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AGENDA

Action Item

1. Discussion and action by the Board on the request to change the site for the allocated
race dates for the Los Angeles County Fair (LACF) from LACF’s Fairplex Park to the
Santa Anita Race Track.

Additional information regarding this meeting may be obtained from Roy C. Wood, Jr.,
Executive Director, at the CHRB Administrative Office, 1010 Hurley Way, Suite 300,
Sacramento, CA 95825; telephone (916) 263-6000; fax (916) 263-6042. A copy of this notice
can be located on the CHRB website at www.chrb.ca.gov
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ITEM 1

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

DOCUMENTS IN SUPPORT OF FAIRPLEX
REQUEST TO CHANGE RACING SITE.

A. INDUSTRY

B. PUBLIC - NO DOCUMENTS RECEIVED

DOCUMENTS IN OPPOSITION TO FAIRPLEX
REQUEST TO CHANGE RACING SITE.

A. INDUSTRY

B. PUBLIC

LEGAL DOCUMENTS






#1 A. DOCUMENTS IN SUPPORT - INDUSTRY

e Letter from Jim Henwood, Fairplex
o Letter from Jack Liebau, Magna
e Prepared statement from Jim Henwood, Fairplex

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

¢ Letter from Michael Seder, Fairplex
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FAIRPLEX

May 22,2002
BY FAX AND MAIL

Roy Ii. Wood, Jr.

Executive Sceretary
California Horse Racing Board
1010 Hurley Street, Sutte 300
Sacramento, Ca. 95825

Re:  Proposed relocation of Loy Angeles Cbumy Fair Race Meeting to Santa
Anita Park.

Dear Mr. Wood: ;

I.ast September, the California Horse Racing Board awarded the following race
dates, Seplember 13 thru 29, 2002, to the Los Angeles County Fair Association
("LACF"). 'This award of dales was consistent with the requircments of the section

19549 of the Horse Racing Law (Calif. Bus. & Prof. Code §19549) requiring that "any
fair racing association which conducted racing in the central or southern zone prior
January 1. 1980, shall be allocatcd up to three weeks plracing.” At the time the CHRB
acted it was assumed that the meeting would be run at the LACF's Fairplcx Park race
facility.

The LACF has recently successtully ncgotiated an agreement with the Los
Angeles Turf Club, Inc. to run its annual Scptember race meeting at the Santa Anita Race
Track. Thus, [.ACF intends 1o filc an application with this Board to run its September
2002 race meeting al that venue. Tlowever, since the filing of such an application will be
a departurc from our past fi ilings, we [clt it appropriatg to brmg this matter to the Board's
attention before the liling of the application itsell. We do this in an abundance of caution
given the wording of this Boards Rule 1430 to the effect that the Board allocates racing
weeks and dates in the State for "such time periods and at such racing facilities as the
Board detcrmines will best subserve the purposes of the Horse Racing Law and which
will be in the best interests of the pcople of California in accord with the intent ol the
Horse Racing Law.”

We note that Rule 1430 also states that the "a]locauon of racing weeks and dates
docs not commit the Board to the granting of a license to conduct a horscracing meeting
to any specific racing association nor for the allocated time period nor at the racing

L “==AacHny scheduled for such racing weeks and dates." There would therefore seem to be

little question that the Board has authority to grant | ACF a licensc to run its September
2002 race meeting 4t Santa Anita rather than at F‘ur}icx Park.

i
P.O. Box 2250, Pomona, CA 91769-2250 1101 West McKinley Avenue, Pomona, CA 91768
Tolephone (909) 623-3111  Fax (8089) 865-3602 www.ifairplex.com
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There are numerous reasons for our decision Lo run our race meeting at a major
venue such as Santa Anita. It would be impossible 10 state all of those reasons in this
letter. Suffice it to say that LACF has been criticized by the raung industry for its 5/8"-
milc race track with its tight turns and for the lack of a grass racing surface. Asa
consequence of these criticisms. we m the reeent past explored the possibility of
increasing the size of our facility, but frankly the economics of our threc week meeting
do not make an investment of thts type feasible. As a conscquence we faced the prospect
of continuing to run on our 5/ 8% track or seck permission to run our races at a major
racing venuc. Santa Anita fills all of our desires. It is a major and historic race venue, 1t
has an cxcellent main racing surface and turf course. Tt will allow the LACF to conduct
turf racing as well as racing on the main track, will allow us to attract quality horscs,
improve our stakes program and provide Southern Califomia horsemen and race fans a
better racing cxperience than we could provide them at Fairplex.

We intend 10 tard races of the same levels as we have historically carded,
including races for breeds other than the thoroughbred breed. We will keep our stable
and training facility open for horsemen during our mgeting and during the other portions
of the year that we have historically kept the facility gpen. No one will suffer any
prejudice as a result of our proposed move. i

In short, we believe that the relocation of our face meeting to Santa Anita will be
in the best interest of California racing and will better subserve the intent of the Racing
Law. We anticipate better attendance, higher daily higndle, and higher fan and horsemen
satisfaction. The net result should he higher purscs, l?ighcr commissions and higher
hicense lees for the State of Califonua. We thercfore respectfully request that you
approve the change of venue [or our 2002 meeting from Fairplex Park in Pomona,
California to Santa Anita Park in Arcadia, Califomia.

Since time is of the essence, | would hope thy this marter can be placed on the
agenda (or the Board's meeting of June 6. 2002, such that we may timely filc a liccnse
application in accordance with the Board's desires anil determination,

Yours very truly,

[LOS ANGELLS COUNTY
FAIR ASSOCIATION

" c_g </Je/nw'm>—.o
dames llenwaood ('ua)

President

. —— s




ITEM 1A

May 31, 2002

The Honorable Alan W. Landsburg, Chairman
The Honorable Roger H. Licht, Vice Chairman
The Honorable William Bianco, Member

The Honorable Shery! 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

1010 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 | 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



Commissioners
Page Two
May 31, 2002

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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May 31, 2002

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






ITEM 1A

Prepared Statement from 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 front 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 Pomona or at Santa Anita.



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 from
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.

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

suggested that a change be made in the racing calendar in Southern
d—‘



California. They felt that racing should be held on a mile track in September

and that Pomona’s track was inadequate.

In January/February 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.

At the June 1996 meeting of the Dates Committee of the CHRB, a proposalv
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. |
In 1996, CTT, a trainer’s organization, announced publicly that they felt that
California needed first-class racing in September.

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.



e By January 1997, it was agreed by all parties that weekend racing at
Hollywood Park overlapping the Fair would not work.

e 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.

e At ahearing 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

of}& 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. Cqunty 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 from Hollywood Park,
Santa Anita, Oak Tree, Del Mar arid TOC. Discussions focused on the future

of the racing industry and where the LACF race meet fit into that future.



e 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 our 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 frankly, we are confused
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

4
outstanding facility with the amenities that today’s race fan demands. Close



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
Ozk 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

¥V
comply with the deadline for submission. We need to know whether we may



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.
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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
1010 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 handie, 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, PO.Box 60014, Arcadia, CA 91066-6014 (626) 574-7223 Fax (626) 446-9565



Commissioners -2- June 3, 2002

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 $11,091,605 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.

e,

F. JadklLiebau
JL:mf

cc. Roy C. Wood



STAKE SCHEDULE

Friday, September 13
Saturday, September 14
Sunday, September 15
Monday, September 16

Wednesday, September 18
Thursday, September 19

Friday, September 20
Saturday, September 21
Sunday, September 22
Mdnday, 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 3YO $200,000
Phil D. Shepherd Handicap 3 & Up $150,000
Aprisa Handicap 3& Up $100,000
C B Afflerbaugh Starter 3 & Up $55,000
($25,000 Starter)

- Beau Brummel Stakes 2YO $55,000
Bustles & Bows Stakes F,2YO $55,000
Bangles & Beads Handicap F/M | $100,000

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

Pio Pico Handicap F/M(CB) $75,000

Las Madrinas Starter F/M $55,000
($25,000 Starter)

Stute Starter Handicap J&Up $55,000
{$25,000 Starter) )

Foothill Stakes 3YO $55,000

Barrett’s Juvenile ' 2Y0O

Barrett’s Debutante F,2YO

1 Mile

1 1/16 Miles
1 1/16 Miles
6 Furlongs .

6 ¥ Flrlongs (T)
5 V. Furlongs

5 %2 Furlongs
6 Furlbngs
7 Furlongs
7 Furlbngs

6 Y2 Furlongs (T)
1 1/8 Miles (T)
6V Furlbngs

$100,000 6 Y Furlongs

$100,000 6 Y Furlongs



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

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $8,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-year-0lds ..........o..... 119 lbs. [ AR 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races smce July 15-allowed. 2lbs.
A race since then : 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
SIX FURLONGS
SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $16 000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWAR
Three Yea:sOld —p 11X [0, - OO 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25, 000 if for $22,500, allowed 2lbs.
SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
THIRD RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDENS THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN
CALIFORNIA .
& THI® YEarS Old .o 119105, .. 1221bs.
CLAIMING PRICE 3 , if for $28,000, allowed 2 bbs.
SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN
PURSE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $13,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN FILLIES,
TWO YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
’% Weight 118 bs.
(Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts prefered).
SIX FURLONGS
5 FIFTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NEVER

WON TWO RACES
Three-year-oids ... . 118 bs. < O s 122 bbs.

CLAIMING PRICE 36,250
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH




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

6 SIXTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $11,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Three-yeamlds .................. . 118 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races atamuleorover
since July 15 allowed. . 2ibs.
One such race since then . 4bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered).
ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH
7 SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $18,000. FOR THREE-YEAR OLDS AND UPWARD
Threeyeamlds L0 L 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two nce July 15 a!lowod 2bs.
A race since then 4ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed 2 Ibs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $10,000 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE

PURSE $42,000. (PLUS UP TO $12,600 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 WHICHHAVE NEVER
WON TWO RACES

Three-year-0lds ........ceeeceereres 118 1bs. [0+ GOt 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming, or starter at a mile or over allowed.... o 2 1S,
One such race other than claiming or starter 4bbs. -

(Non-starters for a claiming price of $25,000 or Jess in their last three starls preferred).
ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH (On the Turf)

NINTH RACE STAKE

E. B. Johnston Stakes
$125,000 Guaranteed

FOR FILLIES AND MARES THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD. By subscription of $100
each to accompany the nomination and $500 fo start with $100,000 Guaranteed. $60,000 to
the winner, $20,000 to second, $12,000 to third, $6,000 to fourth and $2,000 to fifth.

Three-Year-Olds: 117 Ibs. Older: 122 Ibs.
NOMINATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2002

ONE MILE

1

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

WON A RACE IN 2002
Three-year-olds ....c..ccverrenee. 1181bS. L0, ¢ SO 122 bs.

