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DECISION
GREYHOUND RACING VICTORIA
and
SUSAN RICHARDS


Date of Hearing:		21 November 2025

Date of Decision:		21 November 2025

Panel:	Judge Paul Lacava (Deputy Chairperson), Ms Maree Payne and Ms Danielle Hikri.

[bookmark: _Hlk16238640]Appearances: 	Mr Jordan Vassis, instructed by Ms Yana Podolskaya, appeared on behalf of the Stewards.
	Ms Susan Richards represented herself.
	
Charges:	Greyhounds Australasia Rule (“GAR”) 156(f)(i) states:
	An offence is committed if a person (including an official):
(f) has, in relation to a greyhound or greyhound racing, done something, or omitted to do something, which, in the opinion of a Controlling Body or the Stewards: 
(i) is corrupt, fraudulent, or dishonest.

GAR 165(a) states:
An offence is committed if a person (including an official):
(a) commits or omits to do any act or engages in conduct which is in any way detrimental or prejudicial to the interest, welfare, image, control or promotion of greyhound racing.

GAR 156(i) states:
An offence is committed if a person (including an official):
(i) prevents, attempts to prevent, interferes with or attempts to interfere with the carrying out of any identification, examination, test, necropsy, analysis, inquiry, investigation or inspection (including a kennel inspection) pursuant to the rules.  For the purpose of this subrule:
i. A test includes, but is not limited to, the collection of a sample; and
ii. Removing, or allowing to be removed, hair from a majority of a greyhound, or any part of the tail of a greyhound, and preventing the collection of a sample will amount to a breach of this rule unless a person has obtained the permission of the Stewards.

Particulars of charges:	Charge 1: GAR 156(f)(i)

1. You were, at all relevant times, a trainer registered with Greyhound Racing Victoria (GRV) (Member No. 34372) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. At all relevant times you were the trainer of greyhound Joffa’s Neptune (VINLM).

3. You have, in relation to greyhound racing, done something or omitted to do something which, in the opinion of the stewards is dishonest, in that;

(a) On 14 November 2023, you attended the Cranbourne Greyhound Racetrack with the greyhound Joffa’s Neptune for the purpose of a GAP (Greyhound Adoption Program) assessment; 

(b) Due to the behaviour of the greyhound during the assessment, GAP assessors believed that Joffa’s Neptune had been sedated;

(c) On 14 November 2023, swab samples were taken from Joffa’s Neptune, which, upon analysis, were both found to contain the substance Acepromazine and its metabolite 2-(1-Hydroxyethyl) Promazine Sulphoxide;

(d) You did not advise the GAP assessors that Joffa’s Neptune had been administered a sedative prior to the greyhounds assessment on 14 November 2023.

Charge 2: GAR 165(a)

1. You were, at all relevant times, a trainer registered with Greyhound Racing Victoria (GRV) (Member No. 34372) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. At all relevant times you were the trainer of greyhound Joffa’s Neptune (VINLM).

3. You have engaged in conduct which is detrimental or prejudicial to the interest, welfare, image, control or promotion of greyhound racing, in that;

(a) On 14 November 2023, you attended the Cranbourne Greyhound Racetrack with the Joffa’s Neptune for the purpose of a GAP (Greyhound Adoption Program) assessment; 

(b) Due to the behaviour of the greyhounds during the assessment, GAP assessors believed that Joffa’s Neptune had been sedated;

(c) On 14 November 2023, swab samples were taken from Joffa’s Neptune, which, upon analysis, were both found to contain the substance Acepromazine and its metabolite 2-(1-Hydroxyethyl) Promazine Sulphoxide;

(d) You did not advise the GAP assessors that Joffa’s Neptune had been administered a sedative prior to the assessment on 14 November 2023;

(e) Having the accuracy of the GAP assessment affected in this manner adds significant risk to:

• GAP staff
• GAP helper dogs
• Foster carers and their other pets
• New adoptive owners and their other pets
• The community (animals and people) in general
• GAP’s/GRV’s brand/reputation

Charge 3: GAR 156(i)

1. You were, at all relevant times, a trainer registered with Greyhound Racing Victoria (GRV) (Member No. 34372) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. At all relevant times you were the trainer and had the care of greyhound Joffa’s Neptune (VINLM).

