what the horse race industry wants to present.  What a true professional wants to see 
in  a product is uncerlainty. It is a very fine line  between those who can make enough to live 
betting  the  races, and the many  loyal horse race weekend fans. They all have a fundamental 
concept of handicapping.  They  understand  pace  and class and  jockeys  and  trainers.  The  only 
edge a professional has is in divining  the  variables. I want  uncertainty. 1 want more intangibles. 
That's  why you constantly  hear the betting  public cry for larger  fields.  At the fa i rs ,  you almost 
always get 7-9 ten  horse  fields a day. You  get horses coming in from different tracks. You get 
trainers  and  jockeys that you've  never  heard of. And you get the fun  and excitement of the Ferris 
wheel rides. You  already have 220 racing  days of monotony,  don't lose the 25 days of fun. Keep 
the Fairs. The  People that want more serious racing  have there gigantic piece of the pie. Let 
them take a vacation  like every other working stiff. Don't  destroy the chance to break the 
monotony and kick up your heels a little bit. 

Sincerely; 
George Dowling 

MSN Photos is the easiest way to share  and print your photos: 
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AlTACHMENT 6 

2001 Purse Comparison 
Del Mar, Faitplgx, Oak Tree 

Short Purse 
Tvpe Claimina Race Oak Tree Faimlex Del Mar 

a 0 0 4  
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AlTACHMENT C 

BELMONT 2001 

1 

2 

4 

2nd start during Fairplex dates 

3 Net gain (loss) of horses 

CHURCHILL DOWNS 2000 

1 I 1st start in CA: 2nd start elsewhere 1 51 
2nd start during Fairplex dates 

2 

85 66th starts elsewhere 4 
Net gain (loss) of horses 3 1st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA 3 

12 Both starts in CA 

total stani?rs f 05 

OULFSTREAM PARK 1999 

1 4 1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 
2nd start during Fairpleg dates 
8C Mils: Hawksley Hill to Woodbine 
BC Mile: Kirkwall to Keeneland 9/19 

2 
Net gain (loss) of horses 3 1st start elsewhere; 2nd'in CA 3 

~om-starts in CA 
.> - 

19 

io2 

5 

CHURCHILL DOWNS 1998 

1 4 1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 
2nd start durlng Fairplex dates 
BC Sprint Remise to Turfway 9/26 
BC  Mile: Lafeeb to Woodbine 9/20 

2 

63 Both starts elsewhere 4 
Net gain (loss) of horses 2 1st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA , .._ 3 

16, Both stafts in CA 

85 m - 

0 

4 

0 

-2 

2 
911 9 

-2 

2 

-2 
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HOLLYWOOD PARK 1997 

I 4 1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 
2nd start durlng Fairplex dates 
6C Mile: Helmsman to Woodbine 

I I 

2 21 30th starts inCA 
3 

77 total startem 
46 Both starts elsewhere 4 

Net gain (loss) of horses 6 1 st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA 

9/20 
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ATTACHMENT D 

FAlRPLEX PURSES (Averaoe Dailv) 

- 2001 - 2000 1999 m 1997 
$231.5138 $224,176 $21 9,265 $21 0,035 $200,248 

FAIRPLEX COMMISSIONS fAveraae Daily) 

a!i m' - 1999  1998 1997 
$190,353 $1 85,041 $182.091 $1 81,988 $167,866 

- 

@I 007 
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Craig R. Fravel 
Executive !&e President 

June 18,2002 

Roy  C.  Wood, Jr. 
Executive Director 
California Horse Racing Board 
1010  Hurley  Way, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95825 

Re: Response to June 12,2002 FairpIex  Letter 

Dear  Mr.  Wood: 

At the June 6,2002, meeting of the California Horse Racing Board (THRB" or 
"Board"), on behalf of the Del  Mar  Thoroughbred Club (I'DMTCII), I opposed a request to 
transfer dates allocated to the Los Angeles County Fair ("LACF") from its fairgrounds site in 
Pomona to the thoroughbred race track at Santa Anita Park in Arcadia. Based upon the 
information available to date, DMTC believes this transfer amounts to an unlawful sale of dates 
to the Los Angeles Turf Club ('ILATCI'). Our legal analysis was set out in a June 3,2002, letter 
to the Board. 

In my June 3 letter, I requested additional information regarding the transfer which we 
continue to believe is critical not only to the ability of third parties such as Del  Mar to respond to 
the positions advocated by LACF  and  LATC  but to the Board's ability to discharge its obligation 
to make decisions in the best interest of racing. We  are  informed by Mr. Wood's office that as 
of the date  hereof no such information has been filed. The  refusal of LACF and LATC to 
provide this information raises serious questions relating to due process, fairness and the 
adequacy of the record  before the Board  and  in itself is sufficient basis for denying the request 
under consideration. 

