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DECISION
HARNESS RACING VICTORIA
and
SEATON GRIMA


Date of Hearing:		18 March 2025

Date of Decision:		18 March 2025

Panel:	Magistrate Peter Reardon (Deputy Chairperson), Ms Maree Payne and Mr Robert Abrahams

[bookmark: _Hlk16238640]Appearances: 	Mr Peter Chadwick appeared on behalf of the Stewards.
	Mr Jospeh Conolly represented Mr Seaton Grima.

Charge:	Australian Harness Racing Rule (“AHRR”) 163(1)(a)(iii) states:
	(1) A driver shall not -
(a) cause or contribute to any
(iii) interference.

Particulars of charge:	Mr Seaton Grima was found guilty of a charge of contributing to interference under the provisions of AHRR 163(1)(a)(iii), in Race 10, Melton Harness Racing Meeting on Saturday 1 February 2025. From the 400m mark, Mr Grima’s horse shifted out which contributed to interference with Mr Mark Pitt and his horse.

Plea: 				Not Guilty 


DECISION

1. Mr Seaton Grima, a Harness Racing Driver, has appealed the decision of the Stewards at the Melton Harness Racing Meeting on Saturday, 1 February 2025.

2. Mr Grima was and is at all relevant times a driver licensed by Harness Racing Victoria (“HRV”) and is bound by the Australian Harness Racing Rules (“AHRR”).

3. At the Stewards inquiry he was charged under Rule 163(1)(a)(iii) for contributing to  interference by allowing his horse to shift outwards, causing tightness and crowding to another driver and horse.

4. He pleaded Not Guilty to the charge, but was found guilty by the Stewards and his driving licence was suspended for seven days.

5. Mr Grima has appealed the decision of the Stewards. After the appeal was lodged, he applied for and was granted a stay of the suspension.

6. He has pleaded Not Guilty to the charge and a hearing of the appeal has been heard today.

7. The Stewards have presented their case and have relied upon video footage and a transcript of the evidence give and submissions made at the inquiry held at Melton Harness Race Meeting on 1 February 2025 and the evidence today.

8. The offence arose out of an incident in Race 10. 

9. It involved three horses. These were “Rescume” driven by Mr Grima, which finished third: Soho Americano, driven by Mr Luke McCarthy, which won: and Milli Me driven by Mr Pitt, finished last.

10. The Stewards allege that both Mr Grima and Mr McCarthy caused crowding and tightening to Mr Pitt at approximately the same time in the race, causing Milli Me to break gait and gallop.

11. The allegation against Mr Grima is that shortly after making the turn into the final straight, he allowed Rescume to shift outwards into the path of Milli Me, thereby causing such crowding and tightening. Rescume had been on the inside of Milli Me and was in the process of going forward and past it. 

12. Mr McCarthy was on the outside of Milli Me and going forward and overtaking it. It shifted inwards contributing to crowding and tightening as it was overtaking Milli Me.

13. Both Rescume and Soho Americano seemed to be endeavouring to compete for the same spot in front of a weakening Milli Me, but were over eager and thereby interference was caused.
14. Both drivers pleaded Not Guilty at the Stewards Inquiry and after a hearing both were found guilty and a penalty imposed. The Tribunal is only hearing the appeal of Mr Grima and is only to determine whether he is Guilty or Not Guilty of the offence charged. However, as both drivers were involved in the same incident, there are the same factual circumstances. A determination of the Tribunal may involve an adverse finding against Mr McCarthy even though his case is not before this Tribunal, but because the facts are so intertwined.

15. The onus of proof is on the Stewards to prove their case to our comfortable satisfaction and if they fail to do so the case must be dismissed. There is no onus of proof on Mr Grima and the onus of proving the case always remains on the Stewards and never shifts onto Mr Grima.

16. The Stewards have relied upon video footage, photographic evidence, and the transcripts of the inquiry, as well as today’s evidence.

17. Mr Grima also relies on the transcript of the inquiry and his evidence today. Mr Conolly has also tendered photographs and submissions on behalf of Mr Grima.

18. Principally, Mr Grima’s case is that he denied allowing his horse to go out, although he did admit in the Inquiry that his horse shifted out marginally.

19. He submits that Milli Me was going backwards and that both his horse Rescume and Mr McCarthy’s horse were going forward. They were both eyeing off the spot in front of Milli Me.

20. His horse went up a touch, but was not moving out. He had seen Mr McCarthy’s horse coming out wide with momentum so he elected to go back in and his horse’s head was pointed in.

21. The interference was caused by Mr McCarthy’s horse coming inwards and Mr Grima’s  horse maintaining its line.

22. Mr Conolly, on behalf of Mr Grima, submitted that the interference was wholly due to Mr McCarthy’s horse dramatically coming down and inwards, causing the interference.

23. At this stage, Rescume had only held its line behind the leader, but was entitled to go through the opening when it occurred.

24. This is supported by Mr Carthy’s immediate reaction by looking to his left when the interference occurred. When Mr Grima became aware of potential interference he eased off and pulled his horse to the left.
25. This is a somewhat difficult case as the video evidence and submissions made did not really contribute to the place of interference by Mr Grima to the interference.

26. The parties disagree where the alleged interference or contribution by Mr Grima occurred because it is clear that Soho Americano took the path of Milli Me causing it to gallop or break its gait.

27. The issue is whether Mr Grima, the driver of Rescume, contributed to that interference.

28. The Tribunal has viewed the footage, seen the photographic evidence, read the transcript evidence conducted at the inquiry, listened to and observed the evidence today and heard the submissions made on behalf of both parties.

29. There is no doubt that interference was caused to Milli Me. From the footage it is clear that Soho Americano moved inward causing Milli Me to gallop.

30. However, the Tribunal cannot be satisfied to the level of comfortable satisfaction that Mr Grima contributed to that interference. 

31. Mr Grima’s horse did come marginally outwards, but on the evidence, it is difficult to determine whether that contributed to any interference. The interference to Milli Me had already occurred by reason of Soho Americano moving inwards.

32. Accordingly, the appeal is upheld and the charge is dismissed.


Kathleen Scully
Assistant Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal
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