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TIF White Paper: Changing The Rules 

• Inconsistencies in race adjudication across North American 
jurisdictions are wildly frustrating for all racing stakeholders. 
 

• Examples are plentiful – name the track and year.  

 

• Test 
 

 

 

 





Interference Rules Philosophies  

 

• Category 2 
 
• If the interferer is guilty of causing 

interference and such interference 
has affected the result of the race 
then the interferer is placed 
behind the sufferer irrespective of 
whether the sufferer would have 
finished in front of the interferer 
had the incident(s) not occurred. 



Interference Rules Philosophies  

 

• Category 1 
 
• If a horse or its rider causes 

interference and finishes in front 
of the horse interfered with but 
irrespective of the incident(s) the 
sufferer would not have finished 
ahead of the horse causing the 
interference, the placings remain 
unaltered. 

 

• Category 2 
 
• If the interferer is guilty of causing 

interference and such interference 
has affected the result of the race 
then the interferer is placed 
behind the sufferer irrespective of 
whether the sufferer would have 
finished in front of the interferer 
had the incident(s) not occurred. 



Interference Rules Philosophies  

 

• Category 2 
 
• Benefit favors aggrieved horse 

regardless of whether “better” 
 

• Requires significant subjectivity, 
yielding inconsistent outcomes 

 

• More frequent demotions 



Interference Rules Philosophies  

 

• Category 1 
 
• Benefit favors “better” horse 

 
 

• Reduces subjectivity of stewards, 
yielding greater consistency 

 

• Less frequent demotions 

 

 

 

• Category 2 
 
• Benefit favors aggrieved horse 

regardless of whether “better” 
 

• Requires significant subjectivity, 
yielding inconsistent outcomes 

 

• More frequent demotions 



Projected annual demotions per Category 

 

• Category 2  
 

• 592 demotions 

• 1744 reviewed incidents  

 

• Using 2017 rate of reviewed 
incidents/demotions from 
NYRA and Southern 
California, combined 



Projected annual demotions per Category 

 

• Category 1 
 

• 81 demotions 

• 487 reviewed incidents 

 

• Using 2017 Great Britain 
rates 

 
 

 

 

• Category 2  
 

• 592 demotions 

• 1744 reviewed incidents  

 

• Using 2017 rate of reviewed 
incidents/demotions from 
NYRA and Southern 
California, combined 



Using logical estimates, a switch to 
Category 1 could yield: 
 
•72% reduction of reviewed incidents 
•86% reduction in demoted horses 
 

Category 1 produces a more 
consistent adjudication of the race 



Consistency and clarity in the adjudication 
of the race is a boost to stakeholder 

confidence and participation 







Arguments against Category 1 are weak 

• Negative impact to exotic bettors 
• Tote-heavy jurisdictions such as France, Hong Kong, Japan thrive in Category 1 

 

• Negative impact to owners of aggrieved horses 
• Far worse in Category 2 

 

• Increase in dangerous riding 
• Defies the experience of jurisdictions to transition in recent years (France, 

Germany, Japan) 
 

 

 

 



Open letter to N.A. racing officials - 2015 

• In aftermath of controversy following demotions at Arlington 
in 2015, then Chairman of ROAP and current NYRA steward 
Hugh Gallagher suggested North American officials consider 
alternatives, while citing France as a remaining Cat 2 holdout 

 

 
 

 

 

 





Since France’s adoption of Category 1… 



Since France’s adoption of Category 1… 

Pouret reports reviewed incidents 
are down by 33% and demotions 

have declined by 50%, without any 
noticeable rise in dangerous riding.  



Regardless of the rules 
philosophy, communication 

between stewards and 
racing stakeholders, 
particularly bettors,  

must improve 



Suggested communications enhancements 

• Incident reports should be significantly more detailed and 
published within 24 hours 

 

• Non foul-related oversight should be enhanced to satisfy 
horseplayer concerns regarding questionable in-race tactics 

 

• Stewards should appear on track feeds and interact with 
media to provide greater insight to decisions 
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