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DECISION
GREYHOUND RACING VICTORIA
and
CRAIG BURNS


Date of Hearing:		1 April 2025

Date of Decision:		1 April 2025

Panel:	Judge John Bowman (Chairperson).

[bookmark: _Hlk16238640]Appearances: 	Mr Scott Sutton appeared on behalf of the Stewards.
	Mr Craig Burns represented himself.
	
Charge:	Greyhounds Australasia Rule (“GAR”) 125 states: 
Failing to pursue by reason of injury – first time only 
(1) A greyhound which in the opinion of the Stewards fails to pursue the lure for the first time only must be examined by an officiating veterinarian and: 
(a) if the greyhound is found to be injured, a stand-down period will apply as recommended by the officiating veterinarian and the greyhound will not be permitted to compete in an Event until the completion of a satisfactory trial (with the specifics of the injury and trial to be recorded as part of its identification record). 
(b) if the greyhound is found not to be injured, then the provisions of rules 124 and 127 apply.
	
Particulars of charge:	Tinker Lee (visibly eased approaching the winning post) underwent a post-race veterinary examination and was found to have multiple spike wounds on the right hock. A 3 day stand down period was imposed. Stewards spoke to Mr. Craig Burns regarding Tinker Lee’s racing manners approaching the winning post. Acting under the provisions of GAR 125, Tinker Lee was charged with failing to pursue the lure with due commitment (by reason of injury). Mr. Burns pleaded not guilty to the charge. Tinker Lee was found guilty and must perform a Satisfactory Trial in accordance with GAR 125, and pursuant to GAR 132, before any future nomination will be accepted.

Plea: 				Not Guilty 


DECISION

Mr Craig Burns, you are the trainer of “Tinker Lee”, which competed in Race 12 at Shepparton on 24 March 2025. Tinker Lee finished second in the event. 

Subsequently, the Stewards laid a charge pursuant to Greyhounds Australasia Rule (“GAR”) 125, effectively stating that Tinker Lee did not pursue the lure with due commitment by reason of injury. A post-race veterinary inspection revealed multiple spike wounds on the right hock.

Your submission is in essence that there was a change in the dog’s action in the home straight and shortly before the finishing line, but that this was due to a loose fitting rug which changed position at that stage of the race. You assert that this change of action was not due to injury, but was caused by the movement of the rug. 

Tinker Lee had also lost its leading position earlier in the race, but no reliance of any substance has been placed on this.

I have viewed the video of the race many times. I have also viewed the still photographs extracted from the video by both you and by the Stewards. I would add that you do not challenge the findings of injury and spike marks found in the post-race veterinary examination. 

I have read the relevant documents in the Stewards brief. 

My conclusion is that I am comfortably satisfied that the charge has been proven. Tinker Lee did change its action in the home straight and ceased racing in a straight line. Viewing the still photographs and the video, this is quite visible. That this was due to a problem with the looseness of its rug is not apparent. The pose-race veterinary examination showed multiple spike wounds on the right hock. Weighing up all these matters, I am comfortably satisfied that, in the home straight, Tinker Lee did not pursue the lure with due commitment and that this failure to pursue was due to injury. It was not due to a rug problem. 

I can appreciate your disappointment in relation to how events unfolded, but I am comfortably satisfied that the charge has been proven.

The appeal is dismissed.


Kathleen Scully
Assistant Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal
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