
 

 

Point-to-Point Stewards’ Objection & Enquiry Templates 2015-16 
 
The following pages contain a selection Stewards’ enquiry templates. 
 
Should you need any further clarity, please don’t hesitate to contact the BHA Point-to-
Point Executive (0207 152 0049) 
 
USE OF WHIP 
 
Under Regulation 123, the Stewards called before them [rider] X of PICT and enquired 
into the rider’s use of the whip from e.g. the last fence and to the effect of hitting the 
horse: 
 
with the whip arm above shoulder height; 
rapidly without regard to their stride i.e. twice or more in one stride; 
with excessive force; 
without giving the horse time to respond; 
that was showing no response; 
out of contention; 
clearly winning; 
past the winning post; 
in the ……… (i.e. any place except on the quarters with the whip in either the backhand 
or the forehand position, or down the shoulder with the whip in the backhand position) – 
unless very exceptional circumstances prevail. 
 
Having heard his explanation, the Stewards found X to be in breach of Appendix F of the 
Regulations headed “Use of the Whip”. 
 
In light of this being his     offence, they fined him: 
£  (as a 1st offence) / £150 upwards (as it was a 2nd offence) / referred to the British 
Horseracing Authority (it being his 3rd offence).  
 
The owners bear a responsibility for giving instructions to their riders on the use 
of the whip.  This should be taken into account at an enquiry, particularly in cases where 
a weal mark(s) are identified. Failure to give adequate instructions or giving instructions 
which if obeyed could or would lead to a violation of this instruction will result in 
disciplinary action being taken against the owners as well.  Where Stewards feel 
necessary, owners (or owners’ representatives) should be asked to attend the enquiry - 
particularly advisable for enquiries involving novice riders. 
 
Note: If a rider is in breach of any of the above offences and furthermore has wealed 
 his horse / her horse, this should be treated as an aggravating feature and an 
 additional minimum penalty of £100 should be added to the above penalties. 
 



 

 

INTERFERENCE 
 
If dangerous: 
 

The Stewards held an enquiry under Regulation 141 (iii)*, into the possible 
interference between PICT ridden by [rider] X and SCOT ridden by [rider] Y 
approaching / after fence… on the … circuit.   
Having interviewed the riders, under Regulation 123 they considered the 
interference to be dangerous riding on the part of X in that PICT (placed… / 
unplaced) caused serious interference by purposely interfering with SCOT 
(placed… / unplaced).  They therefore disqualified PICT and fined X £150 
upwards (1st offence). 
 
* Put in to denote betting was held up when there is a possibility that any 
interference could be deemed to be dangerous riding. 

 
If improper: 
 
 The Stewards held an enquiry under Regulation 141 (iii)* into the possible 

interference between PICT ridden by [rider] X and SCOT ridden by [rider] Y 
approaching / after fence…… on the …… circuit.  Having interviewed the riders, 
under Regulation 123 they considered the interference was improper riding on 
the part of X in that he purposely interfered with (or struck) SCOT (or Y), but 
without causing serious interference when… and fined X £75 upwards (1st 
offence). 

 
* Put in to denote that betting was held up should the Stewards feel that the 
placings may have been affected, otherwise held under Regulation 123. 

 
If careless: 
 
 The Stewards held an enquiry under Regulation 141 (iii)* into the possible 

interference between PICT ridden by [rider] X and SCOT ridden by [rider] Y 
approaching / after fence…… on the …… circuit].   Having interviewed the riders, 
under Regulation 123 they considered the interference was careless riding on 
the part of [rider] X in that he: 

 
i) failed to take reasonable steps to avoid causing interference, namely: 

Add details. 
ii) caused interference by misjudgement / inattention when: Add details. 

 
They fined X £75 upwards (1st offence), OR formally cautioned him, this being due to… 
(eg. The rider’s inexperience…) 

 
 
* Put in to denote that betting was held up should the Stewards feel that the 
placings may have been affected, otherwise held under Regulation 123. 

 
 
If accidental: 
 

The Stewards held an enquiry under Regulation 141 (iii)* into the possible 
interference between PICT ridden by [rider] X and SCOT ridden by [rider] Y 



 

 

approaching / after fence…… on the …… circuit].   Having interviewed the riders, 
under Regulation 123 they considered that the interference was accidental on the 
part of X, No offence committed by rider. 

