
HTR Report 
Thoroughbred Handicapping Newsletter 

Mar/Apr 2014 
 

Brought to you by – 

Ken Massa 

Handicapping Technology and Research 
 

 

Contents 
 

[1] Front Page  
 

[2] Seminar and E-Book 2014 Seminar and E-Book Info 
 

[3] Handicapping with the AML AML Follow Up and Expansion 

 

[5] Rating Update UL (UnLucky) Rating Update 
  

[6] Handicapping w/ MaxVel The Art and Science of Modeling 

 Step by Step w/ Modeler 

 Full Coverage Factors 
                                                                                    

[11] Book Review The Winning Contest Player  
 

[12] Software Updates March 20, 2014 Update Summary 
 

[13] Back Page Announcements 

                                                                                     
 
The HTR Report newsletter is converted from a Microsoft Word Document to a .PDF file for viewing 
with the free Adobe Reader.  The newsletter may be viewed while on-line or the file can be 
downloaded to your computer hard-drive for off-line reading and printing. 
 
The newsletter is available bi-monthly.  The current edition of the HTR Report is available on the 
Internet from our members’ web site only.  The newsletter is included as part of a paid subscription 
to HTR’s monthly download service ($119/mo).   
 

All proprietary rights to this material belong to HTR alone.  No portion of this product may be repro-
duced, copied or transmitted on the Internet without the express written consent of Ken Massa.  All 
articles and information in this newsletter are written by Ken Massa unless otherwise stated.  Test 
data files are provided with permission from Handicappers Data Warehouse and Equibase Corp.  
The test results, analysis and opinions found herein are those of HTR only - Handicappers Data 
Warehouse and Equibase Corp are not responsible for the written contents of this newsletter and 
cannot be held accountable for any claims made in it.   



HTR Report Mar-Apr 2014 

 

2 

Seminar and E-Book 2014 

Seminar Date is Wed July 23 at the Gold Coast in Las Vegas 
 

We look forward to seeing you at the Gold Coast for our 2014 seminar in Las Vegas. The date is 

Wednesday July 23 and we start at 10am. The fee at the door remains the same at $40, and includes 

the printed E-book.   
 

You do not need to RSVP or pre-pay for this event. However, if you would like to email me and let 

me know you are coming, that would be appreciated and it will reserve an E-book for you (we often 

run out of the printed copies). All HTR subscriber’s Spouses and friends are welcome to attend.   
 

The Gold Coast Summer Classic tournament starts the day after our seminar and continues through 

Saturday. Seminar attendees are not required to stay for the tournament.  
 

As usual we'll have cutting edge information to discuss. There will be a new E-Book with valuable 

insights, and a variety of topics from our interesting speakers. As the seminar looms closer on the 

calendar, we'll post a schedule of events on our website. We encourage everyone to bring their 

Windows laptops, notebooks and tablets to the seminar. 
 

The Gold Coast hotel offers some of the best value in rooms in Vegas and you can reserve online 

for about $40/night for weekday stays. Hope to see you in July! 

 

 
E-Book and Seminar Topic 2014    FTS, 2TS, 3TS  

My afternoon seminar presentation and the E-Book will focus on the horses that most handicappers 

find very challenging and frustrating:  FTS (first time starters), 2TS (second time starters), 3TS 

(third start lifetime).  Let's term all three categories as "Rookies" for the sake of the discussion.   
 

The Rookies are a headache for most horse players because conventional methods for race analysis 

do not apply. Most handicapping approaches focus on speed and class. Those factors are a poor fit 

with the Rookies.  Speed handicappers will use the figures anyway if the horse has one or two starts 

and this is a critical mistake as nearly all Rookies improve their early efforts. A bad speed figure on 

a 2TS is almost meaningless. Yet the early race experience is essential and improvement at good 

odds is the norm for horses that ran poorly in the debut. Dramatic turnarounds are common.  
 

We will locate the key factors for each group of the Rookies and seek to exploit the lack of 

knowledge that almost all of our fellow handicappers have in this area. If you are an exotic bettor, 

longshot hunter or tournament player, hitting a longshot Rookie can increase profits tremendously, 

because it is far less likely that the public is willing to wade into the unknown and bet on these 

horses. 
 

