
Horseracing has a powerful claim to be Britain’s leading interwar sport.
Cricket had its adherents; indeed, Jack Williams, the historian of interwar

cricket, shows that its supporters presented it as the English ‘national game’.1

But British racegoers claimed that racing was ‘our real national sport’.2 On the
basis of active participation, cricket was certainly superior with somewhere
between 200,000 and 400,000 playing each week in the early 1930s, although
football had even more participants, with 37,000 clubs affiliated to the Football
Association by 1937, and many others unaffiliated. In terms of spectatorship,
First Division soccer attracted average crowds of over 30,000 in 1938–39, but
cricket only got large crowds for test matches and a few important county
matches, and these probably never exceeded 50,000 in a single day. Such figures
were dwarfed by the crowds attracted to racing’s ‘national’ events: the Grand
National, the Derby, ‘Royal’ Ascot and the Doncaster St Leger. Even small race-
meetings got higher crowds than most country cricket games. If a third crite-
rion, interest in betting on the sport, was included, horseracing was supreme,
although football pools and greyhound racing were also important. It was
racing, not cricket or soccer, which really sold newspapers across Britain.
Widespread public interest in results, longer traditions, its year-round season
and largest crowds, all support racing’s claims as Britain’s leading national sport. 

Yet Ross McKibbin’s critically well-received book on classes and cultures in
England between 1918 and 1951 marginalised racing, arguing that:

Horseracing was a national sport only by a somewhat skewed definition of ‘national’.
What made it ‘national’ was popular betting which linked a mass of working-class
betters to a sport which was, in fact, aristocratic-plutocratic. Without betting it
would have been no more national than 12-metre yachting or deer hunting … many
had little interest in horses or horseracing as such. The middle class as a whole and the
sober, serious working class were even more indifferent, even hostile.3
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Elsewhere McKibbin argues that cricket could claim to be England’s
‘national’ sport because it was ‘the only major sport which had real support
among all social classes’, and because its internationals ‘held more significance’.4

McKibbin’s treatment of social classes and cultures is usually subtle and persua-
sive. Here his analysis is less sure. It ignores the many racegoers drawn to racing
by a passion and appreciation for those highly-strung equine aristocrats, thor-
oughbred horses, those enjoying the races but not the betting, and those going
for social reasons, the enthusiastic fans and racing addicts drawn from all classes
which cultural anthropologists have shown are still central to the racing world.5

Second, the strong attachment to racing amongst sections of the middle classes
is left unappreciated. Third, the results of key races like the Derby created far
more national (and international) interest than those of cricket test matches. 

Study of racing thus sheds light on a leading national sport which played a
key role in how the British imagined their social world. Admittedly, racing
aroused strong feelings and divisions across class, culture, gender and religion,
creating significant cultural dissonance even within classes, although these too
show its importance. In part these were related to the politics and cultural con-
formity of broader British society. Horseracing had been a central feature of
both urban and pastoral British life since far earlier that any of the other major
sports, yet across Britain and across the social classes, attitudes to racing and
betting after the First World War also lay along a major fault line dividing
British society, representing a struggle for ascendancy between competing value
systems. 

Some sports were closely linked to debates about ‘respectability’. Academic
historians of leisure have been slow to explore and foreground those many
hugely popular activities, such as racing and betting on racing, that were
ambiguously respectable, and sometimes seen as morally problematic or illicit.
Unconscious puritanism or careless cultural myopia has wrongly presented
them as marginal to popular culture. By the interwar years, the appeal of such
disreputable pleasures was spreading more widely. The balance of power was
shifting. Racing illustrates this well. Over this period the formerly vociferous
opposition to racing and betting from the more sober and serious was in clear
decline. Racing followers dismissed them as ‘joy-killing faddists’.6 Anti-racing
successes were rare, although at Southend, for example, women successfully
petitioned against proposals for a new race meeting.7 Occasional opposition to
the treatment of horses in steeplechases continued. There were, for example,
‘the usual’ RSPCA attacks on the Grand National, led by Lord Lambourne, in
1922, with letters to the press.8 They were ineffective. Evangelical Christianity
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was strongly anti-racing but its numbers, never large, were dropping, while the
Church of England was divided and the Roman Catholic Church showed little
opposition. Although Labour and Liberal activists and politicians were gener-
ally negative, racing was popular amongst many of their voters. The Civil
Service, formerly opposed to betting, was split. The Home Office was opposed,
but the Customs and Excise and Post Office departments both encouraged it as
a useful source of revenue. As the popularity of betting and racing rose, debates
over their meaning and importance faded. By the 1930s interest in and support
for racing could be found right across the social scale. Increasingly it seemed
exciting yet safe. Those worried about class revolution entered racing in large
numbers because it had traditional and conservative features. This fascinating
variation of views provided a starting point for this study.

