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GREYHOUND AND HARNESS RACING

APPEALS TRIBUNAL
NEW SOUTH WALES

TRIBUNAL

Judge J.C. McGuire

Assessor - Mr J. Schreck

Appeal of J. Little
Decision

HIS HONOUR: Mr Little appeals against the severity of a penalty imposed by
the stewards following a charge preferred against him for a breach of Rule 122, which
provides:

The owner, trainer or person in charge of a greyhound nominated to compete in
an Event shall produce the greyhound for the Event free of any drug.

On 2 July 2007 the stewards attended a race being held by the NCA. They directed that a
dog trained by Mr Little, Rinaldi, be pre-raced swabbed. The urine sample was collected
from the greyhound and in due course the analysis certified the presence of
methylprednisolone.

Mr Little, to his credit, did not dispute the swabbing procedure or the analysis
and, in effect, pleaded guilty, pointing out that he had simply made a mistake. It appears
as though he had in his possession another dog which had presented with an injury in
respect of which he sought advise from a veterinary surgeon and the substance was
prescribed. Rinaldi presented with the same symptoms and he sought advice from the
same veterinarian who advised Mr Little, "Yes, you can inject the dog with it, but only
with .01 mil," and he did that.

He did not present the dog for racing for some 20 days or thereabouts after that
injection. However, he did not seek any advice from the veterinarian as to how long
should elapse between the injection and the presentation of Rinaldi for racing. In the
course of his evidence before the stewards Mr Little stated, "I know I've overstepped the
line, but I think I've only just overstepped it."

Mr Little has been involved with greyhounds since 1955. He was clearly aware
that the drug could be long-lasting. This Tribunal has no doubt that Mr Little did not
deliberately present the dog with the prohibited substance present. However, it similarly
has no doubt that he should have sought further advice or should have taken steps to
ensure that the dog was no presented until it was free of the drug.
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Clearly Mr Little has contributed to the sport. He has performed voluntary work
at a number of dog tracks. The stewards indicated that he was held in high esteem in the
industry and that he was regarded as a thorough gentleman. Comment was made that he
had given his evidence with honesty and was forthright. The fact of the matter is that had
he not possessed the character presented, and did not enjoy high esteem in the industry,
he would have received a substantially greater penalty.

The stewards and this Tribunal have an obligation to ensure that the strict onus
cast upon trainers to present greyhounds drug free is observed. The public, owners and
other trainers are entitled to see that greyhounds compete on a level playing field and that
breaches of the rules, albeit the result of carelessness or inadvertence, will be met with
meaningful penalties. Other trainers must be deterred from careless or sloppy practices
which may result in a greyhound being presented with a prohibited drug as a result of
avoidable conduct.

As indicated, the stewards clearly afforded Mr Little all the credit and
consideration to which he was entitled in fixing the penalty imposed. This Tribunal
believes that penalty was fair and appropriate in the circumstances and does not propose
to alter it. Accordingly the appeal is dismissed and the disqualification imposed is
confirmed. The appeal deposit will be forfeited.

12 September 2007
J.C. McGuire