Many handicapping pundits and writers decry maiden races that have FTS in them. They even 

recommend passing such races because they are deemed chaotic and impossible to handicap with 

any confidence. If forced to play them for the sake of a sequential exotic bet, they look for the 

obvious elements of trainer/jockey and pedigree. In other words, they default to 'the chalk' 

(favorites).  

 

Speed figure adherence is a double edged sword with 2TS and 3TS. On one hand, the Rookies that 

ran well in their debut or second start are highly likely to repeat and break their maiden - but at very 

low odds as everyone can see they are fast. No edge there. The horses we want to focus on are those 

that did not look so great in their debut but have lots of improvement clues. There is a greater risk, 

but the odds are excellent because the figure players dismiss them.       
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Handicapping with HTR 

AML   Follow Up and Expansion 
 

AML = Adjusted Morning Line (HTR exclusive) 

MLO = official track Morning Line Odds  
 

The last issue of this newsletter (Jan/Feb 2014) discusses the AML rating in detail, especially as it 

relates to the MLO. Several critical problems were revealed with the MLO that we can improve on 

with an adjusted line, particularly when scratches happen. We can also exploit some areas of the 

MLO by recognizing that line is contrived and arbitrary yet the public is still highly influenced by 

it. This follow up focuses on the AML by itself. There is a slight update to the rating for March 

2014 with an expansion to a higher level of 80/1.    
 

First let's look at a complete chart of the AML that now includes a slightly expanded bottom level 

through 80/1 odds. These results are from races March 2013-February 2014 with a purse of $10,000 

or more.   The 'AvgOdds' column displays the average final tote odds at each AML level. 

 
All Races      Purse $10,000+       Mar 2013 - Feb 2014 

AML       Plays   Wins    Win  ITM   WROI   AvgOdds   I.V. 

 

2/5-4/5   01743   0951    55%  88%   0.86     0.7     3.20 

1/1-7/5   07418   3208    43%  80%   0.87     1.2     2.88 

8/5-9/5   07828   2614    33%  72%   0.82     1.7     2.39 

2/1       10146   2834    28%  66%   0.80     2.3     2.03 

5/2       11907   2971    25%  63%   0.82     2.8     1.86 

3/1-7/2   25499   5110    20%  56%   0.80     3.8     1.55 

4/1-9/2   28015   4461    16%  49%   0.80     5.2     1.29 

5/1       10440   1430    14%  45%   0.81     6.4     1.12 

6/1-7/1   22700   2761    12%  41%   0.83     7.7     1.01 

8/1-9/1   21204   2014    09%  32%   0.79     9.7     0.80 

 

10/1      10705   0889    08%  32%   0.80    12.0     0.70 

12/1      21073   1533    07%  29%   0.81    14.5     0.62 

15/1      22329   1224    05%  25%   0.74    18.5     0.48 

20/1      11480   0545    05%  22%   0.77    22.3     0.42 

25/1      10903   0412    04%  18%   0.68    26.2     0.34 

30/1      10405   0364    03%  16%   0.78    31.3     0.32 

35/1      08432   0207    02%  13%   0.61    35.1     0.23 

40/1      04229   0075    02%  10%   0.67    50.1     0.17 

50/1      05521   0117    02%  11%   0.60    44.6     0.20 

80/1      16113   0202    01%  08%   0.43    51.4     0.12 

 

Analysis 

The AML is an outstanding tool for odds estimation and contender evaluation. The separation at 

most levels is significant and predictive of final odds and even order of finish. The only area on the 

chart that deceived the algorithm a bit was the 35/1 - 50/1 range. It appears that the horses in that 

range could have been lumped into a single grouping at about 45/1. The expanded 80/1 pulls in over 

16,000 horses and only a bare 1% are able to win and less than 10% can even get into the trifecta. 

The 80/1 is an important expansion and key addition to the AML. 
 

A Sweet Spot? 

Is it possible to identify a grouping of the AML that is particularly effective? In other words, where 

on the AML chart is a zone that eludes our fellow bettors and produces the greatest ROI? To answer 

that, we'll test the full range of AML again using HTR-Consensus top pick (HTR=1). The results 

are on the following page. 
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Handicapping with HTR 

AML    Locating a Sweet Spot with HTR=1 
 

The chart below tested the same data set from the previous chart, but this time it was isolated to 

those horses with HTR=1. Looking for clusters of ROI strength as well as areas where the data 

shows a drop-off in impact value. 
 

