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Seminar 2010 

Annual Seminar Information and Itinerary 
 

We hope you'll be attending our annual seminar in Las Vegas.  The information provided at a live event 

has a far greater impact than reading newsletters or user guides.  This year we will be utilizing our new 

software and research tools to maximize our edge.  Horse-bettors are “swimming with the sharks” these 
days and staying ahead of the game is a challenge that requires continuous learning.  This is a chance to 

expand your knowledge in a comfortable classroom setting and hear from other HTR members as well.   

 
When:  Wednesday July 28, 2010, 10am  
 

Where:  Las Vegas, Gold Coast Hotel - Salon A, Upstairs in the Banquet Hall 

 

How Much:  $40 donation at the door compensates our guest speakers and room helpers 
 

RSVP:  not necessary, but arrive early for the best seats 
 

Materials:  Handouts and software provided, but bring a laptop if possible 
 

Hotel Room:  You can't find a better bargain in Las Vegas during the summer than the Gold Coast Hotel.  

Room rates Sun-Thur are under $50/night.  Try online at 
https://www.bconnectedonline.com/resnet.php?prop_code=GC.   

The Rio is right next door and the Palms is across the street if you prefer. 
 

Tournament:  The Gold Coast Summer Classic follows the seminar, Thursday thru Saturday July 29-31.  

It should be a great contest as it will include SAR, DMR, MTH and AP.  Participation in the tournament 
is not necessary for seminar attendees.  However, you may want to get involved as results over the years 

have proven dramatic for HTR players following the seminar; including two-time winner John Buckley.   

 

Tentative Schedule 
 

10:00 - Intro and Overview (Ken) 

11:00 - XFIG and Optimal Filtering (Donnie) 

12:00 - Lunch 

01:00 - NHC Developments, Record Keeping and Tax Issues (Mike) 

02:00 - New Tools, Robot2 Research, Spot Plays, E-Book Speed Figures (Ken) 

05:00 - MaxVel Modeler (Donnie) 

06:00 - Dinner 

07:00 - Research with Database (Donnie) 

 

Speakers 

Ken Massa, Mike Mayo and Don Nadermann 

 

Room Help, Tech Support, Beta Testing 
Herman Bell, John Buckley, John Buls, Rick Bush, Mike DeRienzo, Ernie Logsdon and Tom Walters 

 

Seminar Banquet Facilities 
Provided free of charge by the Gold Coast Race & Sports, Carol Boyd manager.   

 

A big thank you to everyone listed above!  

 

https://www.bconnectedonline.com/resnet.php?prop_code=GC
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Handicapping Longshots and Tournament Play 

HTR Tour Software 
 

The new stand-alone software HTR_TOUR has been available since April 2010.  You can get your copy 

quickly from our website with this link http://www.homebased2.com/km/dnl/HTR_TourSetup.exe.  The 
May 11, 2010 version has many updates and changes from the original (see page 4).   
 

The "Tour" program was designed as snack-sized software for tournament players, longshot hunters, 

exotic bomb fishing, etc.  A single default screen and a limited menu make it the efficient choice for play-

ers on the run or under a deadline.  Here are some of the features ---> 
 

 Descriptive header that includes the race Outlook, strength of the favorite (ML) and the probable 

pace.  Pass or play decisions in seconds. 
 

 Negative log (NLog) that lists specific problems and issues for every horse using a numeric 

index.  This is the backbone of the program and allows the user to quickly scan the field for the 

most likely contenders at a price. 
 

 Screen sort that lists the horse by the total of their negatives (N#).  This allows a unique perspec-

tive if fishing for prices or attempting to beat the favorites (see page 4).   
 

 Race Shape, fast appraisal for locating Lone Speed and Late runners. 
 

 TOUR or BOMB listings to flag the most viable longshot plays. 
 

 A "Buzz" section lists positive factors and changes that predict improvement and live horses. 
 

 New information sections for changes and connections (see page 4). 
 

 The TOUR PLAYS summary sheet that lists all the races for the day in Post-Time order along 

with the basic information and longshot picks for the race.   

 
Notes on HTR_TOUR vs. [KM] screen differences ---> 
 

1. The [KM] screen in HTR2 displays the same NLog in section II, but the [KM] screen is not sort-

able by the (N#) and the 'Outlook' header is not present.  Also, the [KM] screen has an older ver-

sion of the NLog until July 2010.  
 