CLAIM!NG PRICE $10 000
ONE MILE




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

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $8,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Threeyear-olds .................... 119 Ibs. O coveenerenrecmmereaaccnsesraerenesessssnins 122 tbs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 21bs.
A race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
SIX FURLONGS
2 SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $16,000. FOR MAIDENS THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Thiee Years Old —..wrrvren 1191bs. (0117 SO, 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed 21lbs.
SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
3 THIRD RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
& Three Years O v 191bs. 0 S — 122 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, tt for $28,000, allowed 2 bs.
SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN
PURSE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, TWO
YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
% Wi 118 bs.
(Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their fast three starls preferred).
SIX FURLONGS
5 FIFTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO RACES
Three-year-olds ... O orrmssersmnrrssssrssnsnene 122 105

CLAIMING PRICE SG,250
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH




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

6 SIXTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $11 000. FOR FILLIES THREE YEARS OLD
LS EE T o — 20 1bs. 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races ala mﬂe [ 4 wer
since July 15 allowed. 2lbs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $5,250 or less not considered).
ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH
SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING

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

Three-year-olds w..ccumemmmennenss 118 Ibs. L8141 SOOI 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000
ONE MILE

EIGHTH RACE ! CLAIMING
PURSE $32,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Three-year-ol 7 - 1191bs. [0 - O 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 afiowed. . 2 lbs.
A race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 21lbs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $25,000 or fess not considered).

SIX FURLONGS
NINTH RACE STAKE

Ralph M. Hinds Derb
$200,000 Guarantee

FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS. By subscription of $200 each to accompany the nomination and
$2,000 to start with $200,000 Guaranteed. $120,000 fo the winner, $40,000 o second,
$24,000 to third, $12,000 to fourth and $4,000 to fifth. Weight: 122 bbs.
NOMINATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2002

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH

10

TENTH RACE ALLOWANCE

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

Three-yeamlds ...................... 118 Ibs. (077, - o —— 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming, or starter at a mile o over allowed ...21bs.
One such race other than claiming or starter 4lbs.
(Ns).

ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH (On the Turf)




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

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $9,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
ThIEE-YEAr-0/S wrmemrrresrnn 118 IBS: OMET o smrsesimsnssrssssns 122bs.
Non-winners of two races at a mle or over
since July 15 allowed 2lbs. -
One such race since then 4 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
SECOND RACE MAIDEN

PURSE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN FILLIES,
TWO YEARS OLD
Weight 118 Ibs.
(Non«sladers for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts preferred).

SIX FURLONGS

g;oo

THIRD RACE ? MAIDEN
PURSE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, THREE
YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA

Three Years Old —.eveecceceeceeens 1197bs. Ofder . SR .74 -4
(Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three stans preferred)

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS

o=

FOURTH RACE ] CLAIMING
PURSE $40,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,800 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS

Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aflowed. 21bs.
A race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $62,500, for each $2,500 to $55,000 1 lbs.

(Maiden and claiming races for $50,000 or less not considered).
ABOUT SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS (On the Turf)

FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $18,000. FOR FlLLlES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Thre&yearolds .................... 119 Ibs. [0, =T OO 22 1bs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 alfowed. 21bs.
A race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed 2 Ibs.

(Races for $10,000 or less not considered).
) SIX FURLONGS




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

SIXTH RACE ALLOWANCE

PURSE $41,000. (PLUS UP TO $12,300 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

anee-year-ol R |1 X Olider .. reeosssassssens 122 Ibs.
-Non-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming, or starter a!lownd 21bs.
A race other than claiming or starter 4 lbs.

SIX FURLONGS
SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $32,000. (PLUS UP TO $3,840 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES AND MARES THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

Three-year-olds ... 9ibs. L6 -1 O 122 tbs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aflowed 2bs.
A race since then 4 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 21bs.
(Races for $25,000 or less not considered).

+ SIX FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING .

PURSE $42,000. (PLUS UP TO $12,600 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR FILLIES AND
MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NOT WON ETHER
$3,000 OTHER THAN MAIDEN, CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER
WON TWO RACES OR CLAIMING PRICE OF $40,000

Thiee-Year-0lds ... 118 Ibs. COider .... oo 122 105,
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed 2bs.
One such race since then 4 lbs.
{Races for $32,000 or less not considered).
{Allowance horses preferred).

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
NINTH RACE STAKE

Phil D. Shepherd 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. $90,000 to the winner, $30,000 to second, gt he

. Sb
NO!&INATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2002

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
1 O TENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $26,000. FOR THREE -YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Three-year—old ....................... 8 ibs. [0 > S 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mﬂe or over
since July 15 allowed 21bs.
One such race since then 4ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed 2 lbs.

“(Maiden and claiming races for $16,000 or less not considered).

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH

Stakes Closing Friday, September 13, 2002
C. B. Afflerbaugh Starter Handicap
Purse $55,000 Added
Three-year-olds And Upward Six and One-half Furongs (Turf)
(To be run Wednesday, September 18, 2002)
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FOURTH DAY -- MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 2002
{Entries will be taken Friday, September 13, 2002)

FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
‘l'hreeyeamlds JR—— 9lbss [0, - OO 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 1§ allowed. 21lbs.
A race since then 4 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE 48,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered).
SEVEN FURLONGS
2 SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $20,000. FOR MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
. Weight 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed 2 lbs.
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
THIRD RACE ) MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PU‘I?VSE $17,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD
Three Years Old ..ceeveeveunnes 118 (077 1= SN 122 tbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for 522 500, aliowed 2 bbs.
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
4 FOURTH RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $20,000. FOR MAIDENS THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
. TheeYears Od oo, 19 8.0 122 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for 335 000, allowed 21Ibs.
SIX FURLONGS
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $18,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight 120 fbs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 21lbs.
A race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed 21bs.
(Maiden and claiming races for $10,000 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
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FOURTH DAY -- MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 2002
(Entries will be taken Friday, September 13, 2002)

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,320 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD

Threeyeamlds ....................... 19 1bs. [0 1 =" SR 74 |+ %
Non-winners of wo races since Juiy 15 aﬂowd 2lbs.
A race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 21bs.
(Maiden and claiming races for $40,000 or less not considered).

SIXFURLONGS
SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $26,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Threeyeamlds ..................... .. 1181bs. Oider .. 122 1bs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over :

since July 15 allowed. 21bs.

One such race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed 21Ibs.
(Maiden and claiming races for $16,000 or less not considered).

ONE MILE
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING

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

THRCEYEAF-0S vnrrrerrerme 118 5. o, S 1221bs.

Non- wme:soﬂworacesazamﬂeorover

since July 15 allowed 21lbs.

One such race since then 4lbs.

(Races for $32,000 or less not considered).

(Aliowance horses preferred).

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
9 NINTH RACE STAKE
) Aprisa Stakes

$100,000 Guaranteed

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

SIX FURLONGS

10

TENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $9,000. FOR FILLIEs AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
THCEYEAF-0IS .o veereers e 8ibs. (81 =1 OO 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races ata mlle or over

since July 15 aflowed . 21bs.
One such race since then 4 lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH

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)




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

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-year—olds ......... e Older .. 122bs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 21bs.
A race since then - 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
{Races for $6,250 of less not considered).

SEVEN FURLONGS

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

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

FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS

3 THIRD RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDENS THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Thiee Years Ol woovrrrome 1181bs. (o A 122 ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, aliowed 21os.

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN
PURSE $34,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA

a% Three Years Oid ... 19ks. 005 122 bs.
{Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three staris preferred).

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $18,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 21bs.
A race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed 21bs.

{Maiden and claiming races for $10,000 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS




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

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,320 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES AND MARES THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

Three-year-olds ... eeneeee 118108, [0 =TSO 122 bbs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 21bs.
A race since then : 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45 000 21lbs.
{Races for $40,000 or less not considered).

SIX FURLONGS
SEVENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE

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
LESS AND WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO RACES

Three-year-0lds ......usmemseennn 118 105, [0, - S 122 bbs.
Non-winners of a race at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed 21bs.
at amile or over 2 41bs.

SIX FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $19,000. FOR THREE—YEAR OLDS AND UPWARD
Three-year-ol ds . Blbs.  OMder e 122 bs.
Non-winners of two
since July 15 allowed 21(bs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed 2 Ibs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $10,000 or less not considered).

ONE MILE

NINTH RACE ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING

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

10

Three-year-olds ..........cecummn. 119108, [ 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 2ibs.
A race since then 4 1bs.
{Races for $50,000 or less not considered).
" {Allowance horses prefered). )

SIX FURLONGS
TENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE

PURSE $18,000. (PLUS UP TO $2,160 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE
STARTED FOR A CLAIMING PRICE OF $$10,000 OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1,
2001

Three-year-olds c.....ouervcener 118 Ibs. (0715 OO, 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over :

since July 15 aliowed. 21bs.
One such race since then 41bs.

{Races for $10,000 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
PURSE $9,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NEVER
WON TWO RACES
Three-year-ids ........cmmwwereenens 119 Ibs. 0.1+ G 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250
SIX FURLONGS
SECOND RACE " MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD
Weight 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 21bs.
SEVEN FURLONGS
THIRD RACE . MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $15,000. FOR MAIDENS THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three Years Old ... - 1191bs. OIIET e 122 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE 320 000 iffor $18,000, allowed 2 Ibs.
SEVEN FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $20,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD
Three Years Oid .. 60,137 SO, 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE 340 000 if for $35 000, allowed 2 1bs.
SIX FURLONGS
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed. 21bs.
A race since then 4ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000

{Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered).
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS

11



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

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $19,000. FOR FlLLlES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-year-olds ...................... 118 bs. [0, 1= 22 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over

since July 15 allowed. 2lbs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10 500, allowed 21bs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $10,000 or less not considered).
ONE MILE
7 SEVENTH RACE " CLAIMING
PURSE $16,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed. 21bs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000
(Maiden and claiming races for §8,000 or less not considered).
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING

PURSE $44,000. (PLUS UP TO $13,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR FILLIES AND
MARES, THREE YEARS OLD 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

Three-year-olds ... 113 bs. [0, 1= SRRSO, 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races slnce July 15 aflowed, 21bs.
A race since then 4 lbs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $50,000 or less not considered).
(Allowance horses preferred).
SIX FURLONGS
9 NINTH RACE HANDICAP
C. B. Afflerbaugh 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 13, 2002

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS (On the Turf)

10

TENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE
PURSE $18,000. (PLUS UP TO $2,160 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE STARTED FOR A
CLAIMING PRICE OF $$10 000 OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1, 2001

Three-year-olds ... resennenen 118108, [, SO, 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mﬂe or over

since July 15 aliowed 21bs.
One such race since then 4 Ibs.

{Races for $10,000 or less not considered). .
ONE MILE AND ONE-QUARTER

12



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

FIRST RACE CLAIMING

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

Three-year-olds ... 9lbs: [0 -1 GO . X
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250
SIX FURLONGS
SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD .
Weight 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 2bs.
SEVEN FURLONGS
THIRD RACE MAIDEN

PURSE $34 000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, TWO
YEARS Ol

Wenght 118 Ibs.
{Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three slarts preferred).