HTR=1   All Races      Purse $10,000+       Mar 2013 - Feb 2014 

AML        Plays   Wins    Win  ITM   WROI   AvgOdds   I.V. 
 

2/5-4/5    01512   0852    56%  88%   0.88     0.6     3.34 

1/1-7/5    05565   2492    45%  81%   0.88     1.1     3.06 

8/5-9/5    04375   1549    35   71%   0.84     1.6     2.69 

2/1        03930   1215    31%  68%   0.83     2.0     2.39 

5/2        03682   1027    28%  64%   0.85     2.5     2.19 

3/1-7/2    06045   1432    24%  58%   0.87     3.3     1.97 

4/1-9/2    04728   0901    19%  50%   0.85     4.5     1.66 

5/1        01105   0182    16%  46%   0.84     5.7     1.47 
========================================================================== 

6/1-7/1    01749   0261    15%  43%   0.96     7.0     1.34 

8/1-9/1    01154   0110    11%  38%   0.83     8.9     1.01    

10/1       00390   0043    11%  33%   1.09    12.1     1.00     

12/1       00478   0053    11%  29%   1.17    13.7     1.04 

15/1       00246   0023    09%  24%   0.95    16.8     0.90 
========================================================================== 

20/1       00246   0005    05%  19%   0.59    21.4     0.51 

25/1-80/1  00129   0008    06%  14%   0.61    33.6     0.55 

 

Analysis 

Reminder that this test used HTR=1 as the primary variable. The most likely 'sweet spot' or area of 

profit (WROI) is the range from 6/1 to 15/1 as shown between the lines. But it does have a hiccup at 

8/1-9/1.   Altogether though, it is still a strong ROI with no other filtering. Those of you that work 

on spot plays may want to consider using these parameters.     
 

Notice a clear pattern from the top down. Between 2/5 and 5/1, all of the HTR=1 horses return an 

ROI under 0.90. Between 6/1 and 15/1, there are multiple areas of strength and even profits as the 

play count drops. After 15/1, the ROI drops way down, but the sample size is very small. 
 

This tells us that the public sometimes makes a mistake with assessment of HTR=1 runners. The 

most likely mistakes are horses at odds between 6/1 and 15/1.         

 

Summary 

The AML data presents an excellent set of information for pattern recognition. I encourage you to 

run the LEARN MORE report in Robot3 when testing any set of criteria. Locate areas of clear 

statistical advantage as well as eliminations. The new 80/1 range will encompass thousands of 

horses and it is rare that any of them will make the trifecta.   
 

The most important asset of the AML is that you can use it BEFORE the race. Final tote odds are 

almost impossible to predict with confidence these days. Odds can go up and down drastically in 

the last minute before post time and after the race is off. But as long as the scratches are known, the 

AML is a fixed rating that can benefit you tremendously pre-race. 
 

You'll find several more instances of the AML in the March 2014 software updates (see page-11). 

Some screens display the AML next to the MLO (Price Scan and KAT Scan). Other screens allow 

you toggle between the two  (HTR2:  Program Screen and HTR Screen).   
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Handicapping with HTR 

UL Rating Upgrade 
 

UL = UnLucky rating / Opposite of the Luck rating. Updated March 2014.  
 

The Luck rating is an attempt to locate horses that would seem to overachieve, have a competitive 

advantage or a favorable race setup. The Luck rating has a positive effect when combined with other 

factors and a good statistical profile as shown below. Luck rating remains unchanged for all future 

upgrades. 
 

The original UL rating attempted to be the opposite of Luck. It was designed to identify horses that 

have unlucky tendencies, bad habits and underachievers. It did not work as expected and has been 

updated with the March 2014 software versions. You'll see "UL" listed for fewer horses now and 

the statistical profile is more in line with truly unlucky runners. 
 

The problem with the original UL formula was that it did not take into account factors of 

improvement.   As a consequence, many UL horses won after exhibiting positive signals. Examples 

include equipment changes, Razor Sharp workouts, and barn changes.    
 

Let's look at the concept of predicting bad luck by using the Run Style / RS = "R" (rear runner) 

designation. The "R" horses tend to break slow and are usually racing at the back of the pack down 

the backstretch. To win the race they have to weave through traffic or go wide around the field and 

pass up most of the other runners - a difficult task. Bad luck and troubled trips are common for "R" 

horses.  Compare that with an early speed horse that can track the leaders with ideal position and 

save ground.   They won't have to deal with those same challenges. 
 