Instead of being forthcoming with such information, counsel to LACF submitted a letter 
on  June 12,2002, taking issue with  the  legal arguments raised by DMTC and repeatedly urging 
the Board to permit the transfer because it is  '!in the best interests of the people of California" 
and "in accord with the intent of the Horse  Racing  Law."  The constant references to this general 
standard obscure the obvious deficiencies in the legal position taken by LACF and ignore the 
fact that  where the law is clear, resort to a general  standard to reach a contrary result is not 
permitted. (See, Cal. Civ.  Code $3534. "Particular expressions qualify those which are 
general. ' I )  

P.O. Box 700 Del Mar, CA 92014-0700 858-755-1 141 
http://www.delmarracing.com 
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This letter is a brief response to the main points raised in the LACF's June 12 letter. 

A. If the  racing  dates  previously  allocated  to  LACF at Fairplex are transferred 
to  Santa  Anita,  LACF will be  precluded  from conducting satellite wagering 
at its  fairgrounds.  This result would not serve the interests of the  public or 
any  other  party  affected  by  this  transaction. 

There are two main reasons why the Horse Racing Law precludes LACF from 
conducting satellite wagering if its race dates are run at Santa Anita: (1) fairs in the Central zone 
are only permitted to conduct satellite wagering  if  they are eligible for an allocation of  racing 
days but are not licensed to do so, and (2) satellite wagering cannot be conducted within 20 
miles of an existing satellite wagering facility or any track unless the facility is located at a track 
where live racing is conducted. LACF  has  not  raised  any argument that would permit the CHRB 
to ignore these restrictions. 

1. Fairs  located  in  the  Central  zone are only  permitted  to conduct 
satellite  wagering if they  are  eligible for an allocation of racing days 
but are not licensed  to  conduct  racing. 

Business and Professions Code section 19605 provides, subject to certain limitations, that 
a licensed  racing association in the Central and Southern zones may operate a satellite wagering 
facility at its racetrack enclosure. Thus the law permits LACF, if it receives a license to conduct 
a race  meet, to conduct satellite wagering  at the same venue where its live racing dates are run. 
This section governs fair satellite wagering  when a fair is also a live racing fair and under  it  both 
racing fairs and other racing associations are treated equally. 

Business and Professions Code section 19605.2 authorizes any fair which conducted 
general fair activities in  1986 within the Central or Southern zone, l'and  which is eligible for an 
allocation of racing days pursuant to Section 19549, but which is not licensed to conduct a 
racing meeting, to locate a satellite wagering  facility at its fairgrounds ...." (Emphasis added..) 
This statute and the companion statutes authorizing satellite wagering at northern zone fair sites 
were enacted to give fair locations not offering live racing  an opportunity to participate. 

LACF argues circuitously and without authority that the statute somehow  only applies to 
the  "1ocating"of a new fair satellite facility, not one that was previously established. As is the 
case with virtually every argument asserted by LACF, this one ignores both the plain language as 
well as the intent of the section. From  the beginning, the Legislature clearly intended to provide 
a satellite wagering opportunity to non-racing fairs, but limited the opportunity to a location at 
the fairground site. 
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This point is made  clear by a review  of  subsequent amendments to the law  specifically 
permitting certain fairs to conduct satellite wagering  at sites away  from fairgrounds. In 1992,  the 
Governor  signed  SB  1605  (Kopp) (Stats. 1992,  Ch. 957) which  permitted the fairs in Fresno  and 
San  Joaquin  counties to operate a satellite wagering  facility either on their fairgrounds or on 
leased  premises outside the fairgrounds  (but  within the fair, or county,  boundaries).  As the 
attached  material  from the Governor’s  enrolled  bill file indicates, legislation was necessary  to 
permit those fairs to  conduct satellite wagering  away  from the fairgrounds, and the approval  was 
limited  to the Fresno  and  San  Joaquin  County  fairs.  (Exhibit  A.) In 1994, the Governor  signed 
AB 3287 (Tucker) (Stats. 1994,  Ch.  1213),  which  permitted the Humboldt  County  Fair to 
conduct satellite wagering at an off-fair site. 

The Los Angeles  County  Fair  has  received no such legislative authorization and 
accordingly is not  permitted to conduct satellite wagering at Fairplex Park if it is permitted  to 
transfer its racing  dates to Santa Anita  Park  under the fiction of  conducting  fair  racing  there. 
This fact alone  should  preclude the Board  from  finding that this transaction is in the public 
interest. 

