OFFICIAL

OFFICIAL

OFFICIAL

[image: ]OFFICIAL
Office of Racing
Victorian Racing Tribunal
M: +61 427 371 858
E: registry@vrt.vic.gov.au




OFFICIAL

OFFICIAL

 
	[image: State Gov Logo CMYK]
		[image: State Gov Logo CMYK]
5 November 2025

DECISION
HARNESS RACING VICTORIA
and
PETER MURRELL


Date of Hearing:		29 October 2025

Date of Decision:		29 October 2025

Panel:	Magistrate Peter Reardon (Chairperson), Ms Heidi Keighran and Ms Danielle Hikri.

[bookmark: _Hlk16238640]Appearances: 	Mr Andrew Cusumano appeared on behalf of the Stewards.
	Mr Robert Colquhoun represented Mr Peter Murrell.
	Mr Brad Powell appeared as a witness.
	Mr Stephen Svanosio appeared as a witness.
	Mr Derrick Krafft appeared as a witness.
	Mr John Douglas appeared as a witness.
	
Charge:	Australian Harness Racing Rule (“AHRR”) 231(1)(e) states: 
A person shall not: -
(e)  assault 
anyone employed, engaged or participating in the harness racing industry or otherwise having a connection with it. 

Particulars of charge:	1. On 16 November 2024, you attended the Maryborough harness racing trial meeting; 

2. Prior to the running of Trial 1, you were approached by licensed trainer-driver Derrick Krafft in the horse stalls area and, after he directed comments to you relating to your grandson, you struck Mr Krafft in the face with your right hand. 

3. By striking Mr Krafft in the face with your right hand, you assaulted Mr Krafft, a person participating in the harness racing industry.

Plea: 				Not Guilty


DECISION

1. Mr Peter Murrell has pleaded not guilty to a charge of breaching Australian Harness Racing Rule (“AHRR”) 231(1)(e), being a charge of assault.

2. The allegation is that on 16 November 2024, Mr Murrell attended the Maryborough harness racing trial meeting. Prior to the running of Trial 1, he was approached by licensed trainer, Mr Derrick Krafft, in the horse stall area. Mr Krafft directed comments to Mr Murrell about his grandson, Mr Robert Colquhoun, and Mr Murrell then struck Mr Krafft in the face with his right hand. 

3. At the time of the incident, Mr Murrell was in the company of licensed grade A trainer, Mr John Douglas. Mr Douglas was a purported witness to the altercation. The incident was alleged to have occurred on the morning of 16 November 2025 at approximately 8.45 am.

4. The incident was reported to Trial Steward, Mr Les Chapman, by Mr Colquhoun. Mr Chapman reported the matter that day to Senior Investigative Steward, Mr Stephen Svanosio. Mr Svanosio took over the investigation on that day and he conducted interviews with the participants involved in this matter. 

5. On Monday, 18 November 2024, Mr Svanosio and Senior Investigative Steward, Mr Daniel Caruana, attended the Maryborough Harness Racing Club (“MHRC”) Stewards room and viewed the CCTV footage of the incident. The evidence is that the CCTV footage vision appeared to show Mr Krafft approach Mr Murrell and after a short conversation between them, Mr Murrell then struck Mr Krafft in the face with his right hand and Mr Krafft immediately struck back in retaliation to Mr Murrell’s facial region with his right hand.

6. The CCTV footage also appears to show that Mr Douglas was in close proximity to the incident but was facing away from the incident at that time before turning around and separating the men.

7. The Stewards conducted in person interviews with Mr Murrell and Mr Krafft on 18 November 2024 and had a telephone interview with Mr Douglas the following day on 19 November 2024.

8. At approximately 12.55 pm on 18 November 2024, the Stewards attended Mr Murrell’s address and recorded an audio interview with him. During that interview, Mr Murrell had considerable bruising on his left cheek. Mr Murrell advised the Stewards this was caused by the strike from Mr Krafft. 

9. Mr Murrell’s evidence was that he had attended the MHRC trials with his grandson. Shortly after their arrival, Mr Colquhoun had left the horse stall area and Mr Murrell was approached by, a then unknown male (Mr Krafft), asking if he was Mr Colquhoun’s grandfather. Mr Murrell confirmed he was, and Mr Krafft started to verbally abuse him and stated:

“Your grandson is a fucking thief. He pinched an anvil from my place”. 

Mr Murrell raised his arm to obviously protect himself. 

10. Without warning, Mr Krafft punched him to the eye region. Mr Murrell did not strike Mr Krafft back at all. Mr Murrell further stated that following the trial meeting, he had gone to the police station at Maryborough to report the matter. 

11. Shortly after 3.00 pm on 18 November 2024, Stewards attended the stables of Mr Krafft and interviewed him. The Stewards noticed that Mr Krafft had sustained bruising on his lip which he stated was from Mr Murrell striking him.

12. During that interview, Mr Krafft stated that approximately six months earlier, Mr Colquhoun had stolen an anvil from his stables. Mr Krafft stated he had confirmed with Mr Murrell that he was Mr Colquhoun’s grandfather and said to him:

“The little bastard stole my anvil.”.