Popular images of the interwar years have focused largely on mass unemploy-
ment, the General Strike, increasing government control, or improved welfare
and education. Yet the period also saw a major spurt of growth in leisure, recre-
ation and sport. Mass unemployment and business depression coexisted with
increased standards of living within some sectors and for some social groups, cre-
ating tensions and opportunities which heightened and transformed social atti-
tudes to leisure. Britain was the originator of much modern sport, and in turn
sport was a paradigm of British culture. Historians have been slow to develop an
understanding of the way sports influenced and were influenced by the cultural,
social and economic changes of the interwar years, a sporting era aptly described
by Sir Derek Birley as ‘confusing and sometimes contentious’, with key continu-
ities alongside a strengthening of professionalism and commercialism.9

This ambiguity about the treatment of interwar leisure and sport as a whole
has not been aided by the potentially problematic role of social class in sport.
Sports were differentially presented as ‘upper class’, ‘middle class’ or ‘working
class’ in different social contexts. Sport could both unite and divide.
Professionalism and amateurism, gender roles, commercialism, and the extent
to which physical violence or active support was acceptable were all issues of
debate. Sport was popular throughout the class structure of much of Britain,
although some of its manifestations were very unpopular with a minority. Class
as culture is a complex manifestation, and its visions were socially constructed.
The picture sports provided was highly complex, subtle and more nuanced than
historians have admitted. For example, some at least amongst the middle classes
were always attracted, for a variety of reasons, to more supposedly ‘working-
class’ sports, including those sports like racing associated with drink and gam-
bling. This could be due to earlier working-class origins, the attractions of
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‘slumming’, or the cultural hedonism of a homo-social subgroup. So while
some middle-class people saw attendance at a race meeting or a bet on the
Grand National as danger zones, to be avoided, for others they offered key
sources of pleasure. Racing was a game of wits, often much less gentlemanly
than it appeared. As Larry Lynx of The People remarked, ‘I learn a lot of things
from certain followers of the noble sport of racing who if they had their just
dues would be languishing in one of the hotels which HM the King provides for
those of his subjects who blatantly break the laws’.10

This book does not attempt a full history of racing, or an account of major
races, horses and jockeys. It has two major focuses: an examination of the rela-
tionship between racing and British society, and an exploration of the cultural
world of racing itself. Racing both influenced and was influenced by the social
and economic changes of the interwar years. Racing was riddled with paradox,
and this book helps to disentangle both the complexities of the ways the sport
was organised and its social and cultural resonances. Even those who never bet,
never went near a racecourse, or actively opposed the sport could hardly avoid
meeting the racing world if they opened a paper, went to the cinema regularly,
or even looked at newspaper advertisements and cigarette cards. The sheer
variety, substance and character of racing’s visual, linguistic and oral images
have much to say about the culturally-complex role of British racing and bet-
ting. It is perhaps not unsurprising that racing has given names to more public
houses than any other sport: interwar horses like Golden Miller, Brown Jack or
Windsor Lad, or races like the St Leger, were all commemorated. But racing’s
influence spread much wider. Racehorses gave names to railway engines. Streets
were named after racecourses or racing towns. Racing was a major industry,
generating significant annual turnover, upon which the economic difficulties of
the 1920s and early 1930s had only limited impact. Racing was sufficiently
popular for many people to use their excess income to enjoy spectating, betting
or owning racehorses.