2. Satellite wagering cannot  be conducted within 20 miles of an existing 
satellite wagering facility or any track unless the facility is located  at  a 
track where live racing is conducted. 

The same  legislation that authorized the Fresno  and San Joaquin County fairs to conduct 
off-fair site satellite wagering  (SB  1605),  recognized  the restriction absolutely prohibiting a 
second  facility  within 20 miles of an existing satellite wagering facility or race track. In order to 
facilitate the transmission of the night satellite signal  from the Los Alamitos Racing  Association 
to  Northern  California sites, including  fairs, the bill  provided  that the 20-mile prohibition could 
be  waived  by the existing facility. The  authority to waive the restriction is limited to the 

- Northern  zone. 

Business  and  Professions  Code section 19605(b) is quite clear, save for the exception 
noted  above,  that  no satellite wagering  facility “shall be located within 20 miles of any existing 
satellite wagering facility or  any  track  where a racing  association conducts a live racing 
meeting.” Thus, if Fairplex is within  twenty  miles  of Santa Anita and  no longer conducts live 
racing at its historic  racing  venue,  it  cannot  remain a satellite. 

Unbelievably,  LACF’s  response  attempts to circumvent this language by arguing  that 
Fairplex  is  “approximately” 20 miles  from Santa Anita.  Both of the attached  map exhibits 
(Exhibit B),  one of which was  obtained  through the Santa Anita web site, clearly indicate  that 
this statement is untrue.  Nonetheless,  LACF  cryptically states that “even if [the  Fairplex satellite 
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wagering facility] were located within 20  miles of Santa Anita the Section would  not  apply for 
reasons we  would  be  happy to share with the Board  but which appear to be  unnecessary to state 
at this juncture." Since LACF doesn't set out its argument, it appears unnecessary to respond. 
Moreover, given the time constraints the Board has placed on other parties no such arguments 
should even be considered. 

LACF does contend that Santa Anita could waive  the protection afforded by the statute. 
Since that authority is specifically limited to the Northern zone this contention cannot be taken 
seriously. 

B.  Business and Professions Code section  19530 and implementing regulations, 
as  well  the  Board's  interpretation  of  each, make clear that race  dates are 
allocated  to applicants at particular locations. 

The June 3,2002, letter submitted by  DMTC  covered the implications of Business and 
Professions Code sections 19530 (and  CHRB  Rule 1430) and 1953 1, which are addressed by 
LACF  in its June  12 response letter. The gist of  LACF's response is that the Board is free to 
allocate dates in whatever manner it chooses because the overarching consideration is the public 
interest and the purposes of the Horse Racing Law.  Although  DMTC has no quarrel with  the 
Board's  broad powers in the allocation process, the terms of the statute represent the ultimate 
expression of the public interest through the elected representatives of the people. 

In that vein, DMTC  would like to make one further point with respect to the dates 
allocation process. Section 19530 provides in pertinent part that the Board has authority to 
"allocate racing weeks to an applicant or applicants . . .and to specify such racing days, dates, 
and hoursfor horse racing meetings. . . .'I In other words, the statute allows the Board, upon 
application, to specify certain days, dates and hours for racing,  but also to specify the particular 
meet to which the dates belong.  The  Board itself acknowledges this responsibility in its 
allocation process. DMTC  attached to  its June 3 letter both a portion of the transcript from the 
Board meeting approving the dates for this calendar year  and the chart prepared by the staff.  In 
both cases, the Board made  reference to the particular location where the dates were to be run, 
which establishes that the Board views the dates allocation process as one of location as well as 
date. It  certainly makes sense that the Board views the process in this manner. 

Although Board  Rule 1430 permits the Board to nonetheless deny a license that is 
submitted for those dates and facilities, DMTC suggests that if a license is granted for different 
dates or locations, it is incumbent on the  Board to set forth the reasons for such a change, and to 
hear testimony about the effects that such a change  may have on the racing industry and  the 
public interest. The standard LACF  response that the best interests of racing and the public are 
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the only guideposts for the Board to follow ignores the statutory terms that must be reconciled 
and the lack of a record  of evidentiary support for such a change of position. 

Finally, with respect to Business and Professions Code section 1953 1, which limits the 
allocation of thoroughbred racing  weeks  in the Central  zone to 42 weeks, other  than at fairs, 
LACF argues that the statute should be read to provide for additional racing dates by fairs, rather 
than at fairs. As  DMTC  noted  in its earlier letter, the statute uses the term "at fairs" to describe 
the possibility of additional racing  weeks and there is no reason why the Board should not give 
effect to the plain meaning of the statute. The  words chosen by the Legislature should be 
respected.  The following illustration makes this point: What  if an Indian tribe attempted to 
lease land next to Santa Anita for a casino operation and  argued that the federal law which 
permits tribes to conduct gambling ''on Indian lands" should be construed to mean on any  land so 
long as the gambling was conducted "by the Tribe?" 

