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DECISION
GREYHOUND RACING VICTORIA
and
BRAD SANDS


Date of Hearing:		13 March 2026

Date of Decision:		13 March 2026

Panel:	Judge Paul Lacava (Deputy Chairperson) and Mr Des Gleeson.

[bookmark: _Hlk16238640]Appearances: 	Mr Scott Sutton appeared on behalf of the Stewards.
	Mr Brad Sands represented himself.

Charge:	Greyhounds Australasia Rule (“GAR”) 125 states:  
Failing to pursue by reason of injury – first time only  
(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.

Particulars of charge:	Stewards spoke to Mr Brad Sands regarding Rakin' It In's racing manners in the home straight. Acting under the provisions of GAR 125, Rakin' It In was charged with failing to pursue the lure with due commitment by reason of injury. Mr Sands pleaded not guilty to the charge. Rakin' It In 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. This is an appeal by Mr Brad Sands against a decision by Stewards of Greyhound Racing Victoria (“GRV”) at Sale on 8 March 2026. 

2. Mr Sands is the licensed trainer of the greyhound, “Rakin It In”. The dog raced in Race 2 at the Sale. It is a black greyhound and was ran from box 1. It ran last in the race.

3. After the race, Stewards had the dog examined by a veterinary surgeon who opined that the dog had suffered a left hind leg sartorius injury. It is not in dispute that the dog was so injured. The Stewards charged the dog pursuant to Greyhounds Australasia Rule (“GAR”) 125, failing to pursue the lure by reason of injury. The greyhound was found guilty and, as a result, the dog must perform a satisfactory trial in accordance with GAR 125 and 132 before any future nomination will be accepted. That is the decision that Mr Sands appeals to this Tribunal.

4. For the following reasons, the appeal must be dismissed and the decision of the Stewards at Sale on 8 March 2026 affirmed.

5. In deciding, as they did, the Stewards acted pursuant to GAR 125. They concluded that the dog, by reason of injury, failed to pursue the lure and that it was the first occasion this had occurred with this dog.

6. The expression, “failing to pursue”, is defined in the Rules to mean “failing to pursue means when a greyhound turns its head, visibly eases, or fails to pursue the lure with due commitment, during the running of an Event”. 

7. In making their decision the Stewards formed the opinion that the dog failed to pursue the lure by turning its head in approaching the home turn, and thereafter, to the finishing post.

8. In lodging his appeal against the decision of the Stewards, Mr Sands set out two grounds of appeal. He argued the decision lacked “procedural fairness”. He also contended that the “penalty applied was excessive”. It soon became apparent that the procedural fairness point contended for by Mr Sands was really an argument that sought to compare this case with other cases where Stewards had declined to exercise the GAR 125 power.  This appeal is a hearing de novo. It is not a merits review, and nor is it a review of the exercising of the GAR 125 power in other cases. For these reasons, the Tribunal declined to hear evidence of other comparison cases and concluded that the procedural fairness argument advanced by Mr Sands to be without merit.

9. As to the argument based on excessive penalty, if it be accepted that acting as they did the Stewards penalised the dog, they in fact imposed the minimum penalty under the GAR. The exercise of the GAR 125 power by Stewards is for the purposes of ensuring the welfare of a dog that may have been injured during a race and, importantly, to ensure the integrity of greyhound racing. When viewed in that way, the exercise by Stewards of the GAR 125 power does not impose a penalty as such.

10. The Tribunal reviewed the evidence upon which the Stewards decision was based. The Tribunal was shown video footage of the race during which the dog could be seen turning its head in towards the running rail and making repeated contact with another dog running on its inside. Having viewed the evidence from the video footage, the Tribunal is comfortably satisfied, on the balance of probabilities, that the dog failed to pursue the lure by turning its head in when approaching the home turn and in the straight. 

11. Having received into evidence a certificate of veterinarian examination of the dog, the Tribunal is also comfortably satisfied, on the balance of probabilities, that during the running of Race 2 at Sale on 8 March 2026, the dog suffered a left hind leg sartorius injury.

12. In all the circumstances, the appeal is dismissed. The decision of the Stewards at Sale on 8 March 2026 is affirmed.


Kathleen Scully
Assistant Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal
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