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DECISION
GREYHOUND RACING VICTORIA
and
MATTHEW MARSHALL


Date of hearing:		13 January 2026

Date of Decision:		13 January 2026

Panel:	Judge Marilyn Harbison (Deputy Chairperson), Ms Heidi Keighran and Ms Melissa Mahady.

[bookmark: _Hlk16238640]Appearances: 	Ms Yana Podolskaya appeared on behalf of the Stewards.
	Mr Matthew Marshall represented himself.
	
Charges:	Local Racing Rules (“LR”) 14.4.1(1) states:
	It is a serious offence to provide false or misleading information to the Controlling Body in connection with LR 14.

	Greyhounds Australasia Rule (“GAR”) 164(a) states:
	An offence is committed if a person (including an official):
(a) makes a false or misleading statement in relation to or during an investigation, inspection, examination, test or inquiry (or at any other disciplinary proceeding) or makes or caused to be made a falsification in a document in connection with greyhound racing or the registration of a greyhound.

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.



LR 14.3.1 states
Where a greyhound has died (whether due to natural causes, accident, misadventure, euthanasia or otherwise): 14.3.1 within 2 working days of the date of death (and prior to disposal of the body of the deceased greyhound), the Owner or person responsible for the greyhound must notify the Controlling Body in the prescribed form of the death of the greyhound and provide a veterinary certificate of euthanasia where available (including, without limitation, the written certificate or letter referred to in LR 14.2.3)

Particulars of charges:	Charge 1 of 5: LR 14.4.1

	1. You are, and were at all relevant times, a trainer registered with Greyhound Racing Victoria (GRV) (Member No. 157306) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. Leading up to and at the time of the breaching of the Rules you were the trainer of, and had the care of, unnamed greyhound with microchip number 956000014808855 and ear brand VKKXT.

3. On 9 August 2023, you rang Greyhound Welfare and Retirements (GWAR) advising unnamed greyhound with microchip number 956000014808855 (hereinafter referred to as Tex) was euthanised at Bacchus Marsh Veterinary Clinic (hereinafter referred to as the Clinic) on 6 August 2023.

4. On 24 April 2024, during an inquiry with Investigative Stewards you admitted that Tex was not euthanised at the Clinic on 6 August 2023, and that Tex was deceased when you took him into the Clinic on 3 July 2023.

5. You provided false and misleading information to the Controlling Body in connection with the death of Tex.



Charge 2 of 5: LR 14.4.1

1. You are, and were at all relevant times, a trainer registered with GRV (Member No. 157306) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. Leading up to and at the time of the breaching of the Rules you were the trainer of, and had the care of Tex.

3. On 14 August 2023, you send an email to GWAR with a Death Certificate from the Clinic for Tex. The information on the Death Certificate stated Tex was euthanised on 6 August 2023 due to a twisted bowel and that Tex was positively identified.

4. On 14 August 2023, Dr Sandi Roberts from the Clinic, advised Amanda Henderson from GWAR that the Death Certificate you provided had been “doctored” and is not the same as the Death Certificate provided to you.

5. On 24 April 2024, during an inquiry with Investigative Stewards you admitted that the Death Certificate you provided GRV was not the same Death Certificate issued to you by the Clinic.

6. You provided false and misleading information to the Controlling Body in connection with the death of Tex.

Charge 3 of 5: GAR 164(a)

1. You are, and were at all relevant times, a trainer registered with GRV (Member No. 157306) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. Leading up to and at the time of the breaching of the Rules you were the trainer of, and had the care of Tex.

3. On 24 April 2024, during an inquiry with Investigative Stewards you claimed you had a friend who knew someone that worked at the Clinic at the time of the offending. You described this person as a female with brown hair and glasses. And you said she has since left the Clinic. You refused to provide Investigative Stewards with the name of your friend. You advised it was your friend that arranged the falsified Death Certificate with this unknown female.

4. On 3 July 2024, Dr Sandie Roberts from the Clinic, confirmed that no staff member fitting your description or not, has ceased employment from the Clinic between the period of 3 July 2023 to 3 July 2024.

5. You provided false and misleading information to Investigative Stewards during an inquiry.

Charge 4 of 5: GAR 156(f)(i)

1. You are, and were at all relevant times, a trainer registered with GRV (Member No. 157306) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. Leading up to and at the time of the breaching of the Rules you were the trainer of, and had the care of Tex.

3. On 3 July 2023, you presented a deceased greyhound to the Clinic for disposal. A few days later you rang the Clinic requesting a Death Certificate for the greyhound.

4. On 21 July 2023, a Death Certificate was emailed to you, but it could only state the fact that you presented a deceased greyhound and said his name was Tex.

5. Sometime between 21 July 2023 and 14 August 2023, you falsified the original Death Certificate for Tex that was provided to you by the Clinic, and provided that Death Certificate to GRV.

6. You have in the opinion of the Controlling Body done something that is fraudulent and dishonest.
Charge 5 of 5: LR 14.3.1

1. You are, and were at all relevant times, a trainer registered with GRV (Member No. 157306) and a person bound by the Greyhounds Australasia Rules and Local Racing Rules.

2. Leading up to and at the time of the breaching of the Rules you were the trainer of, and had the care of Tex.

3. On 24 April 2024, during an inquiry conducted by Investigative Stewards, you claimed you found Tex deceased on the 3 July 2023. You reported the Death of Tex to GWAR on 19 August 2023.

4. You failed to notify the Controlling Body within 2 working days of the death of Tex in the prescribed form.

Pleas: 				Guilty


DECISION

1. Mr Matthew Marshall has been a registered greyhound trainer since 2009. He comes before this Tribunal charged with five offences, all arising out of the circumstances of his notification to Greyhound Racing Victoria (“GRV”) of the death of his dog “Tex” in August of 2023. He has pleaded guilty to each one of those offences.