Conclusion. The theme of  LACF's position is that the Board should ignore the law so 
long as it serves the public interest. In its pursuit of the public interest LACF refuses to release 
information or to provide evidence of how the transaction is in the public interest; apparently  in 
the hope that the Board will respond  favorably to unsubstantiated representations. This path  will 
lead to the demise of fair racing as we  know it as racing dates become commodities and  buyers 
and sellers line up to take advantage of the precedents set by this transaction.. Perhaps this is a 
desirable result as a matter of public policy. However,  we believe strongly that the Legislature 
has  already spoken on this matter  and that the  Board should deny the request as contrary to both 
law and the public interest. 

Sincerely, 

d 
Craig R. Fravel 

CRF/mc 
Attachments 
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QUENTIN L. KOPP 
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REPRESENTING  SAN  FRANCISCO  AND  SAN  MATE0  COUNTIES 

August 28, 1992 

Hon.  Pete  Wilson 
Governor,  State  of  California 
State  Capitol 
Sacramento, CA 95814 SENATE BILL 1605 

Attn:  Ms.  Karen  Morgan 

Dear  Pete: 

I respectfully  request  that  you  sign  Senate  Bill 1605-- 
relative  to  horse  racing. 

This  measure  authorizes  an  existing  satellite  wagering 
facility  or  race  track  in  the  northern  zone  only  to  permit 
another  satellite  facility  to  be  established  within 20 miles,  if, 
and  only  if,  the  existing  facility  agrees.  Under  existing  law 
there  is  an  absolute  prohibition  against a second  facility  within 
20 miles.  This  legislation  grants  authority  to  the  existing 
track  to  allow  another  facility  to  be  located  within 20 miles,  if 
it so desires. 

The  bill  also  allows  the  district  agricultural 
associations  in  Fresno  and  San  Joaquin  counties  only  either  to 
operate a satellite  wagering  facility  on  their  fairgrounds  or 
leased  premises  without  the  fairgrounds.  In  both  Fresno  County 
and  San  Joaquin  County,  the  county  fairs  are  in  areas  which  are 
generally  not  frequented  in  the  evening.  Granting  these  two 
counties  the  ability  to  locate a satellite  wagering  facility  in 
an  area  of  the  county  which  is  more  traveled  in  the  evening  will 
increase  usage,  and  also  increase  revenues  to  the  state. 

Please  note  this  legislation  specifies  that  the  district 
agricultural  associations  in  Fresno  and  San  Joaquin  counties  may 
utilize  only  one  facility. 1-1 EXHIBIT 
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This measure is sponsored by the L o s  Alamitos  Racing 
Association and is also supported by the California Harness 
Horsemen's  Association and the Horsemen's Quarter  Horse  Racing 
Association. 

Thank you  in  advance  for  your consideration. 

QLK: jm 
Enclosure 
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ENROLLED BILL REPORT - 
BILL NUMBER 

DEPARTMENT OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE SB 1605 
AUTHOR 1 KOPP .- 

I SUMMARY 

SB 1605 (Kopp) 

I SUMMARY: 

This bill would permit the waiver, under  specified conditions, of a  restriction contained in 
current law prohibiting a satellite  wagering  facility  from  being  located  within 20 miles of an 
existing racetrack  or existing satellite wagering  facility  located in the northern zone of the  state. 
Additionally, this  bill  would permit any  county fair or district agricultural association in  San 
Joaquin or Fresno County  to operate  a satellite  wagering  facility  on  leased premises within  the 
boundaries of that fair or district agricultural association, under  specified conditions. 

IMPACT ASSESSMENT: 

Under existing law, the California Horse Racing  Board  may authorize satellite wagering, with 
prescribed exceptions, to be  conducted by a racing  association  which is licensed to  conduct a 
racing meeting, or at  any fair, with  the approval of the  Department of Food and Agriculture. 
Upon'  approval by the Governor, satellite  wagering may also be  conducted  on  Indian 
reservations. 

Additionally, under current law, no satellite wagering facility, except a facility that is located 
at a  track where live racing is conducted, shall be  located within 20 miles  of  any existing 
satellite wagering facility or at any track where a racing  association conducts a  live racing 
meeting,  with prescribed exceptions in the southern  zone. 