SIX FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING

PURSE $21,000. FOR MAIDBEIbl:S THREE YEARSOIOLD AND UPWARD

Three Years Ol w.vcorccencens 118105, 0BT e ceceeeeneenenecsenrnenen - 122 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $40 000, if for $35,000, allowed 2 lbs.

ONE MILE
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $40,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,800 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD

Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 2lbs.
A race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $62,500, for each $2,500 to $55,000 11lbs.

(Maiden and claiming races for $50,000 or less not considered).
ABOUT SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS (On the Turf)

13



06/18/02 TUE 14:51 FAX 8038168 C.H.R.I.M.S.

ITEM
CHRIMS, Inc.

California Horse Racing Information Management System, Inc.
11875 Dublin Boulevard Suite D-164
Dublin, 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%

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 Angles
County Fair, Oak Tree Race Meet and the Hollywood Park Fall Meet?

Los Angeles 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 85-day meet?

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

doo2
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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 daily amount
wagered during the first half and the second half of Hollywood Park’s 66- day summer

meet?

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

@003



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

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $8,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight ¥ 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed. 21bs.
A race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
SEVEN FURLONGS
7 SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $16,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD '
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed 21bs.
One such race since then 4 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $8,000 or less not considered).
s ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE
PURSE $41,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS 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-year-olds ........ 119 Ibs. [61 1< SRR— e 12218,
Non-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming, or starter allowed 21bs.
A race other than claiming or starter 4lbs.
SIX FURLONGS
9 NINTH RACE STAKE
Beau Brummel Stakes
$55,000 Added
FOR TWO-YEAR-OLDS.
NOMINATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 2002
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
TENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs.
A race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
(Maiden and claiming races for $5,250 or less not considered).
FIVE 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
PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
WHICH HAVE STARTED FOR-A CLAIMING PRICE OF $$5,000 OR LESS SINCE
SEPTEMBER 1, 2001

Three-year-olds .. .. 119 bs. [0+ 1! SOOI P-4 X
Non-winners of two races smce July 15 aflowed. 21bs.
A race since then 4ibs.
(Races for $5,000 of less not considered).
FIVE FURLONGS
SECOND RACE MAIDEN
PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $5,000 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND
. MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
4& Thiee Years Oid .....eov.oeeor. 118105, o 122 1bs.
{Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts preferred).
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
THIRDRACE =~ MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD
Weight 118 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 2 Ibs.
_SIX FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $16,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD
RUTCER £-= 150 E— - 119 B0 = SO 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for 322 500, allowed 21lbs.
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $8,000. FOR FILLIES THREE YEARS OLD
(ee-yeamﬁs .................... 9lbs. 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed. 21bs.
A race since then 4 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
SEVEN FURLONGS
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EIGHTH DAY - FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 2002
(Entries will be taken Wednesday, September 18, 2002)

SIXTH RACE MAIDEN

PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, THREE
YEARS OLD AND UPWARD -
Three Years Oid ... 18 Ibs. Older .....

{Non-starters for a clal price of $32,000 or less in their last three st
ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH (On the Turf)

SEVENTH RACE ALLOWANCE
PURSE $41,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD,
BRED IN CALIFORNIA WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER $3,000 OTHER THAN
MAIDEN, CLAIMING, OR ﬁgﬁ?TER OR WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO R{\zgl%?

Three-year-olds .......oecevemrerewes [0 -1 OO
Non-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming, or starter allowed 2bs.
A race other than claiming or starter 41bs.
SIX FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE . ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING

PURSE $48,000. (PLUS UP TO $14,400 TO 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

Three-year-olds .......cccowewmeeeee 119 Ibs. OB covvaerreenennreemneenssasesersenercoranes 122 bbs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aflowed, 21bs. -
A race since then 4bs.
{Races for $62,500 or less not considered).
SEVEN FURLONGS
9 NINTH RACE STAKE
Bustles and Bows Stakes
$55,000 Added
FOR FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD.
NOMINATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 2002
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
TENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE

10

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-yYear-olds ..........eeeruveese 118 Ibs. [0, 1 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over

since July 15 allowed ) 2lbs.
Such a race since then 4 1bs.

(Races for $5,000 of less not 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)
Pio Pico 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

PURSE $8,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Thceeyeamlds ..................... g lbs. Older . - 122 bs.

Non-winners of two races since July 15allowed 21bs.
A race since then . 4 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
SEVEN FURLONGS

SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $16,000. FOR MAIDENS, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Thiee Years Old ... 119 bbs. (8,1 - OO 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed 2Ibs.

FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
THIRD RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $22,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD
Weight 118 lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to 345,000 2 bbs.

FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS

FOURTH RACE MAIDEN

PURSE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, THREE
YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

Three Years Old o..veeerecerenne 119 lbs. Older .. - eermenmnee 122 DS,
{Non-starters fora clamng price of $32,000 or less in their last three stans preferred)

SIX FURLONGS
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $32,000. (PLUS UP TO $3,840 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS

Weight 120 bbs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 21bs.
A tace since then 4ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, i for $28,000, allowed 21Ibs.

{Maiden and claiming races for $25,000 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
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NINTH DAY -- SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 2002
(Entries will be taken Thursday, September 19, 2002)

SIXTH RACE MAIDEN
PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN FILLIES
AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

Three Years Ofd” 8lbs.

{Non-starters for a claiming pnce ol $32,000 or less in their last three st

ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHI'H {On the Turf)

7 SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $24,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-year-ol X 9lbs. (9,111 OO, 22 bbs.

Non-winners of two races since July 15 aflowed 21bs.
A race since then 4 1bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, aliowed 2 Ibs.
(Races for $16,000 or less not considered).

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $42,000. (PLUS UP TO $5,040 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD

Three-year-0lds ......o..ecreeenn. 118 105, [0, SO 122 bs.
Non-winners of two raca at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed 21ibs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $62,500, for each $2,500 to $55,000 11bs.
(Maiden and claiming races for $50,000 or less not considered).

ONE MILE (On the Turf)
NINTH RACE STAKE

Bangles and Beads Stakes
$100,000 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 $4,560 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS

Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed . 21bs.
Such a race since then 4 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 2 1bs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $40,000 or less not considered).

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

FIRST RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE

PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE
STARTED FOR A CLAIMING PR!CE OF $$5,000 OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1,

2001
Threeyeamlds [P § | lbs. [0+ O 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 altowed 21bs.
A race since then 4 lbs.
(Races for $5,000 or less not considered).
FIVE FURLONGS
SECOND RACE - MAIDEN

PURSE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDEN FILLIES
AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

Three Years Old ........ e 119 1bs. Oid
{Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 of less in their last three st;

SIX FURLONGS

THIRD RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $22,000. FOR MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD :
Weight 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 21bs.
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN
PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $5,000 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, THREE
YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
% Three Years Old .. e 11818, o132 S 122 bs.
(Non-starters fora c!amng price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts preferred).
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING

1

PURSE $32,000. (PLUS UP TO $3,840 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD

Weight 120 ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed. 21bs.
A race since then 41bs,
CLAIMING 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
PURSE $24,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Three-year—olds 91bs: Older .. rressennasnssonsmisssersassasors 122 IDS.
Non-winners of two races since Ju!y 15 allowed 21bs.
A race since then 4 1bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, allowed 2 bbs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $16,000 or Jess not considered).

* SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $42,000. (PLUS UP TO $5,040 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FlLLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

Three-year-olds 118

Non wmnersoftworac ata mile orover

since July 15 allowed 2lbs.
One such race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $62,500, for each $2,500 to $55,000 1 Ibs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $50,000 or less not considered).
ONE MILE (On the Turf)
8 EIGHTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $9,000. FOR THREE YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Three-year S—— 181bs. Oider .. reverensmsssrssmmmssermmeenens 122 1S,
Non-winners of two uaces a( a ma!e o over
since July 15 allowed. 2lbs.
One such race since then 4ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
ONE MILE
9 NINTH RACE HANDICAP
Governor's CUK) Handicap
'% $75,000

FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA.
NOMINATIONS CLOSE WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 2002

SEVEN FURLONGS

TENTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $11,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-year-ol .. 1181bs. (0,15 GO 122 Ibs.

Non-winners of two mle or over .
since July 15 allowed. 2lbs.
One such race since then . 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $38,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered).

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

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

FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $8,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
B e 1Y« . — 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races since July, 15 allowed 21bs.
A race since then 4bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
SEVEN FURLONGS
SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
Bg‘l?viE $15,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
Three Years Old .. o
CLAIMING PRICE A if for 318,000, allowed :
SEVEN FURLONGS
THIRD RACE MAIDEN

PURSE $36,000. (PLUS°UP TO $10,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, TWO
YEARS OLD

Weight 118 ibs.
(Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in thelr last three starts preferred).

ONE MILE
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $21,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD
Three Years Old ....o..cconvenmnenn. 118 1S, L0 12= CROO 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed 2Ibs.
ONE MILE
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR FlLLlES THREE YEARS OLD
Three-yeamlds 81bs. 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races ax a rmle or over
since July 15 allowed. 21bs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $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)

6 SIXTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $24,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Three-year-ods 1191bs, 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two rac ince July 15 aflowed, 2 1bs.
A race since then 4 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for 318 000, allowed 2 lbs.
(Maiden and claiming races for $16,000 or less not considered).
SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
7 SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $11,000. FOR THREE YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Three-yearolds [0 —— 122 Ibs.
Non-winners oﬂworacesatamle orwer
since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs.
One such race since then 4 lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
{(Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered).
- ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
EIGHTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NEVER
WON THREE RACES

Three-year-0lds .....cmmenrssees 1191bs. (07157 O 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
SIX FURLONGS
9 NINTH RACE HANDICAP
Pio Pico Handicap
‘% $75,000 Added

FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA.
NOMINATIONS CLOSE WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 2002

SEVEN FURLONGS

TENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE
PURSE $11,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
WHICH HAVE STARTED FOR A CLAIMING PRICE OF $$5,000 OR LESS SINCE
SEPTEMBER 1, 2001

Three-year-olds ....... 118 ibs.

Non-winners of two races al a mile or over

since July 15 allowed 21bs.
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 will be taken Saturday, September 21, 2002)

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
. Three-year—olds ..................... 8lbs. 122 bbs.
Non-winners of two races atamleorovet
since July 15 aliowed . 21bs.
One such race since then 4Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250
{Maiden and claiming races for $5,000 or less not considered).
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
2 SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $18,000. FOR MAIDENS, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN
CALIFORNIA
& Three Years Oid .. .. 118 1bs. OER ovmeressevsermsmesmnsrssses 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE 332 000 it for $28 000, allowed 21bs.
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
THIRD RACE » MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD
Weight 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, aliowed 2 Ibs.
SIX FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN

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

Weight 118 Ibs.
(Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts preferred).

ONE MILE
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $24,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed. 21bs.
A race since then 4ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $20,000, if for $18,000, aliowed 2 bbs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $16,000 or less not considered).
SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS




TWELFTH DAY — TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 2002
(Entries will be taken Saturday, September 21, 2002)

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $30,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile of over
since July 15 allowed 2 21lbs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, aliowed 21bs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $20,000 or less not considered).