Racing reflected the economic and social inequalities and snobberies of its
time, and made them manifest in racing architecture, the racing clubs, the def-
erence given to owners, or the distinctions between amateur and professional
involvement. It also helped to sustain the essential harmony and cultural con-
formity of broader British society. Yet its opponents associated racing with those
lacking in culture, given to greed, rapacity and depravity, involved in clearly
illegal acts. Racing therefore provides a case study which helps us unpack,
examine and begin to understand the cultural values and assumptions that
helped to fashion wider economic and social relationships. 
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More importantly, it helps to move forward our understanding of the ways
in which social class, gender, culture and leisure related to each other during this
period. McKibbin argues that interwar Britain was characterised by a major
divide between manual and non-manual workers, and that leisure, lifestyle and
employment created subcultures which he calls ‘working-class culture’ and
‘middle-class culture’. Yet at the same time he accepts that ‘England had no
common culture, rather a set of overlapping ones’, although the sports played
and watched were partially at least self-enclosed and determined by class.11 The
social theorist W. G. Runciman sees the cultural gulf between the two major
social groups, the working and middle classes, as important in terms of self-
ascription, but he attaches more importance to employment conditions and
self-ascribed status.12 In leisure terms, Cunningham’s picture of overlapping
leisure cultures in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries is potentially
useful, discriminating as it does an upper-class ‘leisure’ class, ‘urban middle-
class’ and ‘artisan’ cultures, separate ‘religious’ and ‘rationalist’ ‘reformist’ leisure
cultures, ‘rural’ and ‘urban’ popular culture forms. But Cunningham has been
criticised both for an overly-simplistic picture of middle-class leisure, and for
under-estimating the extent to which cultural roles in particular leisure contexts
were fluid.13

It is becoming increasingly clear that while social distinctions were still
expressed in class terms, social roles were increasingly dependent on leisure con-
texts.14 A polarised dichotomous view of class might be embraced at work but
not in wider leisure relationships. There might be strong consciousness of status
divisions within a middle-class group, yet the group might present a solid face
to the world. The spatial aspects of class, expressed in the more middle-class
ethos of the suburbs, and the more working-class feel of terraced city streets or
newly-built council estates, clearly had their effects. But there were manual
labourers in the suburbs, and clerks in city streets, embracing or standing
against locally dominant cultural practices like betting. 

Racing has often been seen as a sport which united the top and bottom of
British society. Certainly in part, but only in part, racing was a sport which
relied on the continued persistence of working-class deference, and a strong
emphasis on rank and status within the sport, helping it sustain a clear rear-
guard defence of hierarchy. Runciman has presented powerful arguments that
fundamental, societal-level changes in social, economic and political practice,
and resultant shifting patterns of class, were a result of the First World War,
arguing that notions of natural hierarchy were under attack from 1915
onwards.15 Yet gentlemanliness, and its characteristic sporting amateurism, still
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enjoyed strong, although not unanimous, support among commentators on
national character.16 Within racing it was the claims of inherited rank, title and
status which conferred on its ruling bodies, the Jockey Club and National Hunt
Committee (henceforth NHC), their right to rule, to call recalcitrant jockeys
before them on the real-life ‘carpet’, to demand that jockeys employed their
titles or military rank when they addressed them, and to use their surnames in
return. It was deference too which allowed trainers to remain remote, to rule
their stables with firmness and authority. It was the claims of hierarchy which
allowed the royal family to repackage the ceremonial trappings which ensured
they continued to receive acclaim at Ascot, Epsom, York or Newmarket, a man-
ifestation which David Cannadine has noted in other contexts too.17 Within
racing some tried to put forward the view that such hierarchies were natural and
preordained, and that social perception and behaviour should reflect such
views. 

Views amongst the wider public were more mixed. Racing certainly
appealed to working-class conservatives, but such beliefs in deference can be
overdrawn. Working-class racing heroes were always popular. In 1923 when a
relatively poor owner won the Derby with Papyrus, his win was well-received.
The press headlines like the Daily Mirror’s ‘Tenant Farmer Beats Millionaire
Owners’ reflected a delight amongst some sections of the population that
racing’s biggest race could be won by the ‘little man’, a ‘struggling farmer’.18

Equally, the most popular jockey of the period amongst the public at large was
Steve Donoghue, born into a poor Warrington family of Irish descent, someone
who regularly broke agreements with upper-class owners, and won regularly.
Even the differences between amateur and professional were different in racing,
with ‘amateur’ steeplechase jockeys often eventually joining the professional
ranks, and ‘gentlemen’ setting up as professional trainers. 

More research has been carried out on working-class leisure and sport than
on the middle-class sporting world. The picture drawn of the latter has been
over-broad and over-inclusive, creating a highly inaccurate impression of a rela-
tively homogenous middle-class, amateur, respectable sporting culture. Yet as
David Cannadine has recently stressed in his revisionist attempt to rehabilitate
‘class’ as a legitimate subject of historical enquiry, by the Edwardian period the
middle class was already ‘protean, varied and amorphous’.19 It was divided in a
whole variety of ways: horizontal divisions of income, property, status, social
leadership or education competed with vertical divisions such as
religious/denominational allegiance, political affiliation and splits between
manufacturing, commercial and professional groups. There were also the more
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complex geographical divisions between north and south, and between the
middle classes in competing regions or cities such as Liverpool and Manchester.
So in what ways were the middle classes involved in racing? Were they, as
McKibbin has suggested, indifferent or even hostile?