But even "R" horses can improve dramatically. Let's look at "R" runners overall and then with the 

full spectrum of the KAT rating which accents potential improvement and positive changes. 

 
RS = "R"   All Races   Purse $10,000+     Mar 2013 - Feb 2014 

Item        Plays   Wins    Win  ITM   WROI      I.V. 
 

All "R"     16464   1340    08%  30%   0.65      0.69 
 

KAT 8-10    00274   0065    23%  57%   0.90      1.97 

KAT 7       00430   0077    18%  51%   0.76      1.44 

KAT 6       00428   0070    16%  49%   0.98      1.29 

KAT 5       00675   0115    17%  48%   0.85      1.36 

KAT 2-4     04884   0581    12%  40%   0.75      0.98 

KAT 0-1     09704   0424    04%  19%   0.57      0.35   
 

========================================================== 
 

UL Update March 2014  365-Day   All Races  Purse $10k+ 

Item        Plays   Wins    Win  ITM   WROI      I.V. 

"UL"        11968   0136    01%  08%   0.42      0.11 
 

Analysis 

Run Style "R" horses find plenty of trip trouble and bad luck.  Statistically they fare much worse 

than the other four run-style designations (F = Front, E = Early, P = Presser, and S = Sustained) and 

show a -35% loss per dollar bet (ROI = 0.65) overall.    
 

The "R" horses that have a KAT rating of 2 points or more, show dramatic improvement even 

though most are high odds. The higher the KAT the greater the impact on improvement. This 

evidence of improvement is the reason I changed the "UL" to be tagged only onto horses with a 

KAT=0 and zero known clues for improvement. 
 

New "UL" is a near shutout on the win. This accomplishes its purpose - truly unlucky horses. 
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Handicapping with HTR 

The Art and Science of Modeling   
 

MAXVEL =  Maximum Velocity Software / Modeler 
 

What is a Modeler and How is it Different from the Robot?  

The Modeler is a handicapping tool for an individual race. Its purpose is to recognize patterns that 

are specific for the track/distance/surface and optionally for various race conditions. When you run 

a Model on a particular race, you are hoping to isolate one or two key factors that have been 

winning consistently at a much higher than expected percentage. This narrows your contender 

search and allows you to focus on just a few horses. ROI and other betting statistics are not critical 

aspects to Modeling.  The Modeler seeks to win this race - right now. 
 

Robot3 and other data mining tools such as our Export function in HTR2, are designed for long-

term research, heavy analysis and to quantify complex sets of information. This includes testing 

multiple tracks and race conditions together. The ROI and other valuable statistics are printed on the 

Robot test reports in dozens of categories. From this information we can enhance our knowledge of 

general handicapping as well as the unique proprietary ratings built into HTR.  
 

In a nutshell, you use the Modeler to identify a small number of high probability win contenders 

within the current race. We'll approach the Modeler in this article with a clear set of options and set 

parameters that should encourage you to use it regularly in your handicapping.   

 

Get Going with the Modeler  

Confine your race modeling to a current meet in progress. Don't use an older meet or previous 

year's data.  Pattern recognition based on recently run races is the goal. If the race meeting is in its 

early stages, wait another week or two. Don't be tempted to include races in your Model that are 

more than 60 days old.  The Modeler defaults to 30-days. Use the Robot if you want a test result for 

a longer period. 
 

Be aware that not every modeling result is helpful. Sometimes there is nothing to discern from a 

Modeler output and no single factor will stand out. If that is the case, accept that you can't use it 

with any confidence on that race and try something else to find separation.  
 

Our approach in this article will use Modeler / Wizard2 / Full Coverage Factors. The 

methodology is explained step-by-step below. 

 

1. Start the MaxVel software and load all your races (DO NOT select the single date load). Before 

using the Modeler, make sure you have downloaded the last 30-days or more of the tracks you 

want to model. 
 

   

2. Once inside the MaxVel program, select a race from the top left list of tracks and dates for the 

day you want to model. Click the Modeler button at the bottom of the screen and it will load 

the races for that day into the Modeler and display the Modeler interface.  
 

3. Look over the Modeler interface and find the Wizard2 button on the right (don't click it yet).  

That's the only report option we'll be using in this tutorial. Try the other options later after you 

become more experienced. Also note the location of the Edit Factor List button which is 

located right under the Wizard buttons. 
 

