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TTROUG Week, 1988. Follow-
ing the awards cere-
into the cocktail
INDIVIDUALS
Hyatt Regency with Leon Ras-
musser, who had just recefved
horseracing. After a few drinks I told Leon
about my idea of a monthly publication dedicat-
there was really 1o such publication in exist-
ence. Leon suggested that I start such a publica-
because I was relatively unknown at the time,
the only way such a publication had a chance
reminded me he had just retired . . . . That was
frve years ago!
three most knowledgeable students of Thor-
oughbred bloodlines in the world today. I re-

D]FFERENT mony I moved
of the
PartI
an award for his contribution to
ed specifically to Thoroughbred breeding, since
tion. I told him that I'd like to do it, but that,
to succeed was if he were to write for it. Leon
Leon Rasmussen is one of the two or
cently asked Leon if he would consider writing
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a multi-part series on his views concerning
bloodlines, and he graciously consented.
OWNER«BREEDER is proud to present this first-
ever series by world-renowned pedigree avith-
ority, Leon Rasmussen ! - Jack Werk

It has been six years since my re-
tirement—since being turned out to pas-
ture, albeit without a full book. That retire-
ment marked the end of 50 years with the
same company and 37 years as the author
of Bloodlines, the breeding column appear-
ing in The Daily Racing Form.

When I started writing Bloodlines in
1950, my credentials amounted to having
apprenticed a few years in the paper’s edi-
torial department, a rapturous fascination
with racing and breeding and a major in
journalism from a small college.

There was no family heritage in the
sport and I possessed a very unscientific
bent. So every new trend, every new pedi-
gree, every new statistic, every new devel-
opment, every new race result prompted
an excitement that made me impatient for
the next day. Nothing has changed. This is
a sport like no other and, by its very struc-
ture, with so many challenging ramifica-
tions, it will always be that way.

Therefore, Bloodlines, from the very

beginning, was mostly a column of obser-
vations. I quoted racing and breeding
writers whose opinions I came to deeply
respect and I absorbed and appreciated
their theories and ideas. One of these was
the late Abram S. Hewitt, the scholarly
author of Sire Lings and The Great Breeders
and Their Methods and, like me, an un-
abashed Anglophile, especially where rac-
ing and breeding were concerned. [ was
also captivated by the classic dicta of Fed-
erico Tesio and strongly attracted to the
typological studies of Dr. Franco Varola,
which consume a great many of my col-
umns. My interest in Varola eventually led
to my presentation and constant nurtur-
ing of Dr. Steven A. Roman’s Dosage—
A New Approach and its application to the
American Classics, most specifically, the
Kentucky Derby.

As you may properly judge from

. the preceding, I was an observer. T was a

follower, not an innovator. I quickly ac-
cepted the precepts that breeding is an in-
exact science; that racing ability, especially
in the male horse, is of great importance;
that inbreeding, if used intelligently, will
improve the breed; that there are felicitous
“Nicks”; that there is Galton's law of an-
cestral contribution; that there was a Vuilli-
er before there was a Varola; and that there

were many other theories along with
quite a few fallacies.

[also began to appreciate “class in
the dam” as a significant method for
breeding a better racehorse. In accepting
that fact, [ also became aware that “class in
the dam,” if left to itself, meant that only
those chosen few with superior race
mares had a real opportunity to prosper in
the highest quality racing.

Gradually my constant observation
of thousands of pedigrees of top-class
SWs convinced me that while “class in the
dam” was certainly a welcome attribute, it
was not an end unto itself. The more I ob-
served, the more I believed in the family
over the individual. The vital importance of
the most revered tap root mares and the
splendid tail-female lines tracing to them
became an on-going obsession with me
and, as the Thoroughbred population ex-
ploded internationally, I realized that these
famous female families, even without
class close-up, were doing exceptionally
well in the production of major winners.

As these observations continued, I
became more and more aware that SWs
with inbreeding to a superior female fami-
ly were outperforming their opportuni-
ties—especially if that inbreeding occur-
red through different individuals.

Finally, I felt I had something of my
own to offer, although, to keep the record
straight, I had read brief, cursory men-
tions of this method in several places, in-
cluding The Bloodstock Breeders’ Review, re-
sponsible for so many of the Turf’s most
wondrous literary treasures.