 
* Put in to denote that betting was held up should the Stewards feel that the 
placings may have been affected, otherwise held under Regulation 123. 

 
In terms of placings, (for improper, careless or accidental interference):  
Refer to pages 37-38 in determining whether interference had improved placings. 
 
 Either: 
 

They deemed that the interference had improved the placing of the horse causing 
it and therefore revised the placings as follows: 

 
Or: 

 
They deemed that the interference had not improved the placing of the horse 
causing it and therefore ordered the placings to remain unaltered. 
 

Reference Pages in the White Instructions Book: 
 
Refer to pages 36 and 37 for how the terms “dangerous, careless or improper 
riding” are defined in relation to riding offences. 
 
Page 39 gives the interference options flow chart. 

 
 

Note:  Stewards may, at their discretion and in clear cut incidents only, review  
a video recording of an incident in privacy.  All public video viewing 
facilities should be switched off until the outcome of the enquiry is made 
known. 

 
 
FAILURE TO OBTAIN THE BEST POSSIBLE PLACING 
 
REGULATION 126 (Negligence) 
 
The Stewards held an enquiry and interviewed [rider] X of BRITON under Regulation 126 
(i) / (ii) / (iii) or (iv) for: 
 

(i) failing to ride out approaching the finish by dropping hands on a horse that 
would have been placed 1st, 2nd, 3rd or 4th… 

(ii) mistaking the race distance and either riding a finish a circuit too early or 
failing to ride a finish 

(iii) taking the wrong course 
(iv) riding an ill-judged race or rider only starts to ask for an effort too late as a 

result of serious misjudgement or inattention 
Add further details as necessary. 
 



 

 

Having interviewed X and noted his explanation (add details / anything put forward at the 
enquiry), the Stewards found him in (or not in) breach of Regulation 126 and (if found in 
breach) fined him £…. – see pages 47 & 49 of Instructions for penalty guidelines. 
 
 
REGULATION 127 (Intent) 
 
The Stewards held an enquiry under Regulation 127 into whether [rider] X had 
intentionally failed to ensure that BRITON ran on its merits.  Specifically (for example): 
 

(i) deliberately preventing BRITON from winning 
(ii) purposely not riding out BRITON that would otherwise have won 
(iii) BRITON had intentionally not been asked for sufficient effort 
(iv) BRITON had appeared capable of reaching a challenging position but 

intentionally is never asked to do so 
(v) using the course as a training ground (i.e. schooling and / or conditioning.  

Horse usually first time out or returning after a lengthy absence) 
 
Having interviewed X and noted his explanation (add details / anything put forward at the 
enquiry), the Stewards found him in (or not in) breach of Regulation 127, and (if found in 
breach) fined him £…. – see pages 47 & 49 of Instructions for penalty guidelines. 
 
Note: Owner should be fined a comparable penalty to the rider under Regulation 125 (ii), 
should they be found in giving instructions to the rider which, if obeyed, could or would 
prevent the horse from winning a race or obtaining the best possible placing. 
 
 
 
REGULATION 128 (Rider failing to take all reasonable and permissible measures 
throughout the race) 
 
The Stewards held an enquiry under Regulation 128 into whether [rider] X, riding 
BRITON, had failed to take all reasonable and permissible measures throughout the race 
(where not satisfied the circumstances in Regulation 126 or 127 apply). 
 
Having noted the explanation from X (add details / anything put forward at the enquiry), 
the Stewards found him in (or not in) breach of Regulation 128, and (if found in breach) 
fined him £…. – see pages 47 & 49 of Instructions. 
 
If found not in breach, please note comments in order for the eventuality of an enquiry 
needing to be re-opened. 
 
Note: Owner must be fined a comparable penalty to the rider under Regulation 125 (ii), 
should they be found in giving instructions to the rider which, if obeyed, could or would 
prevent the horse from winning a race or obtaining the best possible placing. 
 
 
HORSE PERFORMANCE – Not an official enquiry 
 
Under Appendix S, the Stewards approached the connections of PICT following the 
performance of the horse having… (e.g. pulled up after… when seemingly going very 
well and as a short priced favourite / won very easily having failed to complete the course 
in his last… outings, etc…).   