Not so. In fact the middle classes were increasingly supportive, taking part as
spectators, owners, trainers and investors, occupying professional roles in
racing’s administration, placing bets or heading bookmaking firms. For some,
with anti-working-class attitudes, often coupling snobbery and wish-fulfil-
ment, it was the upper-class owners from which they took their model. Others
were prepared sometimes to move across what were in reality by this period,
highly porous divisions between classes, and between ‘roughs’ and ‘respecta-
bles’, to enjoy racing’s liminal pleasures. Betting could be presented as essen-
tially modernistic, and the reliable, known salary of the middle classes, stepped
by age and promotion, allowed them to indulge betting, ownership or specta-
torship as a leisure habit. Although the separation of suburban home and work
sometimes confined sociability, people in many middle-class occupations, from
industrialists to merchants, lawyers to shopkeepers, were able to attend nearby
race meetings a few times a year. The bulk of racehorse owners were middle
class. Others derived substantial incomes from economic activities which min-
istered to the needs of the racing world. 

In terms of academic racing historiography the interwar period has been
addressed only en passant in histories covering longer time periods and empha-
sising economic rather that cultural features. Wray Vamplew’s well-researched
The Turf focused on regulation of the sport, changes in transport, betting and
bookmakers, ownership and breeding, and the lives of jockeys and trainers, cov-
ering the last two hundred years.20 It could profitably be read in conjunction
with my recent culturally-oriented study of flat racing from 1790 to 1914.21

The economic historian Roger Munting has provided insightful studies of
steeplechasing and betting.22 Working-class betting and bookmaking have been
better explored, and books and articles by Dixon, Chinn, Clapson and others
have made major contributions here.23

Yet while interwar football, cricket and even speedway have attracted
detailed research, racing has not.24 In works focusing on twentieth-century cul-
ture and sport, racing has received limited attention. Three examples by leading
writers make the point. McKibbin’s book devoted twelve pages to football, eight
to cricket, four to rugby and only three to racing, although he devoted a further
seven to working-class betting. Jeff Hill’s work on sport, leisure and culture gave
little consideration to racing, excusing his lack of coverage by claiming that
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‘horse racing is much less a sport’ than cricket, football or rugby. His brief dis-
cussion focused on the strong working-class appeal of betting.25 Stephen Jones’s
overview of working-class leisure between 1918 and 1939 provided limited ref-
erence to racing in an otherwise wide-ranging discussion.26

Previous studies of racing have relied on a relatively limited range of primary
sources. This study breaks new ground by using parliamentary papers, the
records of race companies, films, photographs, cartoons, cigarette cards, oral
evidence, national, local and sporting newspapers, fictional accounts, annual
racing publications, and more. It consciously attempts to cite sources from
across Britain to show regional and local variations, the different ways in which
racing sheds light on communal and regional identities, and the ties which
linked different parts of Britain together.  

The first chapter provides an overview of racing between the wars, covering
flat racing, National Hunt, point-to-point and pony racing. It examines the dis-
tribution and differing statuses of courses, and the financial challenges they
faced in terms of attendance and income. It also gives details of the meetings
themselves, including the types of races, ages of horses and prize money offered.
Betting was important to racing, so a short guide to the varied legislation
relating to betting is provided. More importantly, this chapter analyses the
extent to which the ruling bodies of racing were able or willing to use their
power. The sport was run by two semi-aristocratic amateur bodies, the Jockey
Club and the NHC, whose membership was a relic of the nineteenth century
and had changed little since in either attitude or composition. Yet the racing
world, and the racing press, generally accepted their rules happily enough. The
rule of ‘the only efficient self-elected body I could name’ was indeed claimed as
an extra virtue, while The Times claimed of the Jockey Club that racing ‘is safe in
their hands’.27 Both bodies were socially elitist, with a predominantly upper-
class, landed or military membership, and exercised rule-making, authoritarian
leadership. The acceptance of their established amateur authority in a deeply
conservative sport illustrates the strength of tradition and conservatism in
British society.