2. HTR_TOUR always uses PL-5 in a fixed mode.  But on the [KM] screen in HTR2, you can 

change the PL-mode and possibly alter some of the item designations and the (N#) totals. 

 
Tournament Play and "Chalky" Races 
Many tournaments have mandatory races.  Sometimes the entire contest is pre-selected and based on the 

host track or just a couple of tracks with 5 or 6 races each.  The first step is to consider the probable result 

based on the Outlook.  If it the Outlook is listed as "chalky", or the dreaded "very chalky", the winner is 

most likely to come from one of two statistical groups -->  
 

1. Horses under 4/1 odds. 
2. One of the top-three ML Favorites  

 

It is not uncommon in a "chalky" race to find that the ML favorite is "vulnerable" (has negatives).  If this 

happens, and the favorite is bet too heavily by the public, it creates an opening for group (2) above to win 

the race at a decent price, so don't overlook them even if the original ML is low.  You are far more likely 
to score contest points using a realistic contender at 5/1 odds than stabbing at a wild bomb in a "chalky" 

race that has almost no chance to win.  If the contest is winding down and you need more points, then 

obviously you'll have to gamble on a "TOUR" or "BOMB" play despite the "chalky" outlook.   

http://www.homebased2.com/km/dnl/HTR_TourSetup.exe


HTR Report May-June  2010 

 

4 

Handicapping Longshots and Tournament Play 

HTR Tour Software  –  Changes for May Version  
 

I have learned quite a bit about the genuine impact of various factors from researching for the NLog and 

developing the Tour software.  Below are some of the findings.   
 

 Anything related to Trainer and/or Jockey ROI is a non-starter on the "Buzz".  This is because I 

was unable to prove anything of positive impact going forward and the volatility is too high (see 

page-6).  Instead, there is a separate listing of the Trainer and Jockey statistics at bottom of the 
screen to highlight this information, if you are interested. 

 

 Nearly all "Juice" (L1, L2) and "Blinkers" (bo, bx) comments have been removed from the 

"Buzz".  Same goes for "Gelded".  Almost every thoroughbred runner will eventually use Lasix 

and experiment with Blinkers, and the majority of male horses are Gelded.  These factors are not 

intrinsically positive on their own, so they are displayed on the "Buzz" only if the trainer has an 
exceptional record with them.  All other instances of these items are listed in the Changes col-

umn.   
 

 Trainer and/or Jockey changes are shown in { } if they are "Hot" only.  Note that the "HotJky" 

comment has appeared since April 7, 2010 and are not available for race files prior to that date. 
 

These revisions will considerably reduce the "Buzz" listings and decrease the clutter.  Our attention needs 

to be focused on the factors and changes that have a major impact on improvement. 
 

 I made minor changes to the Negative items on the NLog and the parameters for extracting them.  

These adjustments are ongoing.  Keep in mind the importance of identifying negatives in combi-

nation rather than singularly.  Read more about multiple negatives on page-5. 
 

 Scratches are shown at the top right of the header. 

 
The TOUR screen adds two new sections to accommodate the general information and changes so that 

you don't have to click to another screen.   
 

1. Changes columns are part of the horse's NLog to the right.  This lists Lasix, Blinkers, Front 

Wraps, new Geldings, etc.   
 

2. Complete Trainer and Jockey info is listed in the bottom section with notation for changes and 

letter grades designating win rates and ROI.   

 
Sort by N# 
One of the cool new features of the latest HTR_TOUR version is the ability to sort the screen by the N# 

(total negatives).  This will give you a unique perspective on the race and gives more credence to many 

higher odds horses than the (K) rating will show.  Hot Keys are used to change the sorting --> 
 

<N>  Sort by N# and sub-sort by (K) 

<K>  Sort by (K) and is the default 

<P>  Sort by Program Number 

 

Tour Plays Button and Daily Listing 

For a daily summary of the Tour/Bomb plays in post-time order, click the [Tour Plays] button at 

the bottom of the main screen and print the daily list that includes the Outlook and other infor-

mation for every race on the day.  This is the perfect tool for tournament players. 
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Handicapping Longshots and Tournament Play 

HTR Tour Software  –  NLog Total (N#)  
 

The N# sums the total negative items listed on the NLog.  In theory, the greater the number of Negative 

items, the lower the probability of winning.  My original concept with the NLog was that stacking the 
negatives would result in an exponential reduction in a horse's chances of winning.  I'm happy to report 

that it really works!  Below are the raw numbers. 
 