4. Click on the Edit Factor List and a new interface will pop up. Click the purple option button 

near the bottom:  Use Full Coverage Factors Only. 
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Handicapping with HTR 

The Art and Science of Modeling 
 

Full Coverage Factors 

Listed below are the ratings that assign a ranking to 100% of the horses in each race. Many of the 

other ratings in the Modeler, particularly those based on pace, velocity and speed, may blank out 

horses such as FTS that have no running lines and cause a distortion in the modeler results. Below 

are the full coverage factors used in the Modeler. Every horse is rated, no exceptions. 
 

(K)    HTR    TRN    JKY    PED     k2     Sys1    Sys4 
 

All entrants have a jockey, trainer and a pedigree. Those are the natural full coverage factors. The 

others use formulas that involve combinations of various elements to produce a score and then a 

ranking for each entrant regardless of its race experience.   
 

The Modeler works best with full coverage factors because there will be no blanks or holes in the 

data.  Every horse in every race will be assigned a ranking with no exceptions. The Modeler is then 

used to determine which factor(s) most of the winners have in common (pattern recognition).   

  

Wizard2 Modeling 

Let's continue the step-by-step approach to basic Modeling using Wizard2.  
 

5. Exit the Edit Factor List by clicking the red 'Exit' button at the bottom. 

 

6. Select a race from the list of tracks/races above the modeler buttons. The list of tracks and races 

are based on the date that you chose on the main MaxVel screen. If the date above the track list 

is not what you wanted, return to the MaxVel main screen and select any race from the desired 

date. Then enter the Modeler again.   
 

7.   Click the Wizard2 button and start the Modeler. 
 

I followed the instructions (1 to 7) above and selected the 9th-race at AQU on March 13. Here is an 

edited view of what popped up when the Modeler finished its search.    
 

09-AQUi  Thu Mar 13, 2014    6.0D  

MaxVel Wizard Found  20  Similar Races to Model 
 

Top Ten Factors by Hit Rate 

--------------------------- 

HTR Top4    020        095% 

--------------------------- 

1  Di Lissa       3/1  (1)s   {Juice}  LateKick 

3  Conzig         2/1  (2)w   ProjTop  BTL  FC  HotPED 

4  Noon Time Sh   4/1  (3)    {bx}  Fresh 

5  Miss Red Clo   3/1  (4)    {HotJk} 
 

Analysis 

By default the Wizard will seek the last 20 races that match the Track/Distance/Surface during the 

last 30-days. There are options on the Modeler interface to filter by Class and other restrictions as 

well as extending the search days. Experiment with those later. 
 

This model found 20 races that match the basic AQU-9th race conditions (6.0f Dirt). Out of those 

20 races, 95% of the previous winners in similar races were ranked in the top-4 with the HTR-

Consensus. This is an excellent model result. The Top-4 HTR horses for today's race are listed with 

their program numbers on the Wizard2 output. Horse #3 won the race and it was ranked 2nd in 

HTR as shown in the parenthesis (2).    
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Handicapping with HTR 

The Art and Science of Modeling 
 

Modeler Benchmarks / Interpreting Wizard2 Results 

In the example Modeler for the AQU race, the HTR rating was hitting the winner in its top-4 some 

95% of the time in the 20 race sample (19 for 20). That is exactly that type of extreme result we are 

seeking.  Below are typical benchmarks to look for when you view a Wizard2 result. 
 

Average Field Size 8-10        Average Field Size 5-7 

    Top-4  80%+                    Top-4  85%+ 

    Top-3  70%+                      Top-3  75%+ 

    Top-2  60%+                      Top-2  65%+ 

     

Average Field Size is displayed in the header on each Wizard report. Make note of it because it can 

influence the percentages. Smaller fields will obviously have a higher percentage of winners. Any 

time you see a 90% or higher result though, it is powerful indicator regardless of the average field 

size. With smaller average field sizes at many tracks these days, confine the contender set to three 

horses and look for high hit rates among the Top-3 instead of Top-4.      
 

Longshots and Tournament Plays 

Modeling targets Win contenders. Most winners pay below $10, but you can use the Modeler to 

help locate a key longshot for exotics or a tournament pick. Look at this example below from TAM-

8th race, March 9, 2014. 
 