 

 

 
After hearing explanations from [owner] X and / or [rider] Y of PICT, who stated (add 
details), the Stewards noted the explanation or held an official enquiry under Regulations 
126/127/128 or decided to refer the matter to the British Horseracing Authority. 
 
 
IMPROPER CONDUCT  
 
The Stewards enquired into the conduct of X who reportedly [insert explanation of what 
happened].  Having heard evidence from …… [eg. an official] and the explanation from 
X, the Stewards deemed the behaviour of X constituted improper conduct under 
Regulation 170 (ii) and / or 170 (iii) and fined him £90 – 600 / referred a confidential 
report to BHA. 
 
 
UNRULY BEHAVIOUR OF A HORSE 
 
The Stewards enquired under Regulation 26(vi) of the Regulations, into the unruly 
behaviour of SCOT prior to the start of the race.  Having heard an explanation from 
[owner] X that…, the Stewards issued an informal warning (if 1st occasion). 
 
Refer to Guide to Common Offences, p.47 for future occasions. 
 
 
FAILURE TO RUN AFTER DECLARATION 
 
The Stewards enquired under Regulation 111 (v) into why PICT failed to run in the….. 
race. 
 
Following interviewing [owner] X,  
 
a) the Stewards noted the explanation that the horse did not run following declarations 
due to……  
 
Or  
 
b) the Stewards were not satisfied with the reasons given, and fined X £155 (or referred 
to the British Horseracing Authority if deemed necessary). 
 
 
FAILING TO PULL-UP / DISMOUNT FROM EXHAUSTED / LAME HORSES 
 
The Stewards held an enquiry under Regulation 123 and Appendix V of the Regulations 
into improper riding by [rider] X, for continuing in the …… race and failing to pull up / 
dismount SCOT…… add details as necessary. 
 
Having interviewed the rider, the Stewards noted X’s explanation that …. They 
subsequently found him in (or not in) breach of Regulation 123 for failing to… and fined 
£150 upwards.  OR formally cautioned him, this being due to… (eg. The rider’s 
inexperience…) 
 
 
 



 

 

FAILURE TO WEIGH IN 
 
Following an objection by the Clerk of the Scales under Regulation 140 (iv), The 
Stewards held an enquiry on account of [rider] X failing to weigh-in having been placed 
on PICT.  Not satisfied with his explanation, they found him in breach of Regulation 130 
(i).   
They disqualified PICT under Regulation 130 (iv), and fined X £150-£600 if the winner / 
£60-£125 if placed 2nd or 3rd / £40 if placed 4th. (If wilful, refer to British Horseracing 
Authority). 
 
The revised placings are as follows: 
 
 
Or – IF UNABLE TO WEIGH IN 
 
Following an objection by the Clerk of the Scales under Regulation 140 (iv), The 
Stewards held an enquiry on account of [rider] X failing to weigh-in having been placed 
on PICT.  The Stewards were satisfied that he was justified in not doing so because of 
(…eg reason of illness, accident, or extraordinary circumstances) and that the correct 
weight had been carried throughout the race and in accordance with Regulation 130 (iv), 
thus confirming the placing of PICT. 
 
 
FAILURE TO DRAW CORRECT WEIGHT 
 
Following an objection under Regulation 140 (iv) by the Clerk of the Scales, the Stewards 
held an enquiry and interviewed [rider] X and [owner] Y of BRITON for failing to draw the 
correct weight at which he weighed out.  Following the explanation from Y (add details), 
the Stewards disqualified BRITON and fined Y* £130 - £600 as in breach of Regulation 
115 (iii) / 131 (iii) / 131 (iv). 
 
*As person responsible under Regulation 115 (iii) for ensuring that their horse is properly 
saddled, including the attachment of the weight cloth. 
 
 
WEIGHING IN 4LBS OR MORE OVERWEIGHT 
 
Following a report by the Clerk of the Scales, the Stewards held an enquiry and 
interviewed [rider] X of SCOT, who weighed in    lbs more than the weight at which he 
weighed out.  Following the explanation from X (and if necessary [Owner] Y), the 
Stewards fined the rider £50 upwards as being in breach of Regulation 131 (ii). 

 