ONE MILE
SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING

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

Three-year-olds .. . 119 1bs. [0 1 O 122 lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8 000
SIX FURLONGS
8 EIGHTH RACE : CLAIMING
PURSE $15,000. FOR THREE YEAR OLDS AND UPWARD
' Three-yeamlds ervenenees 119 Oider reeveesserscmmsamreasssemsessenss 122 1S,
Non-winners of two races since July 15 anowed 21bs.
A race since then 4 lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $8,000 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
NINTH RACE ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING

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
$3,000 TWICE OTHER THAN MAIDEN, CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE
NEVER WON THREE RACES OR CLAIMING PRICE OF 362,500

10

Three-year-olds ........ocouevenee 118 fbs. OUET ceveerenerrecarnsensssmssmnsseanssonennes 122 DS,
Non-winners of two races at a mile or ovef
since July 15 allowed 21bs.
One such race since then 4 Ibs.
(Races for $50,000 or less not considered).
(Aliowance horses preferred).

. ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
TENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NEVER
WON TWO RACES
Three-year-olds ........ooecenene 118108, {07151 GO 122 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250

ONE MILE

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

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed 2 Ibs.
A race since then 4 lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
2 PURSE $21,000. FOR MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD
- Weight 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, aflowed 21bs.
ONE MILE
THIRD RACE » ' MAIDEN
3 PURSE $34,000. FOR MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
% Weight 118 Ibs.
{Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts preferred).
SEVEN FURLONGS
4 FOURTH RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $18,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
% Three Years Ol v 118105, OMBS e 122 bbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 21bs.
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
5 PURSE $30,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 aflowed 21bs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, aliowed 2Ibs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $20,000 or less not considered).
ONE MILE
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THIRTEENTH DAY -~ WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 2002
(Entries will be taken Sunday, September 22, 2002)

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $15,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-year—olds .................. 119 Ibs. [0 U— 22 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races smce July 15 aflowed 21bs.
A race since then 4Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000
{Races for $3,000 or less not considered).

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $38,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,560 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD

gjoo

Three-year-olds ......wmcene. 118105, [0 122 Ibs.
Non-winners oftworacesatarrﬂeorover
since July 15 alflowed 2Ibs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 2 bs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $40,000 or less not considered).

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE

PURSE $42,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS 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-year-olds .......eeeewareeees 118108, Oider ...
Non-winners of two races other than maiden, claiming, or starter at a il
One such race other than claiming or starter

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH

NINTH RACE HANDICAP
Las Madrinas Starter Handicap
$55,000 Added
FOR FILLIES AND MARES WHICH HAVE STARTED FOR A CLAIMING 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

PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
WHICH HAVE NEVER WON TWO RACES
Three-year-olds ... 118105, [0, 11— 122 fbs.

CLAIMING PRICE SG 250
ONE MILE
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FOURTEENTH DAY —~ THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, {002
(Entries will be taken Tuesday, September 24, 2002)

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $8,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-Year-0lds .......cusmemmn 1191bs. [ 057" SRR -4 -3

Non-winners of two races since July 15 aflowed. 21bs.
A race since then ik 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000 -

FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS

2 SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING

PURSE $21,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD
Weight . 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed 21bs.
ONE MILE
THIRD RACE MAIDEN
PURSE $34,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
"% Weight , 118 Ibs.
{Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three staris preferred).
SEVEN FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDENS, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD, BRED IN
CALIFORNIA
4% BT oL —— 119 s, o —— 122 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 21bs.
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,320 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR TWO-YEAR-OLDS
Weight 118 ibs.
Non-winners of a race since July 15 allowed 21bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 2 Ibs.

{Maiden and claiming races for $40,000 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
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FOURTEENTH DAY - THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2002 v
(Entries will be taken Tuesday, September 24, 2002)

SIXTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $21,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed . 2lbs.
One such race since then - 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $16,000, if for $14,000, aliowed 2 Ibs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $12,500 or less not considered).

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
SEVENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE

PURSE $20,000. (PLUS UP TO $2,200 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE STARTED FOR A
CLAIMING PRICE OF $$12 500 OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1, 2001

Threeyear—olds - 19 ibs. (0.1 -1 RO 122 bbs.
Non-winners of two races smce Juty 15 aflowed. 2bs.
A race since then 41bs.
(Races for $12,500 or less not coynsidered).

FIVE FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE

PURSE $23,000. (PLUS UP TO $2,760 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE BROKEN THEIR MAIDENS
FOR A CLAIMING PRICE OF $40,000 OR LESS AND WHICH HAVE NEVER WON
TWO RACES

Three-yYear-olds ... - 119 Ibs. [0/ -7 O 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of a race since Jufy 15 allowed 2 lbs.
SEVEN FURLONGS
9 NINTH RACE 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)

10

TENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $9,000. FOR THREE YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Three-yeawlds ....................... 118 1bs. [0+ - 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed 2bs.
One such race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000

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

1 FIRST RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $8,000. FOR THREE—YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Threeyea:—ol’ 9 ibs: Older revssesmnssasssmnsncasasssonmmenee 122 108,
Non-winners of two races smce Juiy 15 afiowed. 21bs.
A race since then 4 1bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000 :
SIX FURLONGS
2 SECOND RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
PURSE $20,000. FOR MAIDENS, TWO YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
Weight 118 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed . 21bs.
SEVEN FURLONGS
THIRD RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING
" PURSE $17,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND
UPWARD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA
4% Three Years Old ... 119 1bs. OIFEY ovemereerssnrssmmes s 122 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $32,000, if for $28,000, allowed 2 Ibs.
FIVE AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
’ FOURTH RACE . CLAIMING
PURSE $10,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aflowed 21bs.
A race since then 4 bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $8,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $6,250 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $4,320 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD

Weight 118 Ibs.
Non-winners of a race since July 15 allowed 21bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $50,000, for each $2,500 to $45,000 21bs.

{Maiden and claiming races for $40,000 or less not considered).
SIX FURLONGS
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FIFTEENTH DAY - FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 2002
(Entries will be taken Wednesday, September 25, 2002)

SIXTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE
PURSE $50,000. (PLUS UP 7O $6,000 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE
STARTED FOR A CLAIMING PRICE OF $$25,000 OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1,
2001

Three-year-olds ..........cowmeee 118.Ibs. Older cooreereerecrrccenrsiressiecsis 122 IS,
Non-winners of two races al a mile or over .
since July 15 aflowed 21bs.
One such race since then 4 lbs.

{Races for $25,000 or less not considered).
ONE MILE AND ONE-EIGHTH (On the Turf)

SEVENTH RACE STARTER ALLOWANCE
PURSE $20,000. (PLUS UP TO $2,200 TO CAL-BRED WINNERS FROM THE CBOIF)
FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE
Sg&RTED FOR A CLAIMING PRICE OF $$12,500 OR LESS SINCE SEPTEMBER 1,
2

Three-year-olds ............cowemeemees 119 lbs. [0 SO 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 aflowed 21bs.
A race since then 41lbs.
{Races for $12,500 or less not considered).

FIVE FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE

PURSE $42,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD,
BRED IN CALIFORNIA WHICH HAVE NOT WON EITHER $3,000 OTHER THAN
MAIDEN, CLAIMING, OR 1STAbthER OR WHICH %;E NEVER WON TWO RAC!IE}'SS

yearolds JR—
Non-winners of a race other than maiden, claiming, or starter at a mile or over allowed-.. .2 1bs.
One such race other than claiming or starter 4bs.
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
9 NINTH RACE STAKE
Foothili Stakes
$55,000 Added
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
1 0 TENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $9,000. FOR FlLLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Three-year-olds . OGN oo 22 bs.
Non-winners oﬂwo races al a mlle orover
since July 15 allowed 2Ibs.
One such race since then 4 lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $5,000
ONE MILE
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SIXTEENTH DAY ~ SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 2002
(Entries will be taken Thursday, September 26, 2002)

FIRST RACE CLAIMING

PURSE $9,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD WHICH HAVE NEVER
WON TWO RACES

Three-year-oids ... e 119 1B, . 122bs.
CLAIMING PRICE § .

SEVEN FURLONGS
SECOND RACE MAIDEN

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

Weight 118 Ibs.
{Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts preferred).

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS

THIRD RACE MAIDEN/CLAIMING

IGURSE $16,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND

PWARD

Three Years Old ......cooeceunnne. 11 ibs. [0 - O, 122 Ibs.

CLAIMING PRICE $25,000, if for $22,500, allowed 21lbs.

SEVEN FURLONGS

FOURTH RACE - MAIDEN

PURSE $36,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,800 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, THREE
YEARS OLD AND UPWARD

Three Years Old ...... .. 118 1bs. e 122 5.
{Non-starters for a clai price of $32,000 or less in their last three sta

ONE MILE
FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $9,000. FOR FILLIES AND MARES, THREE YEARS OLD AND UPWARD
Threeyear—olﬁs — 11 X [0 - 22 ibs.
Non-winners of two races smce July 15 aflowed 21bs.
A race since then 4Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250

{Races for $5,000 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
PURSE $21,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 aflowed. 21lbs.
One such race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $16,000, if for $14,000, allowed 2 Ibs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $12,500 or less not considered).
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
SEVENTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $18,000. FOR FILLIES, THREE YEARS OLD
- Weight 120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allowed, 2ibs.
A race since then 41bs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, aliowed 21bs.
(Maiden and claiming races for $10,000 or less not considered).
- SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $16,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Three—yeamlds ................. . 1181bs. O coovreeeerereneensomenssrosssssamesasansnnne 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over
since July 15 allowed 21bs.
One such race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000
(Maiden and claiming races for $8,000 or less not considered).
ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
NINTH RACE STAKE

Barretts Juvenile
$100,000 Estimated

FOR COLTS AND GELDINGS, TWO YEARS OLD, OFFERED FOR SALE IN THE 2001

OCTOBER OR 2002 JANUARY, MARCH OR MAY BARRETTS IN TRAINING SALE.
NOMINATIONS CLOSE SATURDAY, JUNE 1, 2002

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS

10

TENTH RACE ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING
PURSE $46,000. (PLUS UP TO $13,800 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 $80,000

THIEE-Year-0ldS —..mmmrmr 118 165, [0, R 122 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or over

since July 15 allowed 21bs.
One such race since then 41bs.
{Races for $62,500 or less not considered).

(Allowance horses preferred).

ONE MILE (On the Turf)

Stakes Closing Thursday, September 26, 2002
Cover Gal Stakes
Purse $75,000 Added
(Cal-Breds)

Fillies Two Years Old Seven Furlongs
(To be run Thursday, October 3, 2002)
Cavonnier Stakes
Purse $75,000 Added
(Cal-Breds)
Two-year-olds- Seven Furlongs
(To be run Friday, October 4, 2002)

32



SEVENTEENTH DAY - SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 2002
{Entries will be taken Friday, September 27, 2002)

FIRST RACE CLAIMING

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

Three-year-olds ... 191bS. (0.7 1 OO 122 Ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250

SEVEN FURLONGS

2 SECOND RACE ' MAIDEN/CLAIMING

PURSE $20,000. FOR MAIDEN FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD, BRED IN CALIFORNIA

‘% Weight 118 Ibs.

