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   Industry Accountability 

   Injury type, frequency, and outcome 


   Standardized reporting criteria and 
terminology 


   Resource for the scientific identification of 
risk markers and/or risk factors 



 Other groups outside the industry already do 

 The quality and scope of their data is unverified 

 Data both objective and subjective—without 
distinction 












   First tier reporting-any event where intervention 
is required by the regulatory veterinarian 


   Racing incident/injury 

   Paddock / Post-parade / Starting gate 

   Pre-race inspection 




   Second tier  reporting— by regulatory 
and/or practicing veterinarian 


   Training incident/injury  

   Non-exercise related conditions 



  83 tracks 
  84% of live flat racing in North America 

  Thoroughbred 
  Quarter Horse 
  Appaloosa, Arabian, Mule 

  National Steeplechase Association 



 12 month reporting cycle completed 

  Quality controlled data 
  All participating tracks represented 



  Enhanced reporting module scheduled for 
roll out to racetracks January 2010 

  Designated-user training, phone support, 
and user guide        

 Important that reports are entered correctly 
and completely for the reporting module to 
be utilized to its full potential.  



 Detail – Injury type  sorted by factor  (i.e.):  
  Surface and condition 
  Trainer 
   Track location 
      

  Summary – Non-fatal and fatal injuries shown  
    categorically and graphically based on (i.e.): 

   Race distance 
  Class of race 
  Gender  
  Age   





CONTROL 
DATA 



 Reports allow user to identify differences 
between case and control populations. 

 Reports will not answer the question:  
WHY do those differences exist? 



 A statistically significant population is necessary for 
analysis 

  A single fatality from a field of 10 horses =  
100 fatalities per 1,000 starts 

  A single fatality from a race card of 100 horses = 
  10 fatalities per 1, 000 starts 

  A single fatality from 10 days of racing (1,000 starts)= 
   1 fatalitiy per 1, 000 starts 


   In each example above, the math is correct. 


   Which analysis is accurate in answering the 
question—what is the racing fatality rate? 



 Horses are sustaining injuries with more 
frequency and severity 

 Currently no data exist to respond to this 
assertion 

 The inability to respond has validated this 
assertion. 



It is logical and necessary to analyze data 
when faced with a problem 

It is also logical and necessary to analyze data 
in the absence of a problem 

Understanding why problems do not occur is as 
important as understanding why they do 



  Evaluation of data at any time 
  Follow up on specific cases 
  Assess injury clusters 
  Incorporate weather data, track maintenance data 
  Insure consistency of data collection over time 
  Assess response to changes in practices, procedures, 

regulations 



  Identify injury type, frequency, outcome 
  Identify risk markers / risk factors 
  Identify trends over time 
  Establish point of reference 



  Having only one set of data, to the exclusion 
of the other means that a significant piece of 
the puzzle is missing 





 Injuries clustered from the 1/2 mile pole to 
the 1/16 pole. 

 Jockeys state horses “stepped in a hole” 



  Something must be wrong with the track 



 Did the horse really step in a hole? 

 Could the jockey’s  interpretation of what he felt 
be incorrect? 

 Could it be that the abrupt change in the 
functional length of the limb felt as if the horse 
stepped in a hole?  

 What do you know about the injuries sustained 
by these horses? 



  The injury distribution pattern observed at your track 
is fairly consistent for racetracks across the country 
and appears to be independent of 

  Race Distance 
  Track size 
  Track configuration 



 From:  What’s wrong with the track? 

 To:  What event, or series of events, occurs at 
this stage of the race to precipitate injuries? 



Asking  a better question  
is the best way  

to improve  
the quality of the answer. 



 The Jockey Club Equine Injury Database has 
the ability to significantly improve the 
quality of the question—on both a local and 
national level 


