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 Hearing continued ... 

 

 MR. CHAIRMAN:   Thank you gentlemen.  While I have some sympathy for what turned out 1 

to be somewhat unique based on the whip being caught up in the sulky that is the 2 

responsibility of the driver.  The driver controls the whip.  The fact that it got stuck in 3 

someone else’s equipment is unfortunate and slightly unusual.  I haven’t had any personal 4 

experience of seeing that happen.  I’m sure it could.  The difficulty here is that there was 5 

interference as a result of this circumstance pushing the horse driven by Jody Jamieson 6 

DANIEL HALL out.  We don’t know what the outcome would have been in the race if that had 7 

not occurred but we do know that when it came to the judges’ decision as far as placing 8 

because of the interference that ELOQUENT SERENTITY the horse driven by Mr. Mayotte 9 

was placed back a notch and I realize that the significance here is the funds for a Breeders 10 

Crown race finishing 5th or 6th as a result of which the appeal is going to be denied.  The 11 

interference was shown and it is worth noting from Mr. Mayotte that the judges did not 12 

impose any fine or suspension or anything for you for the interference, understanding that the 13 

circumstances were such that the loss of the placing was something of a penalty, something 14 

that couldn’t be determined ahead of time.  You wouldn’t expect something like this to 15 

happen.  In any event, the appeal will be denied.  Thank you gentlemen. 16 
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