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State Racing Commission,
1010 Commonwealth Avenue, Boston 02215, October 26, 196C

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives

Gentlemen: —In accordance with the provisions of Section 3,
Chapter 30, of the General Laws, as amended by Chapter 67 of
the Acts of 1948, we submit herewith recommendations of the
State Racing Commission for the year of 1967 together with drafts
of bills embodying the legislation recommended. The bills have
been submitted to the Counsel for the Senate for advice and assist-
ance as to the form thereof.
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It is a well known and undisputed fact that race tracks in the
neighboring states of Rhode Island, New Hampshire and Vermont
draw a very large percentage of their patronage from Massachusetts.
Each of the tracks in these three states are located in close proximity
to the Massachusetts border.

Competition from these neighboring states for racing dates and
the overlapping of dates with the dates issued to Massachusetts
tracks has become a serious threat to the well being of racing in the
Commonwealth and the tax revenue derived therefrom.

In this competition for the most lucrative racing dates, dates
which will produce the maximum of revenue to the Commonwealth,
Massachusetts is handicapped with restrictions in. its racing law
which are not contained in the racing laws of Rhode Island, New
Hampshire and Vermont. £

For instance, tracks in these three neighboring states may run
at any time of the year, with no opening or closing dates prescribed
by law; there is no restriction on the number of days of racing in
a calendar year; there is no restriction on the time of day when
racing may be conducted. By comparison Massachusetts is re-
stricted in the number of days, time of year, time of day, etc.

With full knowledge of the racing law in Massachusetts and the
restrictions contained therein, the Racing Commissions of Rhode
Island, New Hampshire and Vermont know in advance exactly
what Massachusetts can and cannot do in the matter of awarding
racing dates. Thus Massachusetts is unable to bargain or com-
promise with these other States for the best possible dates, free from
competition.

Therefore, the Commission is recommending certain changes in
the present law. These changes will not provide for any additional
days of racing but will provide the Commission with the tools w
to set up a schedule of racing dates which will eliminate as much as
possible the overlapping of racing dates at tracks within and with-
out the State. These changes are as follows: —•

1. That horse racing meetings be permitted between February y

first and November thirtieth of each year, both dates in-
elusive.

RECOMMENDATIONS NOS. 1, 2 AND 3.
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2. That dog racing meetings be permitted between April first and
November thirtieth of each year, both dates inclusive.

3. That after the granting of a license and upon the request of
the licensee, the Commission, after proper notice and a
public hearing, may change the dates awarded.

Section 4 of Chapter 128 A of the General Laws provides that in
the case where a licensee loses a day or days for reasons beyond its
control and through no negligence, the Commission may grant a
make-up day or days for the days lost and the make-up days
shall not count in the aggregate of days limited by law (90 for run-
ning horse 90 for harness horse and 200 for dogs).

Chapter 128 A of the General Laws provides that in the case when
a day or days are lost as provided above, the licensee may file a
supplementary application for the make-up days. The Commission
is required to advertise and hold a public hearing on said supple-
mentary application before action may be taken.

In some instances the days lost by the licensee have occured
toward the close of either the racing meeting licensed or the close
of the racing season as prescribed by law (horse racing November
30th dog racing October 31st). In these instances the Com-
mission has found it most difficult to properly advertise the public
hearing required because of the lack of time.

In every single instance where public hearings have been held on
applications for so-called “make-up” days the only persons appear-
ing at the hearing have been representatives of the licensee or per-
sons who have a direct interest in the operation of the track (such
as representatives of the employees; of the concessionaire, etc.).
There has not been a single instance where a person has appeared
in opposition.

Therefore, it is the recommendation of the Commission that the
necessity of holding a public hearing on applications for “make-up”
days be eliminated.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 4.
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