Such respect for tradition within racing was reflected in the reception given
to Lord Derby, a leading member of the Jockey Club, when his horse Sansovino
won the Derby in 1924. His family had founded the race in 1780 yet had never
won it. ‘At Last!’, exclaimed the Daily Graphic, and others followed the same
line. His was ‘a popular victory’, given a ‘rolling torrent of cheers’, with Lord
Derby ‘overwhelmed with congratulations’.28 Yet such social conservatism was
problematic. Britain was slow to copy American track and training innovations.
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Equally, while many of the Club bet, at least on their own horses, they only
reluctantly accepted government attempts to make betting contribute to the
sport via betting duty, despite the economic problems as costs rose and owners
increasingly paid for their own prize money through entry fees. 

The sport appeared wealthy yet was actually poverty-stricken, heavily reliant
on owners’ conspicuous consumption to bale it out. The power of both the
Jockey Club and the NHC was more apparent than real. Their rules were only
partially obeyed. Horses would be deliberately held back to increase future
chances; horses in selling races were rarely sold. Equally, the apparent respect paid
to the upper-class owners could be a matter of form. As one turf correspondent
observed in 1937, ‘most trainers and jockeys still doff their hats to a patron or an
honorary steward, but it is the custom and not the humility of the servant’.29

The next three chapters have a macro-focus, providing new and important
evidence of the key place of racing and betting on races in British culture.
Racing possessed its own subculture, explored later in the book, but racing
impacted even on those who never went to a race meeting and never placed a
bet. Given its media coverage, no one could ignore it. Racing was the leading
cultural manifestation of sport. Chapter 2 explores the sometimes ambiguous,
often complex and always interdependent relationships between racing and the
mass media. It examines the ways in which racing was presented, packaged and
imagined, from the racing pages in the sporting, national and regional press, to
cigarette cards, advertisements, film, drama, novels, non-fiction, radio and tele-
vision. Together these provided a cumulative cultural validation of the sport in
British society, helping both to define the collective identity of the British and
to shift their interests more towards the affluent consumption of sporting expe-
rience and a franker enjoyment of betting, contributing to the development of a
culture of hope and consolation even in bad times. Most images were positive,
showing successful owners, trainers and jockeys, honest bookmakers and lucky
punters.

Chapter 3 explores betting, the ‘lifeblood’ of racing. Betting was found
across class, gender and generation. Illegal off-course cash betting was tacitly
accepted, and led to widespread corruption of the police force. The interwar
period was one in which spending on betting went up faster than real wages,
occupying an increasingly-higher proportion of household expenditure.
Writing just after the Second World War, Seebohm Rowntree, with pardonable
exaggeration, estimated that ‘between 300,000 and 400,000 people were gain-
fully employed in the betting industry’.30 While most of these would have been
part-time workers, betting came second only to the cinema as a leisure interest,
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leading to the inextricable entanglement of racing, betting and the mass media.
Even at the height of the Depression, the assessment of one social historian of
unemployment is that ‘gambling, generally for very small amounts, remained as
popular as before’.31 Betting was part of a wider popular culture in which the
views of anti-gamblers and ‘respectables’ had limited relevance. In its own way,
the perception that cash betting was illegal as part of a class conspiracy, and the
homogeneity of cash betting patterns in particular areas, must have helped to
unify skilled and unskilled working-class groups, and aided the broader process
of working-class formation and solidarity.

Yet many historians still neglect the centrality of betting and gambling to
much interwar leisure. For example, recent revisionist attempts to demonstrate
that a modern ‘teenage’ culture already existed between the wars stressed their
leisure activities such as cinema-going but failed to ask questions about the
extent of teenage betting.32 The intellectual life of the British working classes, a
section of society not necessarily expected to think for themselves, has been
largely confined to discussion of working-class auto-didacts with more
respectable interests in the world of the arts and literature, as for example in
Jonathan Rose’s work. Rose fails to recognise the potential intellectual chal-
lenges of betting.33 McKibbin’s emphasis on English betting’s ‘markedly intel-
lectual character’, although overdrawn, is not yet widely grasped in academe.34

His arguments for the rationality of betting need to be tempered with a recogni-
tion of the perennial appeal of the occasional long-odds bet, relying on luck and
chance, across all classes, as the all-pervasive dream of the Grand National
‘sweep’ win made clear. 

Illegal working-class cash betting was almost universal: legal middle-class
credit betting was almost invisible, leading to an under-estimation of its extent.
Modern cultural theorists like Bourdieu have adopted a over-simplistic model
of respectable bourgeois life.35 So have most social historians. McKibbin was
confident that ‘the middle classes rarely betted on sport’.36 This was to accept a
carefully constructed middle-class myth. Chapter 3 brings forward evidence to
support a revisionist view that for significant numbers of the middle classes, bet-
ting was far too resilient a pleasure to be avoided.