This bill permits any existing  satellite  wagering  facility or racing association in  the northern zone 
to  waive the 20 mile prohibition and  consent  to the location of another satellite wagering facility 
within  the 20 mile limit. 

& .l;g 
h. v 

Yote: Ayes q-' .. Ayes  23. 
Assembly Noes 30 Senate N o e s  9 
RECOMMENCMTICW: 

/x7 SIGN 7 VETO DEFER TO - 
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This bill would also permit any  county fair or district agricultural association in San  Joaquin or 
Fresno County to  operate  a satellite  wagering  facility  with  the approval of the department and 
the authorization of the  board  on  leased premises within  the boundaries of that fair or district 
agricultural association. 

If this bill results  in the  opening of  new markets for satellite  wagering in northern California, 
increases in overall attendance and handle  can  be  projected  with corresponding increases in 
revenues to the General Fund. 

ARGUMENTS PRO AND CON: 

Los Alamitos Racing  Association is the  sponsor of this  bill  and contends that since the  two 
northern California  private racetracks (Golden  Gate  and  Bay  Meadows) are refusing to accept 
the night signal  from Los Alamitos,  this  bill  would  expand  the number of facilities accepting  the 
night signal in the northern zone. 

The  author contends that  this  bill  would permit any county fair or district agricultural association 
in the Counties of San  Joaquin or Fresno to locate a satellite facility in  more  desirable leased 
premises off-site and  could improve attendance and  handle  over current levels. 

The  California Council on  Alcohol Problems and  Committee  on Moral Concerns are both 
opposed to this legislation contending that its provisions will increase compulsive gambling in 
the  state. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

This bill could potentially expand  the  satellite  wagering  sites in northern California by permitting 
any county fair  or district agricultural association in San Joaquin or Fresno County  to locate 
facilities in more  desirable locations, thereby  having a positive impact on state license fee 
revenues. 

2 



DE TTMENT OF FINANCE ENROLLED BILL  . iPORT 

AMENDMENT DATE: August 25,  1992 
RECOMMENDATION: Veto 

. . SPONSOR: Los A lami tos   Rac ing   Assoc ia t ion  
. - Assembly:  43/30 

. Senate:  23/9 

B I L L  NUMBER: SB 1605 
AUTHOR: Kopp 

B I L L  SUMMARY 

HORSE RACING: NORTHERN ZONE SATELLITE WAGERING 

T h i s   b i l l   w o u l d   p e r m i t  any f a i r   i n   t h e   n o r t h e r n  zone t o   o p e r a t e  a s a t e l l i t e   w a g e r i n g  
f a c i l i t y   w i t h i n  20 m i l e s   o f  an e x i s t i n g   s a t e l l i t e   f a c i l i t y   o r   r a c e   t r a c k ,   w i t h   t h e  
p e r m i s s i o n   o f   t h e   C a l   i f o r n i a   H o r s e   R a c i n g   B o a r d  (CHRB) and t h e   D e p a r t m e n t   o f  Food  and 
A g r i c u l t u r e  (DFA) .  The s a t e l l i t e   w a g e r i n g   f a c i l i t i e s   i n  San Joaqu in   o r   F resno  
c o u n t i e s   c o u l d   b e   l o c a t e d   a t   l e a s e d   f a c i l i t i e s  away f r o m   t h e   r a c e t r a c k   e n c l o s u r e .  

FISCAL SUMMARY so 
LA 
co (F isca l   Impact   bv  F isca l   Year)  

Code/Department RV ( D o l l a r s   i n  Thousands) 
Agency o r  Revenue LC PROP , Code 

Tvpe - -  LR 98 FC 1992-93 FC 1993-94 FC 1994-95  Fund 

1109-Horse  rac ing - - - - - - - - - -  See F i s c a l   A n a l y s i s - - - - - - - - - - -  OOl/GF 

COMMENTS 

T h i s   b i l l   c o u l d  expand s a t e l l i t e   w a g e r i n g   i n   t h e   n o r t h e r n  zone.  Finance i s  
c o n c e r n e d   t h a t   a d d i t i o n a l   s a t e 1  1 i t e   f a c i l  i t i e s  will e n c o u r a g e   b e t t o r s   t o   p l a c e  
wagers o f f - t r a c k   r a t h e r   t h a n   a t   t h e   r a c e t r a c k  where t h e   l i v e   r a c i n g   i s   o c c u r r i n g -  
S t a t e   l i c e n s e   f e e s   f o r   o f f - t r a c k  w a g e r s   a r e   a p p r o x i m a t e l y   o n e - h a l f   t h e   l i c e n s  
f e e s   f o r   o n - t r a c k   w a g e r s .  