Therefore, a great deal of my writing
and research, both before and since my re-
tirement, has been concerned with what I
refer to as “INBREEDING TO SUPER-
IOR FEMALE FAMILIES THROUGH
DIFFERENT INDIVIDUALS.”

Because of the aforementioned ex-
plosion of the Thoroughbred population,
especially since WWII, there has been a
scattering of quality bloodlines to the four
corners of the Thoroughbred world, re-
sulting in fewer opportunities to inbreed
to these superior distaff families. In being
sprinkled throughout the world these
bloodlines became outcrosses for the best
bloodlines in their new homes. This
growth and diversification is having a
profound effect on the direction of the
Thoroughbred breed today.

Next month, in Part II,

I'will examine this profound %B
effect in greater detail.
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FE MALE and breeding journalist,
John Sparkman, in the
FAMILIES August 3, 1991 issue of
'I"I_]ROUGH the American week-
ly, The Blood-Horse,
DIFFERE N I the breed appears
headed fora
INDIVIDUALS  period of rute
by an “elite international
Thoroughbred.”

In his article, Sparkman
notes that in about 300 years
of the Thoroughbred, the
population curve has constantly been up-
ward until recently. The General Stud
Book (GSB) was first published in Eng-
land in 1793. It traced the earliest recorded
origins of the Thoroughbred as far back as
the early 17th century. At that time there
were about 800 mares in England with
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about 400 foals a year. From the statistics - -

contained in the GSB, the Thoroughbred

population expanded as follows:
ENG/IRE AMERICA
1881 4,000 2,000 2,800 1,000
1954 8,500 4,300 17,000 9,000
1989 18,000 1,000 88,000 49,000
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Sparkman offered additional figures.
By 1989, there were over 250,000 mares in
production and 130,000 foals in some 30
racing countries. Considering there were
several crops in training, the Thorough-
bred population on Planet Earth in 1989
may be estimated between 750,000 and
one million.

“During the long ago days of the cre-
ation of the Thoroughbred,” explains Spark-
man, “the number of individuals in the breed
was so small that close inbreeding was inevita-
ble and very frequent, a logistical fact that had
enormously significant genetic implications.
While England remained the sole center of pro-
duction, the Thoroughbred was a unified breed.

“But,” adds Sparkman, “as the breed
became transplanted throughout the world, it
led to a splintering of the breed into somewhat
distinct, identifiable - although certainly inter-
related - segments.”

As aresult, each country developed
its own type, “uniquely suited to indige-
nous racing conditions.” “Actually, until
the 1970's,” continues Sparkman, “the
French, English and American Thoroughbreds
possessed identifiably different pedigrees. Sir
Tvor, Nijinsky I, Mill Reef, Lyphard, et al,
changed that in short order.”

Thus, the “international outcross”
became a fact of life in the world of the
Thoroughbred. Sparkman contends that
“a new international elite has developed - in-
deed, this international elite may be developing
into something approaching a distinct breed.”

Expanding, Sparkman says: “In the
early days of the breed, when numbers were so
small, it was concetvable in terms of quality
that any member of the breed could be bred to
another. In the modern era, it is beyond the
realm of possibility that the theoretical lowest
raviked mare in the breed would be bred to the
highest ranked stallion. Breeding the best to the
best now excludes hundreds of thousands of
horses from the top ranks of the breed.”

The advent of the mega-rich Arab
owners in the 1980's has doubtless added
to the isolation of the elite of the breed.
Arab participation helped drive stud fees
for elite stallions to new heights, further
decreasing the likelihood of lesser mares
crossing with elite stallions. The huge
scale of the Arab operations also serves to
concentrate elite mares and stallions in
fewer hands, further accentuating elitism
in the breed.

- As Sparkman views it, this will in-
crease regionalism in America and other
countries, where, in many instances, it will
be necessary to use either “well-bred non-

entities, or fair-to-good horses with mod-
erate to poor pedigrees.” At the same
time, many of the mares taken out of pro-
duction in Kentucky and other important
breeding areas, “will end up producing foals
in regional markets, such as the various breed-
ing states in the U.S.A. or in the various breed-
ing countries throughout the globe.”