CLAIMING PRICE $40,000, if for $35,000, allowed 21bs.

SEVEN FURLONGS

THIRD RACE MAIDEN

PgARgE $34,000. (PLUS UP TO $10,200 TO CAL-BREDS) FOR MAIDENS, TWO
Y| S O

Weight 118 bbs.
(Non-starters for a claiming price of $32,000 or less in their last three starts prefered).

SEVEN FURLONGS
FOURTH RACE ’ MAIDEN/CLAIMING

PURSE $16,000. FOR MAlDENS THREE YEARSOI%IQD AND UPWAFID

Three Years
CLAIMING PRICE $25, lf (or 322,500 allowed
SEVEN FURLONGS

FIFTH RACE CLAIMING
PURSE $9,000. FOR THREE YEAR-OLDS AND UPWARD
Threeyear-olds ....................... 119 [0 SOOI 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races since July 15 allawpd 2lbs.
A race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $6,250
(Maiden and claiming races for $5,000 or less not considered).

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
PURSE $18,000. FOR THREE-YEAR-OLDS
Weight ...120 Ibs.
Non-winners of two races since July 1§ anowed 2bs.
A race since then 4lbs.
CLAIMING PRICE $12,500, if for $10,500, allowed 21bs.
{Maiden and claiming races for $10,000 or less not considered).

SIX AND ONE-HALF FURLONGS
SEVENTH RACE ALLOWANCE

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 ... e $191bS. Older
Non-winners of a race than maiden, claiming, or starter aflowed 2 lbs.
A race other than claiming or staner 4 lbs.
(Ns). .

SEVEN FURLONGS
EIGHTH RACE ALLOWANCE/CLAIMING

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, 000 TWICE OTHER THAN MAIDEN, CLAIMING, OR STARTER OR WHICH HAVE

' NEVER WON THREE RACES OR CLAIMING PRICE OF $80,000

Three-year-0lds ......ewersmenss 118lbs. Older s 122 bs.
Non-winners of two races at a mile or ovet i
since July 15 allowed 2bs.
One such race since then 41bs.
{Races for $62,500 or less not considered).
{Allowance horses preferred).

ONE MILE (On the Turf)
NINTH RACE STAKE

Barretts Debutante
$100,000 Estimated

FOR FILLIES, TWO YEARS OLD, OFFERED FOR SALE IN THE 2001 OCTOBER OR 2002

JANUARY, MARCH OR MAY BARRETTS IN TRAINING 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
Three- yeamlds - Older 22 bbs.
Non-winners of two races al a rnlle or ovver

since July 15 allowed 21bs.
One such race since then 4ibs.
CLAIMING PRICE $10,000
{Maiden and claiming races for $8,000 or less not considered).

ONE MILE AND ONE-SIXTEENTH
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FAIRPLEX

ITEM XA

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 Mr. Wood:

There have been several recent articles in newspapers and the trades discussing our
proposal to move our race meeting from Fairplex 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,

%. Seder

Vice President
ky

Attachment

P.O. Box 2250, Pomona, CA 91769-2250 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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Why move the meet to Santa Anita?

The decision to move the L. A. County Fair race meet to Santa Anita was made in
response to continuing urging by the industry 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 course 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 from 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:
e Fairplex is closer to Santa Anita than Hollywood Park, and Fairplex and Santa
Anita are located in the same extended market.
e Those who historically attended racing at Fairplex are more likely to travel to
Santa Anita than Hollywood Park.
e 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.
e 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?

Increased track attendance

Increased handle and, therefore, higher purses for the L.A. County Fair meet
Northemn 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 7/8 mile turf course

Superior facility and amenities
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e Some horses may stay in California instead of exiting during a meet at
Fairplex

e 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 will 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 mile 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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11.

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, along 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.

What happens to the small owner/trainer in the move to Santa Anita?

We will continue to provide racing opportunities for trainers and owners big and
small. Those trainers and owners who have historically 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 Anita, Hollywood Park, and
San Luis Rey Downs will also be open to accommodate eligible horses.

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 from 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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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 Robert S. Strauss, issued a statement following the
session explaining thejr opposition to the possible shift of the 17-day meet presently
allocated to the Los Angeles County Fair (Fairplex Park) to Magna Entertainment at their
Santa Anita Park location. The statement read:

Del Mar’s opposition is based upon & 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 sumumer meet at Del Mar. The Fairplex
meet bas 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 &
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
Jjudiciously and not in the haste inherent in the request by the Los Angeles County Fair
submitted on May 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 the fact that the Los Angeles County Fair has indicated that it is
prepared to run its dates at Fairplex should the California Horse Racing Board refuse its
request.  Accordingly, the only exigency presented 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 mave,

In addition, the opposition voiced by Del Mar is based upon significant legal and
regulatory issues, including the obvious issue pertaining to the legality of a “sale” of fair
racing dates to another venue.  While there are precedents for fair dates being run at
other venues, none of those has involved fairs with racing facilitics of their own. The
request 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 opportunity to re-examine the Southern California racing
calendar, and that issues of this magnitude should be evaluated thoughtfully by all parties
with an interest in Thoroughbred racing in California.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Craig Fravel at DMTC (858) 792-4221

ITEM 2A


http://www.delmarracing.com
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A Non-Profit Organization of Breeders of Thoroughbred Horses

June 5, 2002

California Horse Racing Board
1010 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.

Sincerely,

H D uglag‘%;e/

Executive Vice President
And General Manager

201 Colorado Place, P.O. Box 60018, Arcadia, California 91066-6018
(626) 445-7800 » Fax: (626) 574-0852 « Internet: http://www.ctba.com


http://www.ctba.com
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ITEM

June 4, 2002

Commissioners
CALIFORNIA HORSE RACING BOARD

RE: Transfer of Fairplex Race Dates

Dear Commissioners:

The following information is submitted for your consideration. In a limited but diverse
survey of Southern California-based trainers, it was determined that the membership of the
CTT 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:

e 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.

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

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

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

e Exposes the sport to new fans

 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 aliow for a thorough analysis of the best 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

EHMiscCorresp2002

A
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ITEM 2A

Jupe 3, 2002

MEMORANDUM

The Honorable Alan Landsburg, Chairman
and Members, Califormia Horse Racing Board
1010 Hurley Way, Suite 300

Sacramento, CA 958235

Re:  REALLOCATION OF FAIRPLEX 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 the Board” — since its license 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 from Jack Licbau in support of the
move, a May 31, 2002 memo to the TOC Board from Mike Seder, Vice
President of Fairplex and various objections to the proposed relocation from
Qak Tree, Del Mar and Hollywood Park.

Unquestionably the issue is a volatile one, with strong feelings coming
from 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 weceks and dates for any racing year is completed, the
racing weeks and dates so allocated shall be the subjcct to
reconsideration or amendment only for conditions unforeseen
at the time of the allocation” i.e., whether it applies to the grant
of dates to the Fairplex facility and if so whether conditions
unforeseen have occurred.

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

Should this move be approved, would not legislation 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 Jegal issues relating to existing statutory limitations have also been
raised.
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Commissioner Alan Landsburg
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 the projected handle at the relocated meeting as well
as the impact the relocation will have on other venues. Nor is there any
mention of how off-track stabling will be handled, i.e., 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 generally more desirable for
horsemen than a ', mile track, that if some races were carefully carded, we
might prevent some horses from leaving California for other early Breeders’
Cup prep races, and that having a grass course available is advantageous.

Given the lateness of the day, the need for more information, the
potential negative impacts on other tracks, the legal impediments posed, and
the break from a long tradition of racing at Fairplex-—all justify a very close
and careful look, and a deliberate process to insure the right decision is made.

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

Respectfully submitted,

A\ C;T —6

JohnK. Van de Kamp

Ce: Roy Wood, Executive{Director

ok TOTAL PRGE.82
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ITEM 22
June $, 2002

Dear California 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 possible 1ll effect
to the Del Mar meet , there are not enough benefits 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) Pomona to move the meet with its
administrations unclear motives will at least be tempered by the rejecting of this proposal
by the CHRB, at least until 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 the industry well over the years. The fair grounds environment with out a doubt is
the perfect arena to attract new fans to our industry while preserving decades of tradition
for horseman and the attending public alikc. 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,

7oA

Elio A. Amato
President

Fairplex Owncrs and Trainers Association
Note: Of the numerous meetings we have held throughout the past year we have had no
owner or trainer at Fairplex come forcword to voice an opinion contrary to this text.
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ViGE Grn Qulifornia Legislature
STATE CAPITOL ASSEMBLY COMMITTEE
SACRAMENTO, CA 94249-0098 ON
FA% (610) 310967 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:

lTEM ) 2BTAFF

ALVA VERNON JOHNSON
CHIEF CONSULTANT

ERIC JOHNSON
PRINCIPAL CONSULTANT

WENDY BURKE
COMMITTEE 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, [ am very concerned
that yet another license will be owned and/or operated by Magna Entertainment.

[ 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 resuit 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.

gt
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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,

Qtrors E S A

Jerome E. Horton
Assembly District 51
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



ITEM _2B

Wood, Roy

From: Atashkar, Mory

Sent: Monday, June 03, 2002 12:01 PM

To: Minami, Roy; Noble, Paige

Subject: 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 (91le) 263-6042

————— Original Message-----

From: Ward Fleming [ -

Sent: Monday, June 03, 2002 11:55 AM

To: Atashkar, Mory

Cec:

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.

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

Ward and Deborah Fleming
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| c o ITEM 2B
CALIFORNIA HORSE RACING BOARD MEMBER  UNES, 2002
7O WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: |
WE THE UNDER SIGNED, OWNERS, FMPLOYFES AND RACE FANS OF FAIRPLEX
>0 HEREBY REQUEST THAT YOU DO’ mw SUPPORT TRANSFERING FAIRPLEX
DATES TO SANTA AN'(TA OR ANY. OTHER TJOCA TION, WE WANT RACING TO STAY AT
A TRPLEX AND TO CONTINUE A LONG s*rmmc, TRADITION ENJOYED BY US AND

OQUR FAMILIES..

THANK YOU ' e i . el
THANK YOU_ N _,; P
Y A S N s

L {"/’ “f /J;(

:A:QWMW‘W{
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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 Fairpiex, 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 ? At 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 to see a horse race at Santa Anita ? What makes
anyone think that Fairplex'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 ? If 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
1010 Hurtey 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 8"
board meeting. The item concerns moving the Los Angeles County Fair dates to
Santa Anita.

| oppose this move.

in the Los Angeles Times article by Lance Pugmire, James Henwood states
R will allow us to attract quality horses, improve our stakes program....”. By
this | 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 expenses.