2. The dog was approximately 18 months old when he died on 2 August 2023. The Stewards have not investigated the circumstances of the death. We accept Mr Marshall's unchallenged evidence that the dog became suddenly very ill with a twisted bowel on that day. Mr Marshall rushed the dog to his veterinarian, but the dog died on the way.

3. Mr Marshall continued on to the veterinarian, and the veterinary staff took the dead dog for disposal and issued a death certificate.

4. Sometime thereafter, Mr Marshall realised that the death certificate, which he had received from the veterinarian, was inadequate under the GRV Rules as it did not indicate that a veterinarian had seen the dog. It also did not indicate a cause of death. It was therefore not in a form that could be sent by him as notification of the death of the dog.
5. In a moment of complete stupidity, Mr Marshall altered the death certificate that he had received from the veterinarian. He inserted a cause of death and an acknowledgement that the veterinarian had euthanised the dog. He then reported to GRV by phone on 9 August 2023 that the vet had euthanised the dog. He followed up that report with an email to GRV attaching the fraudulent certificate.

6. His actions described so far have resulted in a charge of providing false and misleading evidence to the Stewards in relation to the telephone report (Charge 1), providing false and misleading information to the Stewards in sending the email enclosing the doctored death certificate (Charge 2) , failure to comply with the Rules regarding the reporting of the death within two days of the death – in that he first reported it on 9 August, whereas the dog had died on 2 August (Charge 5), and a charge of corrupt, fraudulent and dishonest conduct, which arises out of his action in creating the fraudulent death certificate (Charge 4).

7. His deception was uncovered when GRV contacted the veterinarian requesting that the practice complete and return a GRV euthanasia certificate. The veterinarian realised that the death certificate had been doctored and notified GRV. The Stewards then commenced an investigation of Mr Marshall and ascertained that the certificate was fraudulent.

8. For reasons which were not satisfactorily explained to us, there was a considerable delay in carrying out that investigation. Mr Marshall was ultimately brought before a Stewards’ Inquiry on 24 April 2024. In his answers during that Inquiry, Mr Marshall compounded his error by falsely claiming that he had not prepared the fraudulent certificate, but that it had been fraudulently prepared by a person who was employed within the veterinary practice. We regard this with great concern. It was a despicable attempt to escape responsibility for what he had done. He maintained this position until he was interviewed by the Stewards again on 14 August 2024, at which time he made a full confession and acknowledged that no member of the veterinary staff had produced the false document.

9. His action in falsely claiming the involvement of veterinary staff is the subject matter of Charge 3.

10. Mr Marshall's action in falsifying and presenting the fraudulent death certificate was to be deplored. We agree with the submission of the Stewards that general deterrence is very important in sentencing for this offence. The Stewards have a very significant role to play in closely policing the circumstances of the death of each greyhound in this industry. This is essential to protect the welfare of greyhounds from unscrupulous owners and trainers. Participants who attempt to deceive the Stewards in this way should expect very severe punishment.

11. Mr Marshall’s action in trying to shift the blame to a member of the veterinary staff is extraordinary. This was not a lie told in the heat of the moment. It was a lie told many months after this certificate had been submitted. It was not retracted until 12 months after the initial offending behaviour.

12. These factors warrant a severe sentence.

13. We do however accept that, at the time of these events, Mr Marshall was under an extraordinary amount of stress. His wife was undergoing chemotherapy for breast cancer. Her condition was serious, and she remains under chemotherapy to this day. This stress was compounded by the fact that their daughter was suffering from a significant mental health condition and had been hospitalised after attempting suicide. Mr Marshall was attempting to cope with the responsibility of the kennels whilst also managing these grave personal circumstances.

14. We accept that he is extremely remorseful for his behaviour. We accept that he is otherwise of good character. We also note that he has had a significant delay in being dealt with for these events. The matter has effectively been hanging over his head for over two years.

15. In part, that delay is attributable to his own lies which required the Stewards to investigate both the original certificate and the suggestion that someone from the veterinary practice had created it. However, we do accept that, even so, this matter has taken an inordinate time to be brought before the Tribunal.

16. We accept that he has pleaded guilty and that this should be taken into account in his favour.

17. Our conclusion is that a significant period of disqualification should be imposed, but that part of this period should be suspended to reflect the mitigatory matters put to us in the sentencing hearing.

18. The penalties which we impose are therefore as follows.

19. On Charge 1, which is a charge of providing false and misleading evidence to the Stewards and relates to the initial telephone call, the penalty which we impose is a period of three months disqualification. This penalty is fully suspended for a period of 24 months.

20. On Charge 2, which is a charge of providing false and misleading evidence to the Stewards and relates to the emailing of the doctored death certificate, the penalty which we impose is a period of three months disqualification. This penalty is also fully suspended for a period of 24 months, but must be served cumulatively on the penalty for Charge 1. This means that the total penalty imposed in relation to Charges 1 and 2 is a period of six months disqualification, with those six months fully suspended for 24 months pending no further relevant offences during that time.

21. On Charge 3, which we regard as the most serious charge, we impose a period of four months disqualification.

22. On Charge 4, we impose a period of two months disqualification. We order this penalty be served cumulatively on Charge 3. This means that the effective period of disqualification to be served in relation to Charges 3 and 4 is a period of six months disqualification. 

23. On Charge 5, which is the charge of failing to report the death of the dog within two days, we impose a fine of $1,000.

24. The total effective penalty is a 12 month disqualification, with six months suspended for 24 months pending no further relevant offences during that time. The effective six month disqualification is to commence today. In addition, there is a fine of $1,000.


Paige Macdonald
Acting Assistant Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal
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