“The overall result,” as Sparkman
sees it, “Is that the elite of the breed will be-
come even more isolated from the vast majority
of Thoroughbreds...Members of the Thorough-
bred elite in America and Europe have become
more and more alike in aptitude, type, and ped-
igree in the last fwo decades.”

But, to my way of thinking, this his-
torical development does not diminish the
efficacy of intelligent inbreeding in what-
ever form it is used. Indeed, because of
this development, it would seem that its
utilization should be heightened or in-
creased. There is a greater need now to
“perpetuate” the characteristics of the
most prepotent and influential multiple
antecedents in the “ruling elite.”

Please note the use of the word “per-
petuate”. Many years ago, John A. Bell II,
breeder of the closely inbred American
two-year-old Champion of 1950, Battle-
field, and still master of the highly suc-
cessful Jonabell Farm in Lexington, KY,
expressed this definition of inbreeding;
“Inbreeding is PERPETUATION of the characteris-
tics of the multiple ancestor, not an intensifica-
tion as some misconstrue the term ‘doubling
up’” to mean.”

It was also around 1950 the noted
American economist and devoted re-
searcher of pedigrees David Novick said:
“It is only the intangible of temperament, or
the nervous system of the horse - certainly a
factor in Thoroughbred competition - which
makes inbreeding in Thoroughbreds an inexact
science. Inbreeding has attained its goal, almost
without exception, in other fields when it has
been given a fair chance.”

One of the most dynamic articles on
inbreeding appeared in the September,
1962, issue of the late and lamented The
British Racehorse. This inbreeding article
was written by Dr. E. Fitch Daglish and it
was at once the most absorbing and re-
vealing article that I've had the pleasure of
reading. Already a firm believer in intelli-
gent inbreeding, this scholarly treatise
converted me forever.

Dr. Daglish explained: “Perhaps the
commonest fallacy is that inbreeding must cre-
ate undesirable characteristics of some kind,
such as infertility, loss of vigor, over-excitabili-

Continued on page 8



and their half sister, St. Victorine, the tail-
female ancestress of Star Kingdom. Can-
terbury Pilgrim was produced by Pilgrim-
age, heroine of both the 1000 and 2000
Guineas.

Pilgrimage, who bred a Derby win-
ner in Jeddah, also produced Canterbury
Pilgrim’s half brother, Loved One. Loved
One appears in the distaff pedigree of Star
Kingdom's sire, Stardust, and he also ap-
pears in the family tree of Chaucer’s mag-
nificent racing and producing daughter,
Selene, dam of Hyperion, the sire of Stard-
ust. Therefore, Loved One adds two more
crosses of Pilgrimage, the dam of Canter-
bury Pilgrim who appears three times.

This concentration of inbreeding to
Pilgrimage, a superior racemare and one
of the Stud Book's finest foundation
mares, through several different individu-
als, is encouraging evidence that this may
be why Star Kingdom turned out to be
what he was and not what he was expect-
ed to be.

If Star Kingdom stands out as the
most dominant influence in Australasia’s
modern-day past, I believe it would be ac-
curate to say that Sir Tristram deserves
that ranking among present-day sires in
Australasian racing and breeding. What
he has accomplished since his first crop
came to the races in 1978/79 is a litany of
record-breaking statistics. In the “Austra-
lian Bloodhorse Breeders’ Yearbook 1991",
I contributed an article on Sir Tristram and
why I thought he had achieved such phe-
nomenal success. I felt then that much of it
was due to his being inbred to two re-
nowned female families, each hosting con-
siderable “sire blood”, and my research
and observations since then have only
strengthened my belief.

Sir Tristram'’s sire, Sir Ivor, achieved
his chef-de-race status essentially as a “filly
sire.” Non-Stakes winner Sir Tristram won
only 2 of 19 starts. One of these 19 starts
was in the 1974 Kentucky Derby in which
he finished 11th of 23 in the race’s centen-
nial running. Obviously, Sir Tristram did
not earn his opportunity at stud because
of his race record. But what about his
Pedigree?

Sir Tristram is inbred to two of the
most influential matrons in the Stud Book
- Selene, a daughter of solid chef-de-race
Chaucer, foaled in 1919, and Lavendula, a
foal of 1930 by Intermediate chef-de-race
Pharos.