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. | 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. | have
been involved for 47 years in breeding, owning and racing in California and | am
asking that you reconsider the moving of these dates.

Slncerely, e ""

=

4,%——3/
Su%afge L Pashaya ;
Calbourne Farm



Roy C. Wood Jr. — Executive Director

CHRB Board of Directors
(TEM _2B

May 29, 2002
Dear Sir,

I 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 from the Fairplex.

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

alph DesLauriers, et al

515 N. Vine Ave.
Ontario, CA 91762






.~ To: CHRB Members

ITEM 2B
Subject: Fairplex Meet moving to Santa Anita

Dear Members,

Today I 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
destroy the long history and tradition of L.A. County Fair Racing.

And do not cheapen the long and rich tradition of Santa Anita (The
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,

John Ledesma Jr.
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ITEM 23
Dear Mr. Landsburg:

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

If David Letterman Listed his top ten reasons for kecping Fairplex dates where they are, he might begin
with these four:

4. Adding 17 more days at Sanra Anita with additional rurf racing will have scant effect on the
schedule of horses looking to the Breeders’ Cup. Most of them only race every month or two.
Other proven avenues already cxist.

3. Adding a couple of weeks at SA won'’t really keep stables like Frankel, Lucas, Drysdale and
Baffert “home.” Tfthey and their owners hanker for the tradition of what unique meets such as
Kee, CD, Bel, ct al, have to offer at thar time of year, 17 matinees before Oak Tree won't really
chapge the equation.

2. Del Mar and Saratoga tried 1o expand their meets and retreated in haste not longago when
business railed off and the whole sport diluted. How would SA be any different with a surfeit of
daves already in place?

1. This is the point that dwarfs cverything else. The happy accident of conducting the Fairplex
meer right in the middle of the real action at the world’s largest county fair is something
money can’t buy. You don’t even have to Iay out a fortune to get more than 1 million people
to come out and spend a day or two milling around the huge grandstand. The demographics
are a dream - men, women, children, and families discovering the wonders of what horse
raciag has to offcr on so many levels.

You don't have this kind of furure fans spending the day wandering up and down Huntingron
Drive a long halfmile from the SA stands. Or meandering across the sprawling parking lot
hour afrer hour thereabouts. Or coursing up and down Century Boulevard or Prairie Avenue
in Inglewood. Ounly at Fairplex, where more of my friends and acquaintances discovered
horse racing than all of the other tracks combined,

I recruiting and nurturing new fans is one of our major goals in the comperitive marketplace,
then how can we abandon this unique recruiting station with all of its built-in economies and
opportunities?

Have you seen tens of thousand of porential customers turn to see what alf the commortion is
abour as they brush up against our sport? Have you seen thousands of kids stop by with their
parents to pet a real Thoroughbred right outside the entrance to the track — instead of washing
their cars and identifying with another kind of racing? Have you walked where they walk
when they do us the honor of showing mare than just passing interest in the hands-on paddock
scene, the enthusiastic fans stacked high in the grandstand, the close-up spectacle of real
horses and riders competing where you can almost reach out and touch them?

Look at fleld size. Consider the real numbers when the game in Arcadia or Inglewood or
Albany or San Mareo dilutes even more. Aren't the neighborhoods around SA and EHol
already pretty well saturated and primed to let the San Gabriel Valley and Pomona give them
a respite?

I appreciate the opportunity to sharc what my Quaker ancestors would call “concerns” at their
silent meetings. The Thursday meeting up north will be far from silent in the best gradition of
what sets us apart from those who would take us down. I hope everyone listens well to the
recent Del Mar concern that more time and study are needed to make the best long — range
decisions regarding these precious 17 days,

Sincerely,

Gordon Jones
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ITEM 2B

Nancy Ross

From: John Harris m]
Sent: Wednesday, June 05, 2002 6:40 AM

To: Wood, Roy

Subject: FW: Moving Fairplex Meeting to Santa Anita

-----Original Message-----

From: Steve Rittenour .com

Sent: Tuesday, June 04, 2002 9:50 PM

Cc: - i o ) 1
Subject: Moving Fairplex Meeting to Santa Anita

To: All CHRB Members

I am writing this letter to voice my opposition to the proposed move of racing dates from Fairplex Park to Santa Anita. |
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, [ 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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" ITEM 2B

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

Mory AtashRar

Chief Information Officer

California Horse Racing Board

1010 Hurley Way / Suite 300

(916) 263-6044, Fax (916) 263-6042

----- Original Message-----
From: NEIL '

Sent: Tuesday, June 04, 2002 6:12 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
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ITEM 2B

TRELA RACING STABLE
3531 Valley View Avenue
Norco, CA 92860
(909) 278-1127
Email; trelaracing@msn.com

June 4, 2002 " VIAFACSIMILE

HON. ALAN W, LANDSBURG, CHAIRMAN
CALIFORNIA HORSE RACING BOARD

Dear Mr. Landsburg:

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

The Los Angeles County Fair meeting deserves to be run at the Los Angeles County Fair.
Any move of the meeting to locales operated by Magna Entertainment Corporation or
Churchill Downs, Inc., makes a mockery of the concept of a county fair and creates yet
another legal fiction at the expense of the public good. The daily handle in 2001 was
better than in 2000, despite the events of September 11. The race meeting is a draw to the
fair, bringing in new fans annually in a sport that has seen a steady decline over the past
several decades.

What troubles us most is that Pomona Horsemen have been kept in the dark by Fairplex
management. Fairplex is not run by a body sworn to uphold the public trust. The
members of the Fairplex corporation are not answerable to the clectorate in any way.
This entity has not addressed the public to explain why many decades of racing history at
the fair should be sacrificed, for seemingly all time, in favor of awarding more racing
dates at Santa Anita Park. Fairplex officials have never met with Pomona 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 Fairplex is benefiting individually from the
plan to transfer the meeting to Santa Anita. We have never heard whether Los Angeles
County Supervisors support the end of racing at the Los Angeles County fair.

The Los Angeles County Fair race mecting creates a nceded gap in Southern California
racing. Some barns choose not to run at the fair, and thus rest and freshen their horses
for Oak Tree after a Del Mar campaign. Others find the Pomona mect a chance to make
money with lower-level horses with increased purses for the level. Still others, such as us
at Pomona, see the seventeen days of racing as a chance to get a small slice of the pie, to
have a home-track advantage for the horses that train on the bullring fifty-two weeks a
year.
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HON. ALAN W. LANDSBURG
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The fair meeting also gives Pomona horsemen something to look forward to in this era of
struggle with regulations, serious insurance issues, and the always troublesome problers
of shipping horses to run at unfamiliar tracks. The end of racing at Fairplex is likely to
lead to yet another exodus of horsemen to other venues, where their stabling
requirements can be accommodated and their potential for at least margina! success
increased.

We regularly bring friends who may or may not be racing fans to the fair to visit the bam,
see the horses, and watch the races. Many of our friends from the Inland Empire never
make it to live racing other than at the fair. They may never again see a live race if
Magna gets the dates. Such an end would be a detriment to attendance, as the
proliferation of Indian Gaming threatens to take away a significant number of occasional
horseplayers.

The public in Los Angeles County has not been represented by Fairplex, which is on the
verge of ending a legacy that rightfully belongs to the public. You are the Chainman of a
board appointed by public representatives to represent the public. We implore you to
consider the public good in keeping Los Angeles County Fair racing at the Los Angeles
County Fairgrounds. Pomona horsemen unanimously agree.

Sincerely,

Brian and Rosemary Trela

.02
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ITEM 2B
To: CHRB Members

Re: Pomona Fairplex Live Meet

Live racing should be kept at the L.A. County
Fair. It is the place that small 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 Pomona as part of the Fair racing circuit. Live
racing at the Fair will 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






ITEM 2B

Nancy Ross

From: Atashkar, Mory

Sent: Saturday, June 08, 2002 6:43 PM
To: Minami, Roy; Noble, Paige

Ce: Wood, Roy

Subject: FW: Fairplex Park

————— Original Message-----
From: noblemetal

To: Atashkar, Mory

Sent: 6/8/02 2:14 PM
Subject: Fairplex Park

Dear CHRE,

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






ITEM 2B

Nancy Ross
From: Ortega, Leroy L
Sent: Friday, June 07, 2002 3:53 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


mailto:Leroy.ortega@novellus.com




FROM : PHONE NO. : ... Sep. 18 2081 9:20AM P4

ITEM 2B

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and the Cornmissioners of the California Horse Racing Board.
I support the Fairplex Owners and Trainers Association along with the many others in

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

the Fairplex (Pomona) 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,

Comments:

y —7
Dv/m @&ZW /
/ /’ / /
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Trainer (prmt name) Trainers license #
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Signature Date Ph.#
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ITEM 2B

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and the Commissioners of the California Horse Racing Board.
I support the Fairplex Owners and Trajners 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 the
L.A.County Fair to Santa Anita this Year (2002).

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Comments
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Signature Ph.#
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ITEM 2B

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and thc Commissioners 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 hve racing dates during the
L.A.County Fair to Santa Anita this Year (2002).

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

e e D Coes s T
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Trainer (print name)
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Signature " Date Ph#

Trainers license #
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ITEM

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and the Commissioners of the California Horse Racing Board.
1 support the Fairplex 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 (Pomona) administration to move their Jive racing dates dunng the
L.A.County Fair to Santa Anita this Year (2002).

Thank you for your consideration in this matter,
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FROM :

ITEM 2B

Dear Chairman Alan Landsburg and the Commissioners 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 the
L.A County Fair to Santa Anita this Year (2002).

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

/{/ W OE;/QDM Trainers license #

Trainer (print name)
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PHONE NO.
FROM : e e S —

ITEM 2B

Dear Chainnan Alan Landsburg and the Commissioners 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 reciuesling the CHRB reject the application by
the Fairplex (Pomona) 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.

Comments: % 72/ Y / (2?5 7/;7@

O//// 7 syZ 2
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ITEM 2B

Nancy 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

From: e e

Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2002 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 | 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. Ifitis not to
late, please revisit this decision.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Judi Seven

6/10/2002






ITEM 2B

Wood, Roy

From: Mike Knapp -

Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2002 5:51 PM
To: Wood, Roy

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

————— Original Message-----

From: Mike Knapp

Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2002 5:46 PM

To: . - h -t - - [

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 g e
Sent: Tuesday, June 11, 2002 8:27 AM

To: Mike Knapp

Subject: what do you want from life??

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.

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

1



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 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.
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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ITEM 2B

L.orraine Deniz
10402 Independence Avenue
(:hatsworth, CA 91311

~une 13, 2002

(.ALIF. HORSE RACING BOARD
1010 Hurley Way, Suite 300,
¢.acramento, California 95825
{316) 263-6000 / Fax 263-6042

F E: Racing at Fairplex
To 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
1970. What is a fair with out horse racing? In my opinion, it wouldn't be much of one, as |
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
\ alley, Devonshire Downs. But as time went on and Northridge was no longer the sslf-
proclaimed Horse Capital of the West, the small oval was killed and is now buried under
¢ancrete. Fairplex is one of two locations in Southern California who participates and plays
host to a fair. Might | add, the resources are already there. Why not keap this long time
aevent? If you let it stay, others will play and it will grow and continue to become tradition
fixr othar visiting families?