Win% is not useful in the chart below as there are multiple numbers of qualifiers in each race.  The I.V. or 

Impact Value is the key statistic for comparison.  We would expect to see a sharp decrease in the I.V. as 

the number of Negative items rises.  ROI can also be a useful determinant if it declines on each successive 
level.   
 

All Races     Purse $10,000     May 2009 - April 2010 

N#        Plays      WROI      I.V. 

0        108733      0.81      1.44 

1         82509      0.77      1.09 

2         45529      0.73      0.80 

3         24769      0.69      0.57 

4         14314      0.57      0.36 

5+        20239      0.48      0.24 
 

Analysis 
It's all good news here from a handicapper and statistician point of view.  The greater the number of neg-

ative items, the more difficult it becomes to win.  Here we have a massive sample with nearly 300,000 

horses involved and no other separation or handicapping applied; yet, there is stark evidence of the power 
of negative factoring.   
 

Approximately 35% of all entrants will show zero negatives on the NLog while a similar number will 

show two or more negatives.  Those remaining have a single negative flag.  It is tempting to consider 

adding more negative items in order to reduce the percentage of the N# = 0 group.  Exhaustive research 

on my part over the past year has uncovered the current NLog as the factors with genuine impact.  
Attempts to add other items have proven marginal and unproductive to the chart above.  A good example 

of this is "Front Wraps".  The wearing of wraps or even changes "on" or "off" show virtually no change in 

impact values in my testing.  Therefore it has been removed from the original version.   
 

ML Favorites and the N# 

Favorites are the toughest group of horses to derail with elimination or negative methods.  The chart 

below isolates ML-Favorites and will reveal the impact of the accumulating negatives on them.  Win% is 
a useful statistic here because there is generally only one ML Favorite per race. 
 

All Races   ML Favorites Only    Purse $10,000    May 2009 - April 2010 

N#        Plays     Win   ITM   WROI    I.V. 
 

ALL       36804     31%   66%   0.80    2.56 
 

0         17593     36%   72%   0.83    2.88 

1         11596     29%   62%   0.79    2.40      

2         05071     24%   58%   0.74    2.06 

3         01722     21%   53%   0.68    1.84 

4         00519     21%   52%   0.77    1.92 

5+        00303     17%   51%   0.65    1.60 
 

Analysis  
Here we can see excellent statistical correlation.  Not only do the increased number of negatives reduce 

the win impact of the ML Favorites, but those with zero negatives win quite a bit more than normal, with 

a healthy 36% hit rate.  This is great stuff, and we will continue to research and improve upon it.  In the 
meantime, you now have improved recognition for your chances of beating the chalk. 
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Handicapping with HTR 

Forward Thinking with Trainer Stats  
 

Most handicappers accept trainer statistics at face value.  They assume that the listed percentages or ROI 

will continue forward and the trainer will return to the same success or failure over and over in the future.  
As with almost any assumption with limited sample size in the horse racing game, the reality may disap-

point. 
 

One advantage that we have with our HTR data is the ability to accumulate a large database or set of files 

to test any established notion to affirm or refute it.  In this issue we will discover if the trainer statistics 

that we have come to rely on, have the same predictive impact that we expect when we bet on them each 
day.   
 

Trainer ROI Prediction 
 

Trainer 365-day ROI is found in the Trainer Stats Text file (verbatim) and recorded on the Trainer Report 

Card [T] as a letter grade under the "BET" column.   
 

This first test looks at how well the trainer's 365-day ROI holds up going forward.  We'll test trainers with 

100 or more starts in a year.  All data in this report took place from May 1, 2009 - April 30, 2010 and is 
limited to purses $10,000+.   

 
Minimum 100 Starts   Trainer Last 365-day ROI   Purse $10,000+ 

Trnr L365 ROI        Horses     Win    ITM   WROI    I.V. 

       1.21+          07604     14%    40%   0.79    1.26 

1.01 - 1.20           19403     15%    43%   0.84    1.33 

0.91 - 1.00           23559     16%    44%   0.80    1.37 

0.81 - 0.90           35258     17%    45%   0.81    1.44 

0.71 - 0.80           43687     15%    43%   0.77    1.28 

0.51 - 0.70           43682     12%    38%   0.75    1.01 

0.00 - 0.50           16567     08%    30%   0.67    0.78 
 

Analysis 

Whoa! - hold the presses, let me double-check this data....... 
 