0 Sta te   Genera l  Fund h o r s e   r a c i n g   r e v e n u e   h a s   d e c l i n e d   s i g n i f i c a n t l y  as a r e s u l t   o f  
s h i f t s   f r o m   o n - t r a c k   t o   o f f - t r a c k   w a g e r i n g .  

0 R e l o c a t i n g   t h e   S t o c k t o n  and F r e s n o   s a t e l l i t e   f a c i l i t i e s  away f r o m   t h e   r a c e t r a c k  
e n c l o s u r e s   c o u l d   r e s u l t   i n   m i n o r   i n c r e a s e s   i n   a t t e n d a n c e ,   h a n d l e ,  and S ta te   ho rse  
rac ing   revenue .  

0 This  measure  would  set  a p r e c e d e n t   f o r   a l l o w i n g   f a i r s   t o   o p e r a t e   s a t e l l i t e  
f a c i l i t i e s  away f r o m   t h e i r   f a i r g r o u n d s .  

Anal ,yst /Pr i   nci   pal   Date  Program  Budget Mana e r   D a t e  
( 7 2 3 )  L. Noia 
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i I ii.i.J’ /QLL 
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BILL ANALYSIS/ENROLLED BILL REPORT--(CONTINUED) Form DF-43 
AUTHOR AMENDMENT DATE BILL NUMBER 

KOPP August 25,  1992 SB 1605 

SUMMARY OF CHANGES 

Amendments to  this bill since our last analysis of the Auqust 5, 1992 version  are 
minor and do not alter our previous analysis. 

ANALYSIS 

A. Specific Findings 

Under current law, satellite wagering facilities may be operated in the northern 
zone, subject to certain conditions, by racing associations which conduct live 
horse racing, county fairs, district agricultural associations, and citrus fruit 
fairs. The satellite wagering facilities must be located at the racing 
association’s racetrack enclosure or on the grounds of the fair. Fair satellite 
facilities may  not  be  located within 20 miles of another satellite facility or 
live racetrack, unless live racing is conducted by the fair. 

This bill would permit-any fair located in the northern zone  to operate a 
satellite wagering facility with the approval of the CHRB and the DFA. The new 
satellite facilities could be located within 20 miles of existing satellite 
facilities and racetracks. 

This bill  is sponsored by a Southern California harness racing association which 
reportedly wishes to increase the availability of satellite wagering facilities 
in the San Francisco Bay  Area after unsuccessfully negotiating with Bay Meadows 
and Golden Gate Fields racetracks to accept the association’s signals. 
located in Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Francisco, and San Mateo counties 
would be among those eligible to open new satellite facilities. 

This bill would also permit any county fair  or district agricultural association 
in San Joaquin or Fresno counties, to locate satellite facilities on  leased 
premises away from the racetrack enclosures; only one satel 1 i te facil i ty could be 
operated, subject to the approval of the DFA and  CHRB. 

This provision is supported by the California Authority of Racing Fairs (CARF), 
which reportedly believes relocation of the existing Stockton and Fresno satellite 
facilities to more desirable market areas could improve attendance and handle over 
current 1 eve1 s .  This measure would set a precedent for a1 1 owing fairs to operate 
satellite facilities away  from their fairgrounds. 

B. Fiscal Analysis 

Finance cannot be certain of the fiscal  impact of this bill. 

If the provisions allowing additional satellite facilities in the northern zone 
simply made satel 1 i te wagering on harness racing avail ab1 e in areas where it  would 
otherwise not  be available, there could be a minor increase in State horse racing 
revenue. However, additional satellite wagering facilities in the geographic area 
of Bay Meadows and Golden Gate Fields could result in further shifts from on-track 
to  off-track wagering on those associations‘ races. Finance staff note that State 
license fees for off-track wagers are approximately one-half  the license fees of 
on-track wagers; therefore, in order to obtain revenue neutrality, as many new 
bettors would  need to be attracted to satell i te wagering as the number that shift 
from on-track wagering. 

- 
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. KOPP  August 25,  1992 SB 1605 

ANALYSIS (continued) 

B. Fiscal Analysis (continued) 

Shifts from on-track  to off-track wagering have significantly reduced State 
General  Fund horse racing revenue.  General  Fund revenue has declined from $111 
million in 1986-87 (the year prior to legislation permitting Statewide satellite 
wagering), to Finance’s 1992-93 May Revision estimate of $83 million; during the 
same time period, wagering has  increased from $2.2 billion to a projected $3 
billion. 

Relocation of the Stockton and Fresno satellite facilities to more desirable 
locations could increase attendance and  hand1 e at the facil i ties, thereby 
increasing State horse racing license fee revenue. 