The only other option that | think would be reasonable is for the meet to be moved to the
o1ly other Fair in Southern California, the Del Mar Fair. This track has the resources, and it
riight be a great addition to the fair. | believe it would also help with the preparation and
rmaintenance of this oval, benefiting the Del Mar meet. The Orange County Fairgrounds and
Ventura County Fairgrounds are the only other two other annual fairs to grace their
prasence in Southern California and neither of them have an oval. Barns yes, but racing no.

Iri the tradition of the "Sport of Kings” | hope you consider my thoughts and opinions in
yaur decision to keep racing alive at Fairplex. For this fair, can be used as a marketing tool
ty the general public. If we c¢reate an exciting atmosphere there, we may capture new
s»orts fans, which could lead to increased attendance at other local venues.

Trank you for your time.
Raspectfully,

NS> T

L arraine Deniz
S1ow Horse owner and Fair attendee since 1970.






ITEM 2B
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

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

From: ]
Sent: Friday, June 14, 2002 3:33 PM

To: Atashkar, Mory

Subject: (no subject)

To whom it may concern:

As a concerned citizen and a diehard racing fan, | would like the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to
Fairplex race schedule dates. | would like to attend the public meeting at Pomona, and wish to be informed when and
where the meeting will take place. | would also like to know if the public will be allowed to comment at the meeting.
There is also a chance | 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. | 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


mailto:DJSSWE@aol.com
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ITEM 3

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

1010 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 ("LACF") 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 §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 §19531 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 §19549.14 have any impact on the request of
LACEF to run its 2002 race meeting at Santa Anita Park?
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4, Do Business & Professions Code §§ 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 §§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 LACEF'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 19531 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 fo 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 subserve 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 specific 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 19531 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 " 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 " unforeseen catastrophic conditions " 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 successfully 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 19531 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 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."”
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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 19531 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 19531 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 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.

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 19531(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 19531 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 §19549.14 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 future 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:

§19549.14  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 San 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 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. 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 §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 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."

4. Business & Professions Code §§ 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:

§ 19483. Restriction on Licensing of Person Holding Interest in Meeting
Held in State by Another.

Unless the board finds 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.

§ 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
any place, 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 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."

5. Business & Professions Code §§19605, 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 §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:

§ 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 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 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 1980's, 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.

§ 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 obfuscate 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 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."

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.



Letter: CHRR Commissioners, Page 10

We respectfully submit that the Racing law offers no impediment to the Board granting
LACEF'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
1010 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 19531 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.O. Box 700 *Del Mar, CA 92014-0700 +858-755-1141
http://www.delmarracing.com


http://www.delmarracing.com

Pursuant to Section 19531:

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 at 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,

(e D @t‘t\v

Craig R. Fravel

CRF:1k

P:\FRAVEL\Corres\Wood Fairplex Dates.doc
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MR, TOURTELOT: Let's do that, then. I would ask
somebody to make a motion, then, that starting with
Southern California -- that we deal with the
recoimmendations of the Race Dates Committee for Southern
California for I,os Alamitos, the harness racing at
Cal-Expo, and up through March 3lst on the Northern
California calendarxr, with the proviso that we flip
Bay Meadows for Golden Gate, we extend Golden Gate from
the 27th of March to the 31st; correct?

MR. REAGAN: Mr. Chairman, I believe I can read
those starting and ending dates and number of days into
the record so we're all perfectly clear.

MR. TOURTELOT: Okay. Why don't you do that.

MR. REAGAN: Certainly.

MR. TQURTELOT: Somebody has to make a motion.

MR. LANDSBURG: I so move, baged on
Mr. Tourtelot's discusgion.

MS. MORETII: Second.

MR. TOURTELOT: I've geot a second.

MR, REAGAN: Southern California thoroughbred and
fair, Santa Anita, 12/26/01 to 4/21/02, 85 days; Hollywood
Park, 4/24/02 to 7/21/02, &5 days; Del Mar, 7/24/02 to
9/11/02, 43 days: Santa Anita-Oak Tree, October 2nd, 2002,
November 3rd 2002, for 26 days; Hollywood Park, 11/6/02 to
12/22/02, 35 days; with Pomona, September 13, '02 to
9/29/02 for 17 days. That's in Southexn California.

The first meet in Northern California would

be Golden Gate, 12/26/01 through 3/31/02 for 70 days;

Kennedy Courf Reporfers, Inc.
(800) 231-2682
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quartex horses at Los Alamitos, 12/27/02 -- I'm sorry,
12/27/01 through 12/22/02, 207 days; Cal-Expo harness,
12/26/01 to 8/3/02, 145 days; Cal-Expo fall, 9/25/02 to
12/22/02, 56 days.

That's what will be on the table at this
point.

MR. TOURTELOT: All in favor? Opposed?

That will carry.
(Motion passed)

MR. HARRIS: As I understand it, these days are
not really chiseled in stone. They will be allocated by
the Race Association.

MR. TOURTELOT: Can we have a representation from
Magna that we won't get hit with another whole packet next
week?

MR. HARRIS: I think we need as much information
am we can get.

MR. TOURTELOT: I'm talking about at the next
meeting. If you have some more information, can you do it
ahead of time?

MR, DE MARCO;: Absolutely,

MR. LICHT: 1I'd like to see the TOC letter, too,
circulated.

MR. TOURTELOT: You should have it right now.

So, just to sum up for 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 Keporters, Inc.
(800) 231-2682
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Los Alamitos

Cal-Expo
Cal-Expo

Stockton
Pleasantan
Vallejo
Santa Rosa
San Mateo

" Femndale
Sacramento
Pomona
Fresno
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CALIFORNIA HORSE RACING BOARD

2002 RACING SCHEDULE

CALENDAR DATES

THOROUGHBRED MEETINGS - CENTRAL & SOUTHERN ZONES

061-1

THOROUGHBRED MEETINGS - NORTHERN ZONE

QUARTER HORSE MEETINGS - STATEWIDE

HARNESS MEETINGS - STATEWIDE

FAIR_ MEETINGS - STATEWIDE

0y82L¥v828

"NSSY INIJVY 3341 Av0-Wwoid

Inclusive Dates

12/26/01 - 04/21/02
04/24/02 - 07/21/02
07/24/02 - 08/11/02
10/02/02 - 11/03/02
11/06/02 - 12/22/02

12/26/01 - 03/31/02
04/03/02 - 06/16/02
08/30/02 - 11111/02
11/14/02 - 1222102

12/27/01 - 12/22/02

12/26/01 - 08/03/02
09/25/02 - 12/22/02

06/12/02 - 06/23/02
06/26/02 - Q7/07/02
07/10/02 - 07/21/02
07/24/02 - 0B/05/02
08/Q7/02 - 08/19/02
08/08/02 - 08/18/02
08/21/02 - 09/02/02
09/13/02 - 09/29/02
10/02/02 - 10/14/02

wdgg:20 200Z-1g-AB
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Craig R. Fravel
Executive Vice President

June 18, 2002

Roy C. Wood, Jr.

Executive Director

California Horse Racing Board
1010 Hurley Way, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95825

Re: Fairplex 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  858-755-1141
http://www.delmarracing.com
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Roy C. Wood, Jr.

Executive Director

California Horse Racing Board
June 18, 2002

Page 2

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 (81 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
$231,588, a cumulative increase of 15.7%. From 2000 to 2001, purses grew at a rate of 3.3%,
despite the impact of September 11. Over the same 1997 — 2001 period commissions retained by
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Executive Director

California Horse Racing Board
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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,
G (O wel/
Craig R. Fravel

CRF/mc
Attachments
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ATTACHMENT A

~—-0riginal Message—-—
Ffom:s . geotge dowing:[ii

Sent  Tuesday, June 11, 2002 8:27 AM
To: Mike Knapp

Subject:  what do you want from life??

To the horse racing board,

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

harse racing.

It washi't always that way obviously. | first went to the track with my father when | was 13. My dad
was not a horseplayer or a gambiler for that matter. He enjoyed going to tahce for one day a year
and playing the same old keno numbers. So it was pretty much a fluke that | was ever exposed to
racing, as it was the one and only time my father went. But | loved it, and knew instantly that
racing was for me. At 16 | looked old enough to bet, and every day after school | 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. | was social then, meeting characters that Damon Runyon wauld have immortalized. 1 like
them, was most likely addicted, but it was a fun addiction. By the time | was out of college, | was
sure [ could beat the track , but of course | needed a stake. So i got a job from Samto 1 pm so |
could get to the track every day by the third race. That was 1979, | have been going to the races
everyday since.

Through attrition, | am the only one left going of the group of 6 or 7 buddies, | started with. | 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 | started out telling you, | have to concentrate, it is my fivelihood. But had | initially been
expose to a professional gamblers lifestyle, | doubt | would ever taken up the sport. | no longer
look forward to day to day racing. Its just another job. A job that has it's perks and it's drawbacks.
iut ;:here are still several thing 1 do look forward toa. The Kentucky Derby, The Breeders cup, and
the fairs.

During the surnmer months, Going to the fairs forces me to relive the fun | originally had. | have to
walk through the concessions. | have to pass the rides, listen to the hawkers, hear the music in
the background. | love to have my ice cold lemonade and my sticky bun, and | love to see the
appaloosas and the quarter harses, 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 uncertainty. It is a very fine line between those wha 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. | want uncertainty. | want more intangibles.
That's why you constantly hear the betting public cry for larger fields. At the fairs, you aimost
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:
hitp://photas. msn.com/support/woridwide.aspx

@oo3
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ATTACHMENT B

2001 Purse Comparison
Del Mar, Fairplex, Oak Tree

Short Purse

Type Claiming Race Oak Tree Faimplex

10,000
12,500
16,000
20,000
25,000

12,000
14,000
16,000
16,000
24,000

15,000
18,000
20,000
24,000
28,000

Del Mar

15,000
18,000
21,000
25,000
30,000

Long Purse
Oak Tres

13,000
15,000
18,000
21,000
26,000

Fairplex

16,000
19,000
21,000
26,000
30,000

Del Mar

16,000
19,000
22,000
27,000
33,000

tabbies®

@oo4
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ATTACHMENT C

BELMONT 2001

1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 7|
n 2nd start during Fairplex dates
Both starts in CA 13

1st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA 3|Net gain (loss) of horses
{Both starts elsewhere 75
[tofal starters 98

CHURCHILL DOWNS 2000

1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 5

2nd start during Fairplex dates

Both starts in CA 12

1st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA 3|Net gain (loss) of horses

Both starts elsewhere 85|

total starfers 105

GULFSTREAM PARK 1999

1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 4

2nd start during Fairplex dates

BC Mile: Kirkwall to Keeneland 9/19

Both starts in CA 19
1st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA 3|Net gain (loss) of horses
{Both starts eisewhere 76}
total starters 102
CHURCHILL DOWNS 1998
1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 4

2nd start during Fairplex dates
BC Sprint: Reraise to Turfway 9/26
BC Mile:

Both starts in CA

1st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA

b
oot

Net gain (loss) of horses

Both starts elsewhere

total starters

5]

Laleeb to Woodbine 9/20

BC Mile: Hawksley Hill to Woodbine 9/19

tabbies’

@oos
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HOLLYWOOD PARK 1997

DMTC EXECUTIVE

1st start in CA; 2nd start elsewhere 4
Both starts in CA 21
1st start elsewhere; 2nd in CA 6
Both starts elsewhere 46
total starters 77

2nd start during Fairplex dates
BC Mile: Helmsman to Woodbine 9/20

Net gain (loss) of horses

@oos
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ATTACHMENT D

FAIRPLEX PURSES (Average Daily)

2001 2000 1999 1998 1997
$231.588 $224,176 $219,265 $210,035 $200,248

FAIRPLEX COMMISSIONS (Average Daily)

2001 2000 1999 1998 1997
$190,353 $185,041 $182,091 $181,088 $167,866
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Craig R. Fravel

Executive Vice 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 Fairplex Letter

Dear Mr. Wood:

At the June 6, 2002, meeting of the California Horse Racing Board ("CHRB" or
"Board"), on behalf of the Del Mar Thoroughbred Club ("DMTC"), 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 ("LATC"). 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.")