Everything checks out and I programmed the computer to flash individual trainers on the screen to be sure 
they were being slotted in the correct ROI category above.  There is no mistake here, trainer ROI is highly 

volatile, especially on the high and low ends of the spectrum.  Why would this happen? Let's look care-

fully at the data and try to reason it out.   
 

Three of the groups do have a median return ROI that is close to expectation which validates the rest of 

the test result.  The largest group, (0.71 - 0.80) has forward ROI of 0.77, right about what would be 
expected.  It is the 'bookends' that are troubling, the highest and lowest ROI categories do not reproduce. 
 

Why would a trainer that has a profitable ROI during the previous 365-days begin to trend downward so 

dramatically?  Here are the most common reasons --> 
 

 The ROI may have been dependent on a few huge (30/1+) Win payoffs that won't repeat. 

 The public has taken notice of the stats and over bet the trainer's horses now. 

 The trainer had a great (or lucky) year and repeating huge success is always difficult in any sport. 

 Winning horses that produced a high ROI must now move on and face tougher competition. 

 The trainer was underrated but is now gaining notoriety and attention these days. 

 Barn fluctuation such as owner changes, winning horses becoming injured, sold or retired. 
 

The converse of each of these may also explain why the lowest ROI group is able to improve somewhat.  

Perhaps the low-ROI trainer had a terrible or unlucky year, or maybe there were no longshot winners 

during the cycle, etc.  The bottom line is that trainer ROI is highly fluid and nowhere near as consistent as 
horseplayers have come to believe.  If you have been testing with Robot2 awhile, you are already well 

aware of this reality with forward ROI results based on limited sample size. 
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Handicapping with HTR 

Forward Thinking with Trainer Stats 
 

Comments on Trainer ROI 

I have tested several other aspects of Trainer ROI that isolate individual performance, such as Trainer at 

today's Track, or with the specific layoff range or with an individual jockey.  There is no consistency 
going forward with ROI trainer statistics of any kind - the future is uniformly lower than expected with 

the high ROI group.  The variance among individual trainers will be wide and some may continue to 

show a profit but most will drop down if they have been posting a positive return for a year.   
 

This poses a thorny question:  does any aspect of trainer ROI have merit for handicapping?  Keep in mind 
the list of reasons at the bottom of page-5.  Trainers, like handicappers, go through wide swings of suc-

cess and failure, win streaks and bad beats.  The best bet is to use information that we know for sure has 

predictive validity with Win%, and look for value when the odds are generous.  Below is a great example. 
 

Trainer 1yr Win Percentage 

Next we'll look at Trainer 365-day Win% and find out how it does going forward. 
 

Minimum 100 Starts   Trainer Last 365-day Win%   Purse $10,000+ 

Trnr L365 Win%     Horses     Win    ITM   WROI    I.V. 

      31%+          01342     28%    60%   0.86    2.36 

26% - 30%           06018     25%    56%   0.84    2.00 

21% - 25%           25346     21%    52%   0.83    1.70 

16% - 20%           50140     17%    46%   0.81    1.43 

11% - 15%           60659     13%    39%   0.76    1.09 

06% - 10%           38884     09%    31%   0.74    0.80 

00% - 05%           07741     05%    22%   0.62    0.49 

 

Analysis 

Here we see a far more predictive correlation in the 365-day statistics with Win%.  Trainers tend to con-
tinue producing at their historic rates.  The chart has no hiccups in terms of the sequential flow from top 

to bottom.  Trainers at the highest levels will drop off slightly, but this is understandable considering that 

most of their horses will face tougher opponents after they win.   
 

So how do we reconcile this dichotomy with trainer stats in terms of ROI vs. Win%?  We accept the fact 
that win rates are a function of training strategy, experience, obtaining quality stock and maintaining loyal 

owners.  Trainers need cash flow from winning horses and the purse is the same regardless of how much 

the horse pays to win.  Trainers do make bets on their own horses, but they are notoriously myopic bettors 
and hurt their own odds.  So ROI is more often a function of factors outside the trainer's control such as 

racing luck and bettors that tend to overplay hot barns at the top of the standings. 
 

As a bettor, would you trust your current ROI going forward? I know that my personal ROI is a roller 

coaster ride from month to month and year to year with wide swings and long droughts despite the fact 

that my hit rate (i.e. Win%) remains about the same for all wager types.  Trainers are the same.  They may 
continue for decades using a consistent pattern with their training methods, yet betting on their horses will 

show wide swings of good and bad luck that puts the ROI on a pendulum.   
 

