
T various stages throughout the past month, I have
found myself fascinated by different aspects of the
concept of time.

As you will read elsewhere in this issue, it is 25 years since
Mister Baileys won the 2,000 Guineas at Newmarket. To
some of our readers, that will seem like a fact from ancient
history; to others, it will seem like yesterday. Certainly when I
spoke to the great horse’s owner, Paul Venner, recently, his
recall of events surrounding the race and enthusiasm to speak
about it were undimmed, neither by the passage of time nor
by the fact that our conversation took place around a busy
time for foaling on his stud.

One facet of Mister Baileys’ achievement which I find
fascinating is that his winning time (1m 35.08s) has yet to be
bettered in 24 subsequent renewals of the race. This is a
particularly striking fact when you consider some of the
impressive winners who have landed the race since then –
King’s Best, Rock of Gibraltar, Sea The Stars, Frankel,
Camelot and Churchill are just some of the impressive horses
who have lifted the 2,000 Guineas since Mister Baileys, but
despite their reputations (and can any horse’s reputation be
higher than the legendary status accorded to Frankel?), none
have matched the Robellino colt’s winning mark.

Of course, those who know their racing will argue there is
no great surprise here. Winning times depend on myriad

factors – ground conditions, weather, wind direction, wind
speed, running styles, early pace or the lack thereof and, of
course, the quality of the opposition. The variables are almost
endless. And it’s certainly true that racing against the clock
has never been a factor in British racing; we race to win, and
not to set PBs (‘personal bests’). Nobody would argue about
the wisdom of that; one of the great attributes of British racing
is the variety of the challenges posed by our different
racecourses, from the wide open spaces of Newmarket to the
‘helter skelter’ feeling of tracks such as Epsom and Brighton,
and from the uphill finishing slog of Pontefract to the almost
circular track at Chester. Direct comparison of winning times,
even over the same track, seems to serve little purpose when
you take such factors into account.

Yet some of the statistics surrounding Guineas’ winning
times are genuinely surprising. I wonder how many of our
readers, if asked which two Guineas’ winning colts have come
closest to matching Mister Baileys’ time in the last quarter of
a century, would nominate Pennekamp and Cockney Rebel?
And would it surprise you to know that, in the same period, no
fewer than three winners of the 1,000 Guineas have recorded
sub 1m 35s times?

Can you guess the identity of the filly who holds the record
for the fastest winning time in the 1,000 Guineas? The answer
is given at the bottom of this column.
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N 1625, in his essay ‘Of Innovations’, Francis Bacon
wrote: “He that will not apply new remedies must
expect new evils, for time is the greatest innovator.” I

was reminded of Bacon’s words, strangely enough, while
watching coverage of the London Marathon on April 28. My
wife and I knew a number of people who were taking part in
this year’s race, and inspired by the television coverage, we
decided to look online to see if we could find any information
regarding their progress.

With minimal effort, and literally within a matter of
minutes, we were able to track their progress online, and as
the race was happening. Armed simply with the correct
spelling of their names, and a rough idea of the age groups in
which they might have been competing, we soon had a visual
representation of the course, with flags denoting the current
position of the various runners we were tracking. Even more
impressively, as the race progressed we were given split times
for each competitor at every 5km mark, at halfway and, of
course, at the finish. 

We could see, for example, that one of our friends, after
what looked like a ridiculously fast start, was churning out

consistent times for each 5km section, and sure enough he
maintained that pattern until the end of the race. Another
runner turned in a respectable time to halfway, but as the
times in the second half began to lengthen, one could see she
was struggling, and again this was reflected in her overall
time.

Presumably, this plethora of information was made possible
by the issue of GPS tracker timing chips to runners and the
provision of timing pads around the course. If the organisers
of the London Marathon could achieve this when dealing with
30,000 runners and busy London roads, why can’t racing, in
this day and age, at last embrace the technology and give us
meaningful data from our racecourses?

Of course, the value of this information has to be
considered in the context of the various factors we looked at
above when discussing Guineas’ winning times, but racing
surely has to reward racing professionals, together with those
who invest time, effort and money in following the sport, with
quality information which will assist them in better
understanding the nature of the performances they are
witnessing on the racecourse.

I

HE fastest winning time in the 1,000 Guineas was
1m 34.22s recorded by Ghanaati in 2009. 

The 2,000 Guineas winner that year was Sea The

Stars, who defeated Rip Van Winkle, Mastercraftsman,
Cityscape and others in a time more than 1.6s slower than
Ghanaati’s.T
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