--------------------------- 

(K) Top4    016        094% 

--------------------------- 

1  Implied        9/2  (3)    LateKick 

3  Exclude (GB)   4/1  (1)s   {HotTJ} 

4  Catbird Seat  10/1  (4)w 

10 Cuppy Cake     5/2  (2)p   ProjTop  BTL  FC  HotTr  HotTJ 
 

Analysis 

The average field size for this type of race at TAM was over 9 horses, so the 94% win rate with the 

Top-4 (K) offers a big head start in handicapping this field. Just one of the horses looks like it will 

be a price play (#4) according to AML (10/1). We know that the (K) Top-4 is finding nearly every 

winner and that offers a solid opportunity if one of the four is a decent price. As always happens 

with example races, #4 won and paid $16. Note the exacta and trifecta were also hit if you boxed 

the foursome, which brings up an interesting discussion below. 
 

Exacta and Trifecta Boxes 

While the Modeler output is based on the Win results, there is often a spillover effect when a single 

factor becomes hot as with the (K) rating above. A high percentage Win factor is likely to be 

pointing out "live" horses, not just winners. The exacta and trifecta might be worth a shot if you 

encounter a 90%+ result as with the example above and the listed horses are not all favorites. 

Further testing is needed to find out how we can optimize a profitable approach.  
 

MLO / AML 

We are in the process of transitioning many of the screens and output in the various HTR software 

programs to include the AML. Either it will be listed side by side with the MLO or there will be an 

option for the user to replace the MLO with the AML directly. As of this writing, I have not yet 

begun to make major changes with the AML to the MaxVel and Modeler screens, but will in the 

future.    
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Handicapping with HTR 

The Art and Science of Modeling   
 

Order of Preference for the "Full Coverage Factors" 

Here is my list of the most/least effective factors when using the Full Coverage option and Wizard2 

output. This list is in order of preference and is a subjective opinion based on my experience using 

the Modeler for many years as well as feedback from other users.   
  

1. Jockey (JKY) rank 

2. HTR (HTR-Consensus rank) 

3. (K) and Sys1 rankings 

4. k2 and Sys4 rankings 

5. Trainer (TRN) rank 

6. Pedigree (PED) rank 
 

Jockey (JKY)  

You might be surprised to see the jockey rank as my top preference for modeler results. The jockey 

factor is unique among the modeling handicapping factors because there is a snowball effect as the 

meet progresses. In other words - with jockeys - nothing succeeds like winning. The impact is 

greater with extended meets, year-round tracks and locations that are somewhat isolated. Good 

examples are MNR, TUP, EMD, and WO. Shorter meets and circuit changes will limit the effect of 

the jockey factor.   
 

The winning riders at the top of the standings get their choice of the best mounts as their talent 

becomes apparent as their reputation grows. The top trainers will stick with their "go to" pilot and 

give them first call on their best horses. All trainers will seek out the hot jocks whenever possible 

for their live runners as well. If this cycle of success breeding more success with jockeys is 

ongoing, it will become apparent in the Modeler results. Here is a good example from Gulfstream 

on March 9, 2014.     
 

GP-4  Sun March 9, 2014 

--------------------------- 

JKY Top3    020        075% 

--------------------------- 

1   Acting On a    4/1  (2)p  (Rosario)  

2   Lady Go Go    12/1  (3)s  (Contreras)   

4   Nice to Rega   7/5  (1)w  (Lopez) 

 

When you find a healthy Modeler result as shown above (75% top-3), the chances of hitting the race 

within a pick-X sequence are especially strong. Obviously the top jockeys are over bet. While that 

is usually true of the top two, one of the others may offer some value in the Win pool. 
  
HTR-Consensus Rank  

The diversity of elements within  the HTR- consensus rating make it a solid choice when the 

Modeler shows a high percentage of 80% or better for top-3 or 4. HTR rank will identify more 

longshots and price plays than the jockey factor when the model is winning, but it is somewhat 

more volatile with forward results.  Unlike the jockey rating, which focuses on a single facet of 

handicapping, the HTR uses multiple components and that might make it more difficult to continue 

a hot streak.   
 