To illustrate the Win% vs. ROI quandary, look at a 10-year comparison of two HTR factors.   
 

2000   K=1  30%  0.92       2000  Fr1=1  19%  1.01 

2010   K=1  30%  0.84       2010  FR1=1  18%  0.87 
 

The methodology has remained the same with both factors, and the Win% are practically set in stone.  

Horses still perform to predictive expectations with (K)=1 and FR1=1.  Yet the ROI has tanked.  This 

chasm between predictable Win% and forward ROI is very frustrating, but our awareness of it is the first 
step to overcoming it.  Don't kill the messenger for the bad news on the ROI.  You can still beat the game 

since it is your fellow bettors who are the opponent, not the HTR2 ratings, which are still doing their job. 
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Handicapping with HTR2 

Trainer at the Track 
 

Serious trainer handicappers are keenly aware of which trainers tend to excel at certain meets or a partic-

ular track on the circuit.  The common perceptions are ---> 
 

 The trainer cycles his horses to peak for a particular track and time of year. 

 The owners want to get into the winner's circle at their favorite meet (Saratoga for example). 

 The trainer may excel on a certain surface that is available at one particular track only. 

 Layoffs and fresh horses are ready for the opening of a particular track. 

 The barn space, living conditions and travel situation may favor one track over another. 

 Increases in purse values may lure some barns and trainers to go all out there. 
 

In this article we will find out if successful (or unsuccessful) trainers tend to repeat at the same track.   
 

Trainer Report Card 

The [T] option in HTR2 is located at the top right corner of the main screen.  The [T] screen displays a 
simple letter grade to summarize each trainer's strength and weakness in several key categories.  One of 

the graded categories is the trainer record at today's track shown in the column with the track abbrevia-

tion.  The "A" thru "F" grades are based on win performance in the last 365-days.   
 

NLog 'Trainer Cold at Track' 

One of the negative items on the [KM] screen NLog and found in the TOUR software is # 09, "Trainer 
Cold at Track".  This is assigned if the trainer receives an "F" grade on the Trainer Report Card.  Let's 

find out if this has a major impact. 
 

Overall Trainer at the Track Test Results 

Keep in mind that the statistics do not separate distance/surface/class in the 'trainer at the track'.  It is 
based on overall winners at a specific racetrack.  Here is how the grades play out --> 
 

Trainer at the Track    All Tracks    Purse $10,000+ 

Grade      Plays    Win   ITM    WROI   I.V. 

  A        16564    23%   55%    0.87   1.91 

  B        51247    18%   48%    0.83   1.51 

  C       104100    12%   38%    0.77   1.05 

  D        56576    08%   28%    0.69   0.70 

  F        18279    05%   21%    0.59   0.48 
 

Analysis 
The accuracy of the grades is excellent and they are a solid prediction tool.  Each successive grade level 

shows a decrease in statistical performance.  Trainers repeat their success or failure at the individual track.  

The top grade "A" is based on trainers that had won more than 25% of their previous starts at the track.  
Going forward, they decline a bit to 23% winners, but all of the numbers remain strong when they return 

to the site of their previous successes.  It is not easy to repeat a huge winning meet from year to year 

because of the turnover of horses that every barn will experience. 
 

Note that the "A" and "B" group send out a lot of 'live' horses.  This is determined by the ITM column 

showing about 50% of their runners finishing in the trifecta.  That's a clear indicator of consistency from 
these trainers that they have been able to define themselves at the given track.   
 

The "F" grade, or negative item ("09") from the NLog also lives up to expectation for failure.  The Impact 

Value is very low and the ROI is miserable.  There is no gain for a handicapper in betting a horse whose 

trainer has proven chilly at a particular track.   
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Handicapping with HTR2 

Forward Thinking with Trainer Stats 
 

NLog Trainer Negatives 
 

Next we test the trainer items on the NLog.  The NLog is found on the [KM] screen and in the new 
HTR_TOUR program.  There are seven key trainer-situational-specific negative items ---> 
 

08   Trainer + Jockey Cold 

09   Trainer Cold at the Track 

10   Trainer Poor with Class Type 

11   Trainer Weak with Dist/Surface 

12   Trainer Poor with the Layoff, or FTS, or 2TS, whichever applies  
 

13   Trainer Weak with Longshots (10/1 +) 

14   Trainer Weak with Favorites (actual tote favorite) 
 

Note:  Items (13) (14) require a filtered test that separates by odds and final tote favorite, so they were not 

tested below, but (13) is tested on the next page in the article about longshots. 
 