1' 

-- 

THIRD Ri 

SENATE RULES COMMITTEE 
Office of 

Senate Floor Analyses 
1020 N Street, Suite 524 

445-6614 

Committee Votes: 
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Bill No. SB 1605 

Author: Kopp (I) 

Amended: 4 / 6 / 9 2  

Vote Required: 21 

Senate Floor Vote: 

. ,~  .,. 
\ Assembly Floor Vote: 

SUBJECT: Horseracing:  Satellite  Wagering 

SOURCE: Los Alamitos  Racing  Association 

DIGEST: This  bill  allows  any  county  fair,  district  agricultural  association,  or 
citrus  fair  in  the  northern  racing zone, with  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Food 
and  Agriculture  and  authorization of the  California  Horse  Racing Board (CHRB),  to 
operate  a  satellite  wagering  facility  on  leased  premises  within  the  boundaries  of 
that  fair  or  district  agricultural  association. 

Provides  that  in  the  northern  zone,  a  racing  association,  or  any  existing  satellite 
wagering  facility  may  waive  the  present 20 mile  limit  restriction  as  specified,  and 
consent to the  location  of  another  satellite  wagering  facility  within 20 miles. 

ANALYSIS: Current  law  allows  the  CHRB,  with  the  approval of the  Department  of  Food 
and  Agriculture, to permit  a  county  fair,  district  agricultural  association,  or 
citrus  fair to operate a satellite  wagering  facility  at  its  fairgrounds  as  specified. 
Additionally,  under  present  law,  no  satellite  wagering  facility,  except  a  facility 
that is located  at a track  where  live  racing  is  conducted,  can  be  located  within 20 
miles  of  any  existing  satellite  facility  or  any  track  where  an  association  conducts 
live  racing  as  specified.  Existing  law  also  requires  a  satellite  wagering  facility to 
be  located  at an association's  racetrack  enclosure,  or  at  specified  fairs  eligible 

. .  ' .  . .  ., for  an  allocation  of  racing  days  by  the  CHRB. . ,  
, ,: ::., I 
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Last  year, SB 944, (Maddy),  Chapter 424, Statutes  of 1991, was  enacted  into  law 

Section  19605  of  the  Business  and  Professions  Code,  Subdivision  (b)  was  one  of  the 
major  provisions of this  bill,  and  prohibits  the  CHRB  from  locating  a  satellite 
wagering  facility  within 20 miles  of  an  existing  satellite  wagering  facility  or any 
track  where  a  racing  association  conducts  a  live  racing  meeting. In changing  the 20 
mile  restriction,  this  bill  also  deletes  the  restriction  that  a  satellite  facility,  be 
located  only at an  association's  racetrack  enclosure  or  a  fair  eligible  for  an 
allocation  of  racing  days  by the CHRB. 

... ,- providing  inter-track  satellite  wagering  in  the  central  and  southern  racing  zones. 

FISCAL  EFFECT:  Appropriation: No Fiscal  Committee:  Yes  Local: No 

Senate  Appropriations  Committee  analysis  indicates:  Additional  satellite  wagering 
facilities  may  encourage  betters  to  wager  at  these  facilities  and  not  at  on-track 
facilities.  This  bill  would  result  in a potential  revenue  loss  in  that  the  state 
receives  half  as  much  in  license  fees  from  on-track  wagering. 

A  two-year  study in Los Angeles  showed  a  35%  shift  in  on-track  wagering  to  off-track 
wagering  after new satellite  facilities  became  available. 

SUPPORT:  (Verified  5/6/92) 

Los  Alamitos  Racing  Association  (source) 

OPPOSITION:  (Verified  5/6/92) 

California  Council on Alcohol  Problems 
Committee on Moral  Concerns 

I ,. 
. .  

1 

ARGUMENTS IN SUPPORT:  The  author  is  carrying SB 1605  on  behalf  of  the Los Alamitos 
Racing  Association.  Los  Alamitos  states  that  for  the  past year, negotiations  with 
Golden  Gate  Fields  and  Bay  Meadows  that  would  allow  these  tracks  to  accept  the  Los 
Alamitos  Association's  harness  racing  signal  via  satellite  have been  unsuccessful. 
Los  Alamitos  claims  that  the  fees  requested  by  the  two  northern  tracks  are 
unreasonable. 

As  a  result  of  this  disagreement,  Los  Alamitos  has  requested  the  introduction  of SB 
1605,  with the  major  intent  of  authorizing  the  establishment of satellite  wagering 
facilities on  leased  premises  within  the  boundaries  of  the  described  fairs  in  the 
northern  zone. If a  facility  proposed  under  this  measure  is  within 20 miles  of  any 
existing  racing  association  or  satellite  wagering  facility,  consent  must  be  obtained 
prior to its  establishment. 