(K) and Sys1  

The (K) and Sys1 will show up often with a high% win rate for the Top-3 or Top-4. That's the good 

news, especially if one of the horses is a price play (see page-8 example). The bad news is that (K) 

and Sys1 strength will often indicate the favorites are winning in bunches. We can't bet three or four 

low-odds horses in the same race and make any money. But at least the information is worth 

knowing for sequential exotics such as the Pick4.   
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Handicapping with HTR 

The Art and Science of Modeling   
 

k2 and Sys4 

This is one is tricky. The k2 rating and Sys4 draw from intangibles with emphasis on PED 

(Pedigree) and Wk (workouts). But k2 and Sys4 can also quantify equipment and Lasix addition, 

high% trainer stats, jockey changes, and just about anything that has happened since the horse's last 

start. But unlike the HTR-Consensus, which computes the rating based on a fixed set of rankings, 

the k2 and Sys4 can have differing elements depending on the situation. For example, a top k2 or 

Sys4 could be due to a claim by sharp trainer, gelded since last and a switch to a hot rider. While 

another horse in the same race might receive a high number based on a Razor Sharp workout 

combined with a strong PED rating. The mix of factors can lower the win rate, but the tradeoff is 

that these two ratings uncover more longshot winners than the other Full Coverage factors. 
 

Trainer (TRN) 

It is possible that a small group of trainers can dominate a meet as we discussed with the jockeys, 

but it is not nearly as common. Typically just one dominant or super trainer at the meet will get hot 

and those horses will be low odds and easily flagged by other factors such as the (K) or Sys1. The 

Modeler rarely finds a high percentage Top-3 or 4 with the trainers on the main track. Yet with 

grass racing, a few key trainers tend to win a majority of the Turf races for Msw, Allowance and 

Stakes at major meets. The Modeler will reveal this from time to time and confidence will be high 

with the contenders. 
 

Pedigree (PED) 

The PED rating is a key element in HTR for value plays and handicapping unknown horses such as 

FTS, foreign shippers or surface/distance changes. The problem with modeling the PED isn't the 

accuracy of the rating, but the usefulness of it. The majority of thoroughbred races are carded for 

claimers and maiden claimers and most of them have long since proven their pedigree is irrelevant 

in handicapping. Other types of races, such as Turf, Msw, 3yr Stakes can put a premium on the PED 

rating, but these races aren't carded enough to provide a good sample for the Modeler. 

 

Summary  

I hope this article motivates you to consider using the Modeler or returning to it if you have given 

up on it in the past. The concept of Full Coverage Factors is a powerful tool that limits the "noise" 

in the modeler and can increase your understanding and confidence with the output.  
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Book Review 

The Winning Contest Player    by Peter Fornatale 
 

I must preface this review by telling you that the author has been a subscriber and he also 

interviewed myself and several other HTR members for the book. My appraisal might have been 

prejudiced, but as you'll read below, I was impressed by some aspects of the book that have nothing 

to do with earning notoriety.      
 

Writer Peter Fornatale interviews dozens of successful horse racing contest players for the book. In 

my case, while I haven't won any majors, he wanted a unique perspective from someone who is in 

regular contact with tournament action through the handicapping software business. The author 

does the reader a great service by including alternative solutions, including HTR, that fall outside of 

the Daily Racing Form (DRF).    
 

Note that the book is published by DRF Press. Most of the DRF Press titles are rudimentary and 

discuss handicapping solely from a Racing Form perspective. Virtually every professional or 

successful horseplayer in the world uses a computer and a variety of source material for analysis 

and research.  To pretend otherwise is disingenuous. Thankfully, Fornatale wrote this book with an 

objective mind and sought out counter-intuitive ideas.    
 

Everyone has self-interest and an ego, including horseplayers (!). The author was fully aware of 

this, so instead of probing the perspectives of a few recent contest champs, he sought out more 

diversity by including advice, quotes and quips from more than 30 people. This way he kept the 

material fresh throughout.   

 

The goal was to provide a cross-section of information, ideas and strategy for major contests. It's an 

interesting ensemble cast and they opine openly. The book is an easy read because the comments 

are concise and quick to browse and it is not necessary to study the book from front to back. 

Personally I like my non-fiction in a format that doesn't require me to read cover to cover. Browsing 

and skimming and moving non-sequentially through a book with a variety of information attracts an 

active mind -- or a short attention span!   
 

It's a guess, but I estimate that 5% of regular horse handicappers are serious tournament players. 

Another 15% of us play casually in contests. Those numbers are probably doubled among the HTR 

subscribers.  "The Winning Contest Player" is a rare opportunity to read something that focuses on 

this sub-culture.   
 

