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MANITOBA HORSE RACING COMMISSION




Assiniboia Downs Meeting

                      Date: April 30, 2011

(THOROUGHBRED)


                                           COMMISSION R U L I N G:  # 1

On April 23rd, 2011, the Manitoba Horse Racing Commission (the MHRC) conducted a hearing to review the status of the four-year-old filly racehorse Silver Purse.

Sitting for the MHRC were David Miles, Chair; Dushant Persaud, Vice-Chair; and members Georgine Spooner, Robert King, and Margaret Teske. Larry Huber and Charles Janoway represented the Stewards. The owners of the horse, Murray Howell and Joan Wright, were present and participated in the Hearing.

The MHRC heard evidence from witnesses, Dr. J. Meek (MHRC vet), Clayton Gray (Trainer of the horse in 2010), Robert Atras (present trainer of the horse), Alyssa Harder (jockey), Keith Corbel (outrider) and Derek Corbel (starter). 

BACKGROUND:

a) The horse was entered to race in June, 2010.  She was scratched because she would not allow herself to be saddled in the paddock. 

b) Subsequently she was schooled a number of times.

c) She was entered into a race which ran on July 2, 2010. She was saddled uneventfully, was loaded uneventfully and ran uneventfully—finishing 5th in an 8 horse race. 

d) She was scheduled to run in a 7 ½ furlong race on July 14, 2011. She was saddled uneventfully but when it was time to load she threw her head, slightly injuring her rider, Vicky Baze. Ms. Baze was replaced by jockey Alyssa Harder and the horse was loaded into the starting gate. She flipped in the gate and got stuck. She got loose and was finally corralled by outrider, Keith Corbel. She injured herself quite severely.

e) As a result she was placed on both the Stewards’ list and the vet list.

f) As of the date of the Hearing (April 23rd, 2011) she was still on both lists and in fact had been unofficially “barred” by the Stewards.

THE EVIDENCE:

There was not a lot of significant dispute about the facts. The horse was clearly skittish and apparently fearful of the whip. In 2010, she froze on the training track on a number of occasions. She had a habit of reacting adversely to any significant change in routine. On the occasion when she refused to be saddled she did not flip but it was apparent to Dr. Meek, in watching the happenings in the paddock, that she represented a danger to everyone around her and he quite properly exercised his discretion to have her scratched. When she did run on July, 2, 2010 it was without incident. When she adversely reacted in front of the gate on July 14, 2010, the opinion given on behalf of the owners was that she became unsettled because for the first time the gate was close to the Grandstand. Ms. Harder testified that when Silver Purse was standing in the gate her handler pulled her head a little too vigorously causing her head to hit the gate which led to her adverse reaction. The Outrider, Stewards, and MHRC vet all were of the opinion that she posed a danger to herself and to other racing participants. They expressed the view that a severe adverse reaction could be triggered by almost any change in routine and that it was impossible to ascertain any specific trigger. They are of the view that her unpredictability could not be dealt with and that she ought not to be allowed to race.

There was a suggestion that one or more of the officials may be biased against the horse. The MHRC completely rejects this contention. There was and is ample evidence for the officials to have taken the steps that they did and to hold the opinions that they do.

THE MHRC DECISION: 

1.  The status quo shall be maintained. The horse will remain on the vet list and the Stewards’ list.

2. The horse will be allowed to continue in training but prior to working from the gate or in company, the owner and trainer will meet with MHRC Chair to review the parameters of the horse’s training. This is not meant in any way to interfere with the trainer’s prerogatives but to keep open the lines of communication between the MHRC and the horse’s owners.

3. Even though it is the practice of the MHRC vet to not carry over the vet list from one year to the next, in this case the MHRC directs that Rule 9(8) be strictly followed. Specifically, at the request of the trainer, the horse will work under the supervision of the MHRC vet as per Rule 9(8)(h).

4. The owners are at liberty to make an application to remove the horse from the Stewards’ list at some time in the future. The Stewards in their discretion may either deal with the application or refer it directly to the MHRC.

REASONS:

The MHRC is of the view that the horse should be allowed to continue in training so that more can be ascertained before a final decision is made. On the evidence presented to the MHRC it cannot be said that, on the balance of probabilities, the horse is incorrigible. The paddock problems exhibited in her first race have not been repeated. The problem at the gate happened on one occasion. The horse has been training all spring without incident. This is a definite improvement from last year. It is obviously very difficult to predict the future actions of this horse but in view of the fact that she has been training all spring without incident the MHRC believes that the final decision should be postponed until more is known. If another Hearing is held the MHRC will once again hear from all of the parties. At the reconvened Hearing the MHRC will review the progress of the horse and attempt to ascertain if this horse is different from other horses who have reacted adversely in the early part of their career in certain situations but then have corrected their behavior.

BY ORDER OF THE MHRC

___________________________________

DAVID MILES, Chair