ARGUMENTS  IN  OPPOSITION:  Golden  Gate  Fields  and  Bay  Meadows  strongly  object to 
language of the  bill  which  allows  the  fairs  to  establish  satellite  wagering 
facilities at locations  other  than  their own fairgrounds.  This  bill  puts  these  fairs 
in  a  unique  position  not  shared  by  private  tracks,  of  being  able  to  locate  facilities 
offsite.  They  believe  that  if  satellite  wagering  is  to  be  expanded  beyond  existing 
track  enclosures  and  fairgrounds,  that  it  should  be  done  by  private  companies  who are 
free of bureaucratic  constraints,  and  who  are  putting  their own money,  not  taxpayers 
money  at  risk 

, .  , 
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The  California  Council  on  Alcohol  Problems and  Committee on  Moral  Concerns believes 
that compulsive gambling is a growing  problem in  America,  and  are  opposed to any 
further  expansion  of gambling  opportunities.  They  state that SB 1605 is not in the 
best  interest of the people  of California. 

, .  c 
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MapQuest: Driving Directions: North America wysiwyg://91/http://wwww.mapquest.c ... s=CA&2z=9lOO7&2y=US&lr=2&x=76&y=lO 

1: Start  out  going East on W  MCKINLEY 0.50 miles 1 AVE towards CANYON  WAY by turning 
left. 

2: Turn LEFT onto N  WHITE  AVE. 1.20  miles 
3: Turn LEFT onto ARROW  HWY. 3.34  miles 
4: Turn LEFT to take  the 1-210 W ramp 0.19 miles 

5: Merqe onto  1-210 W. 12.42  miles 
6: Take the HUNTINGTON  DR exit  towards  0.30  miles 

towards PASADENA. 

ARCADIA. 
7:  Turn RIGHT onto W  HUNTINGTON  DR. 1.32  miles 

otal  Estimated Time: Total Distance: 
19.29 miles 

1-1 EXHIBIT 



Locating Smta Anita http://www.santaanita.com/2001/directions.html 

Locating Santa  Anita Park 

Santa Anita Park is located in Arcadia California, a residential community 14 miles northeast of 
downtown Los Angeles. The race track property is 320 acres bounded by Huntington Drive, 
Baldwin Avenue, Colorado Street, and Colorado Place. The Santa Anita Fashion Park mall 
lies southwest of the race track. 

Major freeways giving access to Santa Anita are the Foothill Freeway (1-210) on  the north, San 
Bernardino Freeway (1-10) on  the south, the San Gabriel River (I-605), Orange (75) Freeways 
on the east and the Pasadena (1 IO) and Glendale (2) Freeways on the west. 

Directions from Area Airports 

Los  Angeles International Airport 

Santa Anita is 30 miles from the Los Angeles International Airport. To reach Santa Anita from 
LAX, take the Century Freeway (105) east to  the Harbor Freeway (1  IO). Then take the Harbor 
Freeway north to Orange Grove in Pasadena. Turn left on Orange Grove and take it to the 
1-210 Freeway east. Exit at Baldwin and turn right. 

Hollywood-Burbank Airport 

Santa Anita is 21 miles from the Hollywood-Burbank Airport. To reach Santa Anita from the 
airport, take the Golden State Freeway (1-5) south to the 134 Freeway east. The 134 will 
become the 1-210 Freeway east. Exit at Baldwin and turn right. 

Ontario Airport 

Santa Anita is 37 miles from the Ontario Airport. To reach Santa Anita from the airport, take 
the San Bernardino Freeway (1-10) west to  the 1210 Freeway west. Exit at Baldwin. Turn right 
on Foothill and right again on Baldwin. 

Local Streets Around Santa Anita 
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Locating  Santa  Anita 

Map of Los Angeles Area Freeways 
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Get turn-by-turn directions from your location to Santa Anita 

Enter an address to  get MapBlast  Directions: 

IFrom: 
1101 W Mckinley  Ave - Street 
Pomona, CA . - City, State  [or Zip] 

I USA 1 - Country 

To: 
Santa  Anita Park 
285 W Huntington  Drive 
Arcadia, CA 91066 

. .  

Ask for the Santa 
Anita Park Horsemans Rate when you call for reservations 
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From: 1 101 W McKinlev  Ave 
Pomona,  CA 9 1 768- 1639 

Arcadia,  CA  91007-3439 
To: 285 W Huntington Dr 

I 
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