Some media presentations of racing and betting painted a more negative pic-
ture: of criminality, dishonesty or betting addiction. Bookmakers could be pre-
sented as dishonest, corpulent and ‘flash’. The pools and greyhound racing were
legal, cash ‘street betting’ on ‘the horses’ was illegal. It was the latter upon which
the anti-gamblers most firmly fixed. Chapter 4 explores the beliefs, work and
anti-betting activities of that minority of the British population who disliked
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racing and that even tinier minority who opposed betting, and supported state
action against it. Anti-gamblers were well organised, vociferous and able to gen-
erate publicity for their arguments. Even if found annoying, they could never be
ignored. Support for them, like racing support, crossed class boundaries. Active
members of the Liberal and Labour parties or the Nonconformist churches
often played key roles. The arguments, language and discourses through which
such anti-gambling views were expressed influenced the debates about betting,
and the chapter explores these in some detail, before examining the variety of
ways in which active opposition was mounted. What is clear, however, is that
the anti-gamblers’ actions and arguments were ever-increasingly failing to sway
public opinion. They had lost the battle before the Second World War. 

Those who opposed betting probably knew little of racing’s own cultural
world, its own complex set of social and cultural inter-relationships. The next
three chapters move to a micro-focus, exploring the internal culture of racing
itself, the course and course life, trainers and jockeys, owners and breeders.

Most courses only had one or two annual meetings and many people only
went to a race meeting once a year, yet the densely-textured culture of the race-
course lay at the heart of racing. Chapter 5 begins by exploring the change from
rail to motor transport to the races, with its implications for sociability, speed of
access and freedom of movement. Social relationships, behaviour and atten-
dance are next discussed in relation to social class and gender. The races them-
selves were only part of the enjoyment of racing, so changes and continuities in
the comfort and facilities of courses, and in the ancillary activities such as
sideshows, food and drink provision, tipsters and bookmakers are next
explored. Race meetings varied. Some, like Ascot and Goodwood, played a role
in the ‘society’ calendar; others, like the Pitman’s Derby at Newcastle’s Gosforth
Park or the St Leger at Doncaster, were key events in regional popular calendars.
The chapter concludes with an assessment of the ‘moral panic’ associated with
the racecourse crime of the early 1920s. 

Chapter 6 has a more rural focus, exploring the micro-culture of the sta-
bles. It covers their distribution, and then examines the lives of jockeys, stable
lads and trainers. Key indices include their differing social status, income,
social relationships with others in the racing world, and attitudes to betting.
The chapter also explores some of the concealed and unspoken divisions in
racing. Amateur and professional jockeys shared dangers and camaraderie yet
were in competition for scarce rides. The leading high-status trainers and
jockeys had similar incomes to many owners, and away from the course
enjoyed a similar lifestyle, yet stable lads could be badly-treated and underpaid
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casual workers. Attempts at unionisation faced real difficulties in a conserva-
tive world.

Chapter 7 examines those who bred and owned racehorses. Some just bred,
some just owned, some did both. Only some breeders bred for sale. Owners and
breeders occupied an ambiguous status within the sport. They were not in prac-
tice treated with huge respect, but regarded themselves as socially-superior ama-
teurs, although they came from a wide variety of social backgrounds. Many
were obsessed with winning and some spent huge amounts in consequence,
employing highly-paid professionals to help them do so. 

The Conclusion links back to the Introduction, beginning with further dis-
cussion of the class relationships within and surrounding racing. It also draws
out three key themes running through the book: racing’s innate conservatism
and reluctance to change or innovate, its role in the establishment of regional
and national culture, and the part played by racing and betting in the lives of
women across the social spectrum. 

Over the interwar years the racing journalist ‘Hotspur’ discerned continu-
ities and changes in racing’s robust identity. Racecourses changed little over the
period because ‘they are ancient institutions that make the ideals of centralisa-
tion … difficult of achievement’. Four changes were that ‘breeders give more
thought to their problems … The standard of training is higher … More of the
public know something about horses since the war than before it … The news
mind and outlook had to be readjusted’.37 This book seeks not just to explore
the changes and continuities in racing between the wars, but to ‘readjust’ the
mind of the historian to the integral place of racing in British interwar culture. 
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