I kept this review general and did not delve into any specifics or attempt to verify or counter the 

information presented. Tournament players can debate all night about their methods and tactics and 

nobody is always right or wrong in this game. What matters is your accumulation of potentially 

valuable knowledge. The book is highly recommended for that reason.  
 

"The Winning Contest Player" by 'Peter Thomas Fornatale is available for online purchase at DRF 

Press or on Amazon. Use a search engine to locate the sales link or to find out more about the book 

and the author. 
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HTR Software Updates March 20, 2014 
 

The four main programs have various minor updates. The HTR-Tablet version adds a new screen 

and gets its first update since 2013. All latest versions now dated "March 20, 2014" 
 

All Programs 
 

 The AML (Adjusted Morning Line) was expanded to 80/1 (see page-3). 

 The UL (UnLucky) rating was updated (see page-4). 
 

Price Scan 
The "Price Scan" screen as found in HTR-Tour and HTR-Tablet has been updated and enhanced. 

You'll notice a more concise set of information, though almost everything remains from the 

previous version.  Columns and comments have been streamlined for more clarity.  The AML was 

added to both sides of the screen. The screen can be sorted by the (K) or KAT by pressing the <K> 

key on the keyboard.  
 

The Price Scan screen (only) will sometimes display a "$+" or "$$+" for some horses. The "+" 

indicates the horse has an AML of  6/1 - 15/1 and a KAT rating greater than 5. This is a prelude to a 

possible new longshot spot play that will be added in a future version. The current "$" and "$$" 

remain unchanged throughout HTR. 
 

HTR-Tablet 
The tablet version adds the same "Systems" screen as found in HTR2.  In addition, the "Price Scan" 

screen has been remodeled.   AML is now available on multiple screens.  
 

HTR2 
No major changes except to the UL and expanded AML mentioned above. You can toggle between 

the MLO and AML by pressing the <A> key on the Program Screen and HTR Screen.  We will 

update the export (HX44) in June with user requests. 
 

HTR_Tour 
Price Scan screen updated (see above).  AML added to the main screen, section II in place of MLO 

(there was not enough room for both).    The Ultimate Longshot List has an option to use AML line 

instead of MLO for filtering the list.  
 

MaxVel (Maximum Velocity) 

No major changes, just a few touch ups and minor bug fixes.   
 

Robot3 
Range Filters 

The Odds Range has been expanded to include all possible AML numbers. The full spread of the 

AML test results is found on the LEARN MORE test report.   With the change to the UL rating, the 

statistical results will be different than previous for UL rating and the Blank (neither UL or Luck).  

For a wider elimination factor, consider using AML range  > 30/1  (see page-3).  
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Announcements and Reminders 
 

HTR at the HPWS 
A big turnout of HTR players is expected for the 2014 Horse Player World Series at 
the Orleans starting March 27. Webmaster John and I will be there and looking 
forward to talking with friends and making a run at the top prizes. We will post daily 
with news and results on our Discussion Board "Tournament" forum for those of 
you at home that are interested in the event. 
 
Software Updates 
You can install all of the latest 2014 updates in one click from the HTR Subscriber 
Zone (includes Robot) or at www.htr2.com (no Robot). When the installation is 
complete, you should see a common version date of March 20, 2014 with each 
program. Prior to running the installation: restart your computer. When prompted 
after clicking the installation link, select RUN or OPEN (not Save) and ignore all 
Windows warnings and continue the install operation.  
 
 

HTR   Handicapping Tech & Research 
 

Voicemail:  714-366-1HTR 

Email:  kmsoft@earthlink.net 

HTR website (software updates): www.htr2.com 

 www.homebased2.com/km 

 
HTR Report is an on-line newsletter and is published bi-monthly, it is available in the HTR 

Subscriber Zone around the 15
th
 of the month.  Monthly subscribers can view the current newsletter 

for no charge on-line, Adobe Reader software (free) required.  Past issues over a year old are 

available in our website archive library. 

 
Products and services from KM Software 

HTR Unlimited Download: $119/mo unlimited access, all tracks. 

HTR Software Complimentary, no fee for updates. 

Bi-Monthly HTR Newsletter Current Issue is included with monthly subscription for members 

only. 

 Archives of Past Issues are available on the HTR2.com website. 

mailto:kmsoft@earthlink.net
http://www.htr2.com/
http://www.homebased2.com/km