Then, without warning, Mr Murrell punched him. 

13. Mr Krafft did agree that he retaliated and did strike Mr Murrell in the jaw. He was later contacted by telephone by Victoria Police regarding the altercation however, he understands that the police were not pursuing the matter after viewing the CCTV footage of the altercation. 

14. The following day, the Stewards conducted a telephone interview with Mr Douglas. He provided the following evidence.

15. He was at the trials on the day of the incident where he was catching up with Mr Murrell who he had not seen for many years. They were approached by Mr Krafft who, upon approaching, commenced yelling at Mr Murrell because he was the grandfather of Mr Colquhoun due to the belief that Mr Colquhoun had stolen his anvil. Then, without warning, Mr Krafft struck Mr Murrell in the head with his hand. Mr Douglas then proceeded to separate them after the altercation.

16. On 14 March 2025, Stewards attended the residence of Mr Murrell. Mr Murrell and Mr Colquhoun were shown the CCTV footage. The same day, the Stewards attended the residence of Mr Douglas and showed him the CCTV footage of the incident. Mr Douglas acknowledged that the vision appears to show that he was facing away from the incident at the time Mr Murrell struck Mr Krafft, according to the Stewards.

17. After viewing the CCTV footage, Mr Douglas believed that Mr Murrell raised his arm only before he was struck by Mr Krafft and that Mr Murrell did not actually strike Mr Krafft. 

18. The Stewards case relies on the CCTV footage and the evidence of Mr Krafft. The defence relies on the CCTV footage, the evidence of Mr Murrell and Mr Douglas. 

19. There are two conflicting accounts about who threw the first punch. The Stewards rely significantly on the CCTV footage as demonstrating what actually occurred and state that it supports the version of events as described by Mr Krafft.

20. The Stewards have the onus of proving their case to the level of comfortable satisfaction. The onus always remains on the Stewards. The defence relies on its version that Mr Murrell did not assault Mr Krafft and, even if the Tribunal accepts that Mr Murrell did strike Mr Krafft first, it was done in self defence. Since the defence of self defence has been raised by Mr Colquhoun, on behalf of Mr Murrell, the Stewards must disprove Mr Murrell was so acting in self defence. The onus is on the Stewards to prove that the CCTV footage demonstrates clearly that Mr Murrell struck Mr Krafft first and that the Tribunal accepts Mr Krafft’s evidence at the level of comfortable satisfaction. If it cannot, the finding must be not guilty. 

21. Although not directly raised by Mr Murrell in his interview with the Stewards, self defence is a live issue in this case. Mr Kraft, by his actions and words, approached Mr Murrell in an aggressive manner. On the evidence, the Tribunal finds that Mr Krafft directly approached Mr Murrell, who did not know him at the time, and basically stood very close to Mr Murrell’s face. He spoke to Mr Murrell in an aggressive and abusive manner. Mr Murrell is an elderly man who, at the time, had recently had cataracts surgery and had blurry eyes that required eye drops. He is also partially deaf and understandably, has significant health issues. He was too frail to give evidence at this hearing due to his health.

22. The CCTV footage does support the version of events as told by the Stewards rather than Mr Murrell’s version, being that he was raising his hand which would have been an instinctive reaction to such an aggressive approach. The Tribunal accepts that he first threw a punch in the direction of Mr Krafft. Nevertheless, even with the footage zoomed in on the incident, the Tribunal cannot be comfortably satisfied that there was connection made to Mr Krafft’s facial region. Even if contact had been made to Mr Krafft’s face by Mr Murrell’s punch, self defence might well be open because of Mr Krafft's aggressive approach, confrontational manner and the level of abuse directed at Mr Murrell regarding his grandson. It would not be unexpected for Mr Murrell to have such a reaction. 

23. There was an injury to Mr Krafft’s mouth, which might have been caused by a blow to his facial region. However, Mr Douglas followed up immediately after the incident and spoke to Mr Krafft about what happened. His evidence was that there was no injury to Mr Krafft’s mouth as a result of the incident. 

24. The matter was reported to Victoria Police that day by Mr Murrell and the police, after viewing the CCTV footage, did not pursue the matter. That was probably the correct approach to this incident. 

25. The Tribunal acknowledges that Mr Murrell was represented by Mr Colquhoun, who is a licensed trainer and not a legal representative. He cannot be expected to raise legal argument, but he did raise self defence in a way. The Tribunal accepts that self defence is legitimately raised in this matter. 

26. The Tribunal accepts that pursuant to AHRR 231(1)(e), Mr Krafft is someone who is engaged in the harness racing industry. However, the Tribunal is not comfortably satisfied that the punch thrown by Mr Murrell made any connection to the face of Mr Krafft. The Tribunal also finds that, even if it was so satisfied that connection was made, the Stewards did not disprove that Mr Murrell was acting in self defence. 

27. Accordingly, the Tribunal finds Mr Murrell not guilty, and the charge is dismissed.


Kathleen Scully
Assistant Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal
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