P.O. Box 700 » Del Mar, CA 92014-0700 « 858-755-114]
http://www.delmarracing.com
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Roy C. Wood, Jr.

Executive Director

California Horse Racing Board
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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 LACEF, 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, "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.

LACEF argues circuitously and without authority that the statute somehow only applies to
the "locating"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 SB1605 (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.

LACEF 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 19531, which are addressed by
LACEF 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 hours for horse racing meetings. . .." 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 19531, which limits the
allocation of thoroughbred racing weeks in the Central zone to 42 weeks, other than at fairs,
LACEF 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,

CraicSGrand]_
Craig R. Fravel

CRF/mc
Attachments
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STATECARITOL California State Senate TRANSPORTATION, CHARIAN
(916) 445-0503 LOCAL GOVERNMENT
REVENUE & TAXATION

TOXICS & PUBLIC SAFETY
MANAGEMENT

DISTRICT OFFICES
363 EL CAMINO REAL. #205 [
SO. SAN FRANCISCO. CA 94080
{415) 952-5666

STATE SENATOR
QUENTIN L. KOPP
EIGHTH SENATORIAL DISTRICT
REPRESENTING SAN FRANCISCO AND SAN MATEO 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.

EXHIBIT

i_A




Hon. Pete Wilson
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This measure is sponsored by the Los 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.
Respectfully yours,

v

ENTIN L. KOPP

QLK:jm
Enclosure
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ENROLLED BILL REPORT
' BiLL NUMBER

DEPARTMENT OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE . SB 1605

AUTHOR
KOPP

SUMMARY

SB 1605 (Kopp)

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. :

' o 4

Vote: Ayes 47 Ayes 23
Assembly Noes 30 Senate Noes .?
RECOMMENDATION: .
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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.

SIGN.



DE TMENT OF FINANCE ENROLLED BILL £PORT

AMENDMENT DATE: August 25, 1992 BILL NUMBER: SB 1605
RECOMMENDATION: Veto AUTHOR: Kopp
- SPONSOR: Los Alamitos Racing Association

' Assembly: 43/30
- Senate: 23/9

BILL SUMMARY

HORSE RACING: NORTHERN ZONE SATELLITE WAGERING

This bill would permit any fair in the northern zone to operate a satellite wagering
facility within 20 miles of an existing satellite facility or race track, with the
permission of the California Horse Racing Board (CHRB) and the Department of Food and
Agriculture (DFA). The satellite wagering facilities in San Joaquin or Fresno
counties could be located at leased facilities away from the racetrack enclosure.

FISCAL SUMMARY SO

LA

co (Fiscal Impact by Fiscal Year)
Code/Department RV (Doltars in Thousands)
Agency or Revenue LC PROP ‘ Code

Type LR 98 FC 1992-93 FC 1993-94 FC 1994-95 Fund

1109-Horse racing = seeemeena- See Fiscal Analysis----------- 001/GF
COMMENTS

e This bill could expand satellite wagering in the northern zone. Finance is
concerned that additional satellite facilities will encourage bettors to place
wagers off-track rather than at the racetrack where the live racing is occurring;
State Ticense fees for off-track wagers are approximately one-half the 11cens%47
fees for on-track wagers.

e State General Fund horse racing revenue has declined significantly as a result of
shifts from on-track to off-track wagering.

e Relocating the Stockton and Fresno satellite facilities away from the racetrack
enclosures could result in minor increases in attendance, handle, and State horse

racing revenue.

e This measure would set a precedent for allowing fairs to operate satellite
facilities away from their fairgrounds.

Analyst/Principal Date Program Budget Manager Date
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Hlivhe e Alelaa Al 2 5

Bepartment Deputy Director //4:(/ (fi;242?7 Date
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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 Taw, 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 Jlocated 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 Tlocated 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 Tlocated 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. Fairs
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 satellite facility 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 levels. This measure would set a precedent for allowing fairs to operate
satellite facilities away from their fairgrounds.

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 satellite wagering on harness racing available 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 satellite wagering as the number that shift

from on-track wagering.
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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 handle at the facilities, thereby
increasing State horse racing license fee revenue.
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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 wggering 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.

ANALYSTS: 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.

CONTINUED
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Last year, SB 944, (Maddy), Chapter 424, Statutes of 1991, was enacted into law
providing inter-track satellite wagering in the central and southern racing zones.
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.

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

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

CONTINUED
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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.

DLW:nf 5/6/92 Senate Floor Analyses
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MapQuest: Driving Directions: North America

driving directions

- North America

wysiwyg://91/http://www.mapquest.c...s=CA&2z=91007&2y=US&Ir=2&x=76&y=10

FROM: TO:

1101 W Mckinley Ave 285 W Huntington Dr
Pomona, CA Arcadia, CA
91768 US 91007 US
Total Distance: 19.29 miles Total Estimated Time:
What's Nerby 26 minutes
; "PRINT_ ROUTE " SAVE ROUTE
Search 2 ‘.‘}'. :g;fes EVERSE DIRECTIONS '
[ FASTEST ROUTE - AV GH
DIRECTIONS DISTANCE
1: Start out going East on W MCKINLEY  0.50 miles Send to E
AVE towards CANYON WAY by turning Cell Phon
left. and 1CO
2: Turn LEFT onto N WHITE AVE., 1.20 miles ewit0
3: Turn LEFT onto ARROW HWY. 3.34 miles
4: Turn LEFT to take the I-210 W ramp 0.19 miles
towards PASADENA.
' Search 5: Merge onto I-210 W. 12.42 miles
: e | 16: Take the HUNTINGTON DR exit towards 0.30 miles
City Guide ARCADIA.
. o sem 7: Turn RIGHT onto W HUNTINGTON DR. 1.32 miles
Los Angeles Dinin Total Estimated Time: Total Distance:
* Los Angeles News 26 minutes 19.29 miiles
* Los Angeles Movies
* Los Angeles
Entertainment .
Yello Pages “ :
am-l seeking: I
Search Arcadia for:
ROUTE OVERVIEW:
EXHIBIT

tabbies®
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Locating Santa Anita http://www .santaanita.com/2001/directions.htm]

1of2

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 (I-210) on the north, San
Bernardino Freeway (I-10) on the south, the San Gabriel River (I-605), Orange (75) Freeways
on the east and the Pasadena (110) 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 (110). Then take the Harbor
Freeway north to Orange Grove in Pasadena. Turn left on Orange Grove and take it to the
[-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 (I-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 (I-10) west to the 1210 Freeway west. Exit at Baldwin. Turn right
on Foothill and right again on Baldwin.

Local Streets Around Santa Anita

“BALDWIN AVE.
i ] [ FOOTHILL B v,

= v AN/ . Iy

J“""“"“‘"}“; “

- FOOTHILL FREEWAY YA
32&_—; D‘r&ﬁ] T ey
2] [CORLORADG ST,
PASADENA : ARCADIA
. w
g > X
> 3 W
B ~
g HUNTINGTON
F4 BH.
AR e
§ ] 3 <
ot (&
I a
o 0
______‘,..._--—H
s} TROMTINGTON Oﬂl ! l AHOLLY AVE.
FROM SAN BERMARDING FWY. KROM SAN BERNARDING FWY.
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Locating Santa Anita
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Arcadia, CA 91066

http://www .santaanita.com/2001/directions.htm]

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:

From:
1101 W Mckinley Ave l - Street
Pomona, CA l - City, State [or Zip]
USA l - Country

To:

Santa Anita Park
285 W Huntington Drive

[MImareLast | [ Ol

Yotidal) Swn:

Ask for the Santa
Anita Park Horsemans Rate when you call for reservations

6/18/02 10:32 AM
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MapBlast! LineDrive PrintMap http://www.mapblast.com/myblast/pr.. R%3E&LL=en%3 Aus&DU=MI&PDT=ST&BEE~=1

From: 1101 W McKinley Ave

Pomona, CA 91768-1639
MAPBLAST!

, : 285 W Huntington Dr
Everyone needs a litle direction in life Arcadia, CA 91007-3439

The estimated travel time is 20 minutes for 19.73 miles of travel, total of 10 steps.

HORTR

-~ F Huntington Dr 0.7

W Huntington bro3

) 285 W
Huntington Dr

wrlcm ley Ave 04

» W Huntington Dro6 & 3

1Mot w

McKinley Ave
Directions Elapsed:
1 Begin at 1101 W McKinley Ave on W McKinley Ave and go West for 0.4 miles 03
2 Turn left on Fairplex Dr and go Southwest for 1.0 miles 1.4
3 iContinue on ramp at sign reading "I-10 W" and go Southwest for 0.2 miles ' 1.6
4 Continue on 1-10,San Bernardino Fwy and go Southwest for 0.5 miles 2.2
5

Exit I-10,San Bernardino Fwy via ramp at sign reading "CA-57 S/ 1-210 W Orange Fwy Southto 29
Santa Ana / Pasadena” and go West for 0.7 miles

6 Continue on I-210 and go West for 15 miles B - X0)
7 Exit 1-210 via ramp at sign reading "Huntington Dr to Arcadia" and go North for 0.3 miles 18.3
8 Turn right on W Huntington Dr and go West for 0.3 miles 18.6
9 Continue on E Huntington Dr and go West for 0.6 miles 19.2
10 Contmue on W Huntmgton Dr and go West for 0 5 mlles to 285 W Huntmgton Dr ‘ 19.7
R R 4 LR 2 P HhEE JEin b

These drlvmg dlrectlons are provided only asa rough guideline. i NAV’T‘&C‘:H I

Please be sure to call ahead to verify the location and directions.

1 of 6/18/02 10:31 AM
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