Before you look at the data - note the benchmarks below. 
 

Benchmarks:    Win = 12%      ITM%  = 35%      ROI = 0.80       I.V. = 1.00 
 

These benchmarks show the results of picking a completely random selection in each race.   

We can then compare that to the table below to determine the effectiveness of the negative item. 
 

NLog Negatives    All Tracks    Purse $10,000+ 

Neg#         Plays    Win   ITM    WROI   I.V. 
   

08           10254    08%   28%    0.70   0.69 

09           18279    05%   21%    0.59   0.48 

10           19128    06%   24%    0.65   0.58 

11           17368    06%   23%    0.62   0.56 

12           16798    07%   26%    0.69   0.68 
 

Analysis 
A couple of things grabbed my attention here.  First, the sample sizes are very healthy.  We see a lot of 

these trainer negatives on the NLog.  Secondly, the win rates and I.V. are pretty much cut in half from the 

benchmark, and that's a good sign that the negatives are definitely effective.   
 

The most detrimental of these negatives is #9 (Trainer at the Track) and the least effective is #8 (Trainer 
and Jockey Cold).  As previously documented on page-5, the effect of these negatives is greatly increased 

when there are two or more of them for the same horse.   

 

The ROI also suffered a big drop from the random benchmark of 0.80.  This means we will make more 
money betting on random numbers than we would if we bet horses with these negative tags! 
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Handicapping with HTR2 

Forward Thinking with Trainer Stats 

NLog Trainer Negatives and Eliminating Longshots 
 

Now let's turn to horses with odds 10/1 or more and find out which of our negatives on the NLog might 

be the proverbial kiss of death.  I tested 9 of them for this report including some of the trainer items dis-

cussed on the previous page.   
 

01  Chronic Loser 

04  Weak Class (Bad Class) 

05  Low% Jockey (Bad Jockey) 

06  Low% Trainer (Bad Trainer) 

09  Trainer Cold at Track 

13  Trainer Weak with Longshots 

16  Layoff Suspicious 

18  Exits a Weak Race 

19  Poor Pace Rating 
 

Remember, this test is for horses with odds 10/1 or more.  The benchmarks are going to be very weak.  

Here are the results if you were to bet a random 10/1 shot in every race.   
 

Benchmarks:    Win = 04%      ITM%  = 17%      ROI = 0.67       I.V. = 0.30 
 

NLog Negatives  Odds 10/1 or more    All Tracks    Purse $10,000+ 

Neg#         Plays    Win   ITM    WROI   I.V. 

   

01           09436    03%   16%    0.62   0.24 

04           26593    03%   14%    0.63   0.25 

05           24064    02%   13%    0.56   0.22 

06           38183    02%   14%    0.57   0.22 

09           12478    02%   13%    0.54   0.20 

13           15328    02%   14%    0.62   0.24 

16           06135    02%   14%    0.56   0.25 

18           12739    02%   14%    0.52   0.22 

19           26876    02%   13%    0.60   0.25 

 

Analysis 
The random result (benchmark) is already dismal in terms of the statistics for horses 10/1 or more.  These 

negative factors, on their own, reduce the statistics even further.  But the reality is more significant than 

the chart might suggest.  This is because most horses at odds 10/1 or more have multiple negatives.  

When it comes to horses at high odds, we are already skating on thin ice in terms of probability.  If there 
are two or more of the negative items the horse's chances are reduced considerably as we have docu-

mented on page-5.   
 

HTR users will eventually be able to test all of the negative factors in any combination they wish by using 

Robot2 or the Export (upcoming HXN).  There is bound to be some combination that produces the "kiss 
of death" for most runners and reduces the number of longshot winners to near extinction. 
 

A single negative does not disqualify a horse from the "TOUR" or "BOMB" designation if it has some-

thing positive such as a "$$" or "Razor" going for it.  While zero negatives, especially if combined with 

something on the "Buzz", should be a definite consideration for your longshot, exotic or tournament 

selections.  Now that you can sort the NLog by the number of negative items (N#), it will give you a fresh 
perspective on potential price plays that you might not have recognized with the (K) sort. 
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Software Updates 

Export HX4 
 

HX4 - Primary Export for Access and Database Users 
 

The yearly update to the HX4 is complete and ready for our database users to begin working with it.  This 

is one of the best additions to HX4 in years.  Listed below are the new items.  The same list is found in 
the HX4.PDF which includes the complete file specification available on our website (see below for link).   