Sir Tristram has Selene, 5x4, as the
dam of Pharamond 1I, sire of Athenia, the

2nd dam of Sir Ivor, and as the dam of All
Moonshine, the 3rd dam of Sir Tristram.
Lavendula appears 5x5 in Sir Tristram’s
family tree as the dam of Source Sucree,

the dam of Brilliant/Intermediate chef-de-

race Turn-to, the sire of Sir Gaylord (the
sire of Sir Ivor), and as the dam of Per-
fume, the dam of Brilliant chef My Babu,
the sire of All My Eye (the dam of Isolt
who the dam of Sir Tristram).

It will be recalled that the superior
racemare Selene, in addition to Phar-
amond II, also produced that latter’s full
brother, Sickle, whose male line through
such descendants as Alydar, Mr. Prospec-
tor, Affirmed, Majestic Light, and Fappi-
ano, is rivaling that of Northern Dancer.
Of course Selene also produced the im-
mortal Hyperion, as well as Hunter’s
Moon, a notable classic sire in South
America.

A most fascinating aspect of all this
is that Selene herself was a product of in-
breeding to a renowned female family
through different individuals. She had the
dual Classic winner, Pilgrimage, 3x4 in
her pedigree. Pilgrimage, as noted, pro-
duced the English Oaks heroine Canter-
bury Pilgrim and Canterbury Pilgrim in
turn, produced Chaucer, the sire of Selene.
Pilgrimage, also as noted, produced
Loved One, the sire of Gondolette (the
dam of Serenissima who is the dam of
Selene). Indeed, Lord Derby acquired

Tum-To
Sir Gaylord
Somethingroyal
Sir Ivor
Mz Trouble
Attica
Athenia
SIRTRISTRAM
19 colt
PRINCEQUILLO
Round Table
Knight's Daughter
Isolt
My Babu
AllMy Eye
All Moonshine
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Gondolette for the sole purpose of using
her to obtain a ‘double dose’ of Pilgrimage,
believing something good could come

from that.

In addition to producing Selene’s
dam Serenissima, Gondolette produced
Tranquil, best in the 1000 Guineas and St.
Leger, and Sansovino, who captured the
Epsom Derby. Thus, Selene, Tranquil, and
Sansovino were all inbred to Pilgrimage.

So, Lord Derby’s deliberate effort to
inbreed to this superior distaff family early
in this century is enduring and progress-
ing extensively as we are about to enter the
next century.

Lavendula, in addition to producing
Source Sucree (the dam of Turn-to), and
Perfume (the dam of My Babu) also pro-
duced Ambiorix, sire of over 50 SWs and
America’s leading sire of 1961.

When one considers the “sire blood’
attributable to Selene and Lavendula and
then realizes that Sir Tristram is inbred to
these two incredibly influential founda-
tion matrons, it is not too difficult to spec-
ulate that this may be the reason why Sir
Tristram, for all his shortcomings as a
racehorse, is by far, Sir Ivor’s most success-
ful son at stud. The pedigree of Star King-
dom and Sir Tristram actually have a
great deal in common. (Continued next

month)
Royal Charger (Nearco-Sun Princess)

Source Sucree {Admiral Drake-LAVENDULA)
PRINCEQUILLO (Prince Rose-Cosquilla)
Imperatrice (Caruso-Cinquepace)
Mahmoud (Blenheirn II-Mah Mahal)
Motto (Sir Gallahad I-Maxima)
Pharamond I (Phalaris-SELENE)
Salaminia (Man O War-Alcibiades)

Prince Rose (Rose Prince-Indolence)
Cosquilla (Papyrus-Quick Thought)

Sir Cosmo (The Boss-Ayn Hali)

Feola (Friar Marcus-Aloe)

Diebel (Tourbillon-Loika)

Perfume II (Badruddin-LAVENDULA)
Bobsleigh (Gainsborough-Toboggan)
SELENE (Chaucer-Serenissima)

LAVENDULA 55
SELENE 5%

MUMTAZ MAHAL 6x6x6
PRINCEQUILLO4x3
PHAROS 6x6x6
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