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DECISION
GREYHOUND RACING VICTORIA
and
JOHN CARR 

Date of hearing:	29 December 2025

Date of decision:	29 December 2025

Panel:	Magistrate Peter Reardon (Chairperson).   

[bookmark: _Hlk16238640]Appearances: 	Mr Paul Searle appeared on behalf of the Stewards.
	Mr Malcolm Carr represented Mr John Carr. 
				
Charge:	

Greyhounds Australasia Rule 125 reads as follows:  
 
Failing to pursue 

(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. 

(2) If following an examination pursuant to this rule, a greyhound is found to be suffering from an injury, a written record or report must be provided by the veterinarian who has examined the injury, to the Stewards. 

Particulars:  
  
Irish Legend underwent a post–race veterinary examination and was found to have an injury to the left groin. A 10 day stand down period was imposed. Stewards spoke to representative, Mr. Malcolm Carr regarding Irish Legend’s racing manners in the home straight. Acting under the provisions of GAR 125, Irish Legend was charged with failing to pursue the lure with due commitment (by reason of injury). Mr. Carr pleaded not guilty to the charge. Irish Legend 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
1. Mr John Carr you were at all relevant times a licensed trainer with GRV and bound by the Greyhounds Australasian Rules (“GAR”).

2. You are the trainer of the greyhound Irish Legend which raced at Bendigo in race 2 over 425 metres on 10 December 2025.

3. Post race, Irish Legend underwent a veterinary examination and was found to have an injury to his left groin. A 10 day stand down period was imposed. Further, the Stewards charged Irish Legend under GAR 125 with failing to pursue the lure with due commitment by reason of injury. Mr Carr pleaded Not Guilty but was found Guilty. Consequently, Irish Legend was ordered to perform a satisfactory trial in accordance with GAR 125 and pursuant to GAR 132 before any future nomination will be accepted. 

4. On Monday, 22 December 2025 at Sandown a Satisfactory Trial was conducted with 4 greyhounds, over 515m, including Irish Legend. Irish Legend started from Box 3 and placed third in a time of 30.72. The greyhound was not cleared to run as it failed to meet the Stewards time standard of 30.60.

5. Mr Carr is appealing that decision to the Tribunal on the basis that the Stewards decision not to clear the greyhound Irish Legend is wrong on the basis that the greyhound performed satisfactorily, save for the time it ran. Mr Carr states that this time standard is not written by Stewards and not contained in the GAR. The alleged Rule is a private Rule agreed by the Stewards and not revealed to the public or trainers and is not contained in any of the GAR or guidelines.

6. Mr Carr argues that his greyhound is a maiden and that if his greyhound had raced in Race 1 at Sandown, a race for maiden dogs, it would have finished fourth and that the greyhounds which finished fifth to eighth ran slower times than Irish Legend which was a race over the same distance. He was informed by Stewards that Irish Legend was in a Satisfactory Trial and other races were irrelevant. 

7. Mr Carr has the right to appeal to the VRT under section 50K of the Racing Act 1958. An appeal under section 50K(1) is against a decision made under the Rules to impose a penalty on the person if the penalty is a:

(a) suspension, disqualification or warning off; or 
(b) is a fine of more than $250

The Stewards argue that the Tribunal has no jurisdiction to hear this appeal. They refer to the case of GRV v Sean Lithgow, dated 10 June 2025.

8. The Stewards submit Mr Carr can only appeal if the race is defined as an Event in the Rules which is defined as a competitive pursuit by one or more greyhounds of a lure at a racecourse and is defined as a race, a series, a Qualifying Trial. An event does not include a Satisfactory Trial; it does not include any kind of trial other than a Qualifying Trial.

9. Satisfactory Trial is defined in the Rules means a greyhound trial is required to be performed to the satisfaction of the Stewards or another authorised person pursuant to GAR 132.

10. The Stewards submit that this appeal should be dismissed on the grounds that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to hear such an appeal.

11. Mr Searle submits that there is a lack of jurisdiction to hear this appeal on the authorities of GRV v Sean Lithgow, as stated above and decisions of Alannah Logie v Harness Racing Victoria, dated 30 October 2023 and Carsen Miller v Harness Racing Victoria, dated 16 April 2025. These cases involve disputes about race results or the re running of races and/or no result submissions. 

12. Mr Carr’s appeal form lodged on 22 December 2025 is an appeal that his greyhound Irish Legend failed to pass a Satisfactory Trial with no penalty applied on the appeal form.

13. The key issue which the Tribunal must first decide is does it have jurisdiction to hear such a matter namely whether the failure to complete a Satisfactory Trial falls within the jurisdiction of this Tribunal.

14. This is a question of law and pursuant to section 50X of the Racing Act 1958. Questions of law must be determined, in this case, by the Chairperson.

15. The Tribunal as has been stated in previous decisions is a creature of statute and its powers are restricted to the application of that statute. The Tribunal receives its jurisdiction from the Racing Act 1958 and in this matter section 50(C)(a) of the Act effectively takes the Tribunal to section 50K. Section 50K sets out the types of penalties concerning which appeal can be heard by this Tribunal. They are as set out in paragraph 7 of this decision.

16. There is no suggestion that this is a serious offence which would come directly to this Tribunal but is an appeal and not a hearing at first instance. 

17. The appeal form completed by Mr Carr refers to a completed trial conducted on 22 December 2025 at Sandown. The complaint relates to the decision of the Stewards about a Satisfactory Trial which is a decision made by the Stewards within their power and given the operation of section 50K, the Tribunal finds that it has no jurisdiction to hear this appeal as it does not relate to any penalty under the Racing Act 1958 to which the Tribunal has the authority to hear and determine.

18. The result may be confusing and unfair to Mr Carr and there may be other avenues open to him, but not at this Tribunal. The Tribunal upholds the submission of the Stewards and the authorities relied on by the Stewards and thereby, the appeal is dismissed.


Mark Howard
Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal
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