 

Field Loc.   Header      Explanation 

208          nFIT        Fit and Ready, flag = 1 

209          nBTL        Better than Looked, flag = 1 

210          nPNT        Projects New Top, flag = 1 

211          nOUTLOOK    Integer Tour "Outlook" prediction 

212          nMLFAV      Integer Tour "ML Fav" prediction 

213          nPACE       Integer Tour "Pace" prediction 

214          nTOUR       1= TOUR pick, 2= Bomb pick 

215          nNEG        Total number of negative items 

216          nJ14ST      Jockey Starts Last 14 Days [Apr 7, 2010] 

217          nJ14WN      Jockey Wins Last 14 Days [Apr 7, 2010) 

218          nCLASSX     Extended Class Integer (see below) 

219          nKGAPX      Accumulative KGap   

220          nKMP        KMP Rating (currently = 0) [July 2010] 

221          rKMP_       KMP Rank (currently = 0) [July 2010] 

222          nEPR_PAC    PAC rating EPR, or Pace Par            

 

Notes on HX4 
 

nJ14ST and nJ14WN are based on the 'Jockey Last 14-day' statistics added to our files April 7, 2010.  This item is 

not found in output previous to April 7, 2010 and will show a zero prior to that date in the output. 
 

nCLASSX is similar to nCLASS but extends the numeric class ID further, as shown below ---> 
 

01 = Graded Stakes 

02 = Stakes, not graded 

03 = Classified Allowance or Nw3,4 Allowance 

04 = Allowance Nw2 

05 = Allowance Nw1 or any other Allowance race 

06 = OCL (Optional Claiming)* 

07 = Starter Alw or Starter HCP 

08 = Claiming*  

09 = Msw 

10 = MCL*  
 

* combine with other fields in HX4 for more specific conditions and restrictions; Fields 11, 12, 13, 14, 190, 

200, 201.  These include race restrictions, state-bred, claim value, etc. 

 

nKMSP is the new KM Speed Rating which will be added to our data output in July 2010.  This item will be fully 

“grandfathered” meaning it can be exported from older files. 

 

The HX4 File Spec is required reading for anyone exporting this data.  You can view or print the updated 

file at this link http://www.homebased2.com/km/pdf/HX4.pdf.   
 

HXN 
In July, the HXN export will make its debut.  This will include all of the items from the NLog and any 

other factors from the HTR_TOUR program that can be exported with Boolean integer (1 or 0).  Further 

details will appear in the July newsletter and at the seminar on July 28.  HXN will take the place of the 

old HX1 export option which has been removed. 

 

http://www.homebased2.com/km/pdf/HX4.pdf
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Late Announcements and Reminders 
 

Playing Tournaments 
 

Mike Mayo has written a nifty little PDF for anyone interesting in handicapping contests.  
HTR members have been highly successful and have won a ton of money in the last 10 
years at the tournaments.  If you have been on the fence or have considered trying a 
tournament, this short booklet is for you.  You can view it in the HTR Library at the link 
below.  Thanks to Mike for writing it for us! 
 

http://www.homebased2.com/km/pdf/PlayingTournaments.pdf 

 
Software Updates 
 

HTR2BETA / Export:  The May 2010 version (HTR2B.EXE) is not for all users and won't be 

part of the regular installation yet, as it is an update for our Export (database) users only.  Some 
screens have been disabled.  You do not need this version unless you use the Export function.  
Wait for the July update.  Download the .exe (only) at this link  
 
http://homebased2.com/km/dnl/HTRB.EXE  
 

Robot2:  No new release this month – the next update will be in July for the seminar. 
 
HTR_TOUR:  Upgraded for May 2010, you can get it now (read more on pages 3&4). 

 
MaxVel:  There will be a major update in the Fall. 
 
 

 

HTR – Handicapping Technology & 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 10

th
 of the month.  Monthly subscribers can view the current newsletter for no charge on-

line, Adobe Reader or Foxit 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. 

http://www.homebased2.com/km/pdf/PlayingTournaments.pdf
http://homebased2.com/km/dnl/HTRB.EXE
mailto:kmsoft@earthlink.net
http://www.htr2.com/
http://www.homebased2.com/km