3. You have attempted to interfere with the carrying out of an examination or test pursuant to the rules, in that:

(a) On 14 November 2023, you attended the Cranbourne Greyhound Racetrack with the greyhound Joffa’s Neptune for the purpose of a GAP (Greyhound Adoption Program) assessment; 

(b) Due to the behaviour of Joffa’s Neptune, GAP assessors believed that the greyhound had been sedated;

(c) On 14 November 2023, swab samples were taken from Joffa’s Neptune (VINLM), which, upon analysis, were found to contain the substance Acepromazine and its metabolite 2-(1-Hydroxyethyl) Promazine Sulphoxide;

(d) You did not advise the GAP assessors that Joffa’s Neptune had been administered a sedative prior to their assessments on 14 November 2023;

(e) The administration of the sedative to the greyhounds was intended to affect the behaviour of Joffa’s Neptune during the GAP assessment.

Pleas: 				Not Guilty to Charge 1

				Charges 2 and 3 withdrawn by the Stewards


DECISION

1. Ms Susan Richards is a licensed trainer with Greyhound Racing Victoria (“GRV”). She has been charged with three charges laid against her by the Stewards. At the outset of the hearing, Mr Vassis, on behalf of the stewards, withdrew Charges 2 and 3, so that the hearing proceeded only in relation to Charge 1.

2. The background facts not in contention concern a greyhound “Joffa’s Neptune”, a former racing greyhound that was trained by and subsequently cared for by Ms Richards. Joffa’s Neptune, at all relevant times, was owned by Mr Brendan Stephens, the brother of Ms Richards.

3. Mr Stephens is a licensed owner and has been licensed to own greyhounds for more than 30 years. Up until the events leading to this incident, he had an unblemished record as a licensed owner.

4. In November 2023, it was decided by Ms Richards and Mr Stephens to rehome Joffa’s Neptune through the Greyhound Adoption Program (“GAP”).  On or about 14 November 2023, Joffa’s Neptune was taken by Ms Richards to the GAP for assessment for rehoming. Due to the behaviour of the greyhound, assessors quickly formed the opinion that the it had been sedated. A subsequent blood sample taken from the dog, when analysed, found the presence of the drug acepromazine, a known sedative.

5. The Stewards opened an Inquiry into the administration of the drug to the greyhound. Ms Richards, at all times, denied administering any drug to the dog and specifically, she denied any knowledge of her brother having administered the drug to the dog. Up until July of this year, Mr Stephens also denied having administered the drug to the dog. 

6. Both Ms Richards and Mr Stephens were charged with breaches of Rules. It was not until July of 2025 that Mr Stephens phoned the Stewards advising them that he had administered the sedative to Joffa’s Neptune.

7. Charge 1 against Ms Richards alleges a breach of Greyhounds Australasia Rule (“GAR”) 156(f)(i), which provides that it is an offence for a licensed person to do, or omit to do, something, which in the opinion of the Stewards, is corrupt, fraudulent or dishonest. Here, it was alleged, that Ms Richards engaged in dishonest conduct, by omission, that is, by not advising the GAP that Joffa’s Neptune had been sedated by a sedative.

8. At all relevant times, Ms Richards denied any knowledge of the greyhound having been sedated.

9. The case of the Stewards against Ms Richards was purely circumstantial and depended upon the drawing of a number of inferences. It was argued that Ms Richards cared for the greyhound and must have known it had been sedated. It was also argued that she must have known her brother had given the dog a sedative. The Tribunal was not comfortably satisfied on the balance of probabilities that the Stewards had made out a case against Ms Richards. The Tribunal could not be comfortably satisfied to the appropriate standard that Ms Richards knew that Joffa’s Neptune had been sedated by her brother, prior to her taking the dog for assessment.

10. For these reasons, Charge 1 is dismissed. 


Kathleen Scully
Assistant Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal
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