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INTERNAL REVIEW DECISION 
(Internal Review Decision Notice in response to an Application for Internal Review) 

 

PART 1: Details of Internal Review 

Internal Review Number:  Internal Review 0058-18 

Applicant’s Name: Gregory Britnell 

PART 2: Decision History 

Original Decision:  Breach of Rule 178E(1) and 175(a) of the Australian Rules of Racing 

Original Decision Makers: A Carter, K Lathopolous 

Date of Original Decision:  19 May 2018 

Internal Review Decision: Original decision of charge and penalty confirmed - 18 month disqualification  

Internal Adjudicator: Deputy Commissioner Mark Ainsworth, Queensland Racing Integrity Commission 

Date of Internal Review Decision 29 June 2018 

PART 3:  Summary of Internal Review Application 

The Applicant, Mr Gregory Britnell, was issued eleven (11) charges pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 178E(1) and 

four (4) charges pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 175(a) with the Applicant subsequently being found guilty of the 

charges at a stewards’ inquiry concluded on 19 May 2018. 

Australian Rule of Racing 178E(1) provides:  

“Notwithstanding the provisions of AR178C(2), no person without the permission of the Stewards may administer or 

cause to be administered any medication to a horse on race day prior to such horse running in a race.”  

The specifics of each charge being that:  

1.You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to GIVUS A CUDDLE on 7 

April 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Toowoomba Turf Club in Race 4, the K & R Plumbing 

Supplies Benchmark 80 Handicap over 1625m;  

2. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to GULLY COMMAND on 

7 April 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Toowoomba Turf Club in Race 4, the K & R Plumbing 

Supplies Benchmark 80 Handicap over 1625m;  

3. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to HANG on 7 April 2018, 

the same day on which that horse raced at the Toowoomba Turf Club in Race 6, the Moore Trailers Toowoomba 

Guineas over 1625m; 
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4. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to PUBLISHING POWER 

on 7 of April 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Toowoomba Turf Club in Race 5, the Toowoomba 

Plastics Class 6 Plate over 1200m; 

5. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to RUETTIGER (NZ) on 7 

April 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Toowoomba Turf Club in Race 8, the Audi Centre Toowoomba 

Weetwood Handicap over 1200m; 

6. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to WITH A PROMISE on 

7 April 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Toowoomba Turf Club in Race 8, the Audi Centre 

Toowoomba Weetwood Handicap over 1200m; and 

7. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to BOOMWAA on 7 April 

2018, the same day on which that horse was engaged to race at the Toowoomba Turf Club in Race 8, the Audi Centre 

Toowoomba Weetwood Handicap over 1200m. 

The Applicant was issued one (1) charge pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 175(a) in the alternative. 

Australian Rule of Racing 175(a) provides:  

“The Principal Racing Authority (or the Stewards exercising powers delegated to them) may penalise: 

(a) Any person who, in their opinion, has been guilty of any dishonest, corrupt, fraudulent, improper or dishonourable 

action or practice in connection with racing.” 

The specifics of that charge being that:  

8. You Gregory Britnell did administer a substance to BOOMWAA, GIVUS A CUDDLE, GULLY COMMAND, HANG, 

WITH A PROMISE, PUBLISHING POWER & RUETIGGER (NZ) on the morning of 7 April 2018, the same day on which 

those horses were engaged to race at the Toowoomba Turf Club meeting at Toowoomba which, in the opinion of the 

Stewards, was an improper practice. 

Having regard to further evidence, the Stewards issued the following charges pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 

178E(1): 

9. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to WITH A PROMISE on 

24 March 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Brisbane Race Club meeting at Doomben in Race 8, 

the Mandate Open Handicap over 1110m. 

Having regard to further evidence, the Stewards issued the following charges pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 

175(a): 

10. You Gregory Britnell did assist in the administration of a substance to GULLY COMMAND on the morning of 24 

March 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Brisbane Race Club meeting at Doomben, which in the 

opinion of the Stewards, was an improper practice; 
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11. You Gregory Britnell did administer a substance to GIVUS A CUDDLE on the morning of 24 March 2018, the same 

day on which that horse raced at the Lockyer Race Club meeting at Gatton which, in the opinion of the Stewards, was 

an improper practice; and 

12. You Gregory Britnell did administer a substance to WITH A PROMISE, PUBLISHING POWER and HANG on the 

morning of 24 March 2018, the same day on which those horses raced at the Brisbane Race Club meeting at Doomben 

which, in the opinion of the Stewards, was an improper practice. 

Having regard to further evidence again, the Stewards issued the following charges pursuant to Australian Rule of 

Racing 178E(1): 

13. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to PUBLISHING POWER 

on 24 March 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Brisbane Race Club meeting at Doomben in Race 

6, the Mandate Colts, Gelding & Entires Class 6 Handicap over 1200m; 

14. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to HANG on 24 March 

2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Brisbane Race Club meeting at Doomben in Race 9, the Mandate 

QTIS 3yr old Handicap over 1350m; and 

15. You Gregory Britnell did, without the permission of the Stewards, administer a medication to GIVUS A CUDDLE on 

24 March 2018, the same day on which that horse raced at the Lockyer Race Club meeting at Gatton in Race 6, the 

Haymans Electrical & Industrial Suppliers Laidley Cup Open Handicap over 1600m. 

The Applicant pleaded not guilty to all charges.  

In considering the Applicant’s submissions, the stewards were satisfied to the requisite standard that the Applicant had 

administered a medication or had caused the subject horses to be administered a medication, as defined by the Rules 

of Racing, on a race day. Furthermore, Stewards were also satisfied that, given the Applicant’s experience in the 

industry, the Applicant ought have been aware that the administration of substances on a race day was an improper 

practice in connection with racing. Stewards therefore found the Applicant guilty of all fifteen (15) charges.  

In determining penalty, the stewards were mindful of the Applicant’s personal circumstances, including the fact that the 

Applicant was able to derive an income outside of the racing industry. Stewards acknowledged that a penalty of 

disqualification was likely to cause the Applicant some hardship, however, the integrity of the industry must be balanced 

with any hardship that follows as a consequence of such serious breaches of the rules. Stewards were also mindful of 

similar penalty precedents and deemed the Applicant’s conduct in misleading investigators in the first instance to be an 

aggravating factor.  

The Applicant was subsequently penalised as follows:  

(i) Charges 1 to 7 pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing178E(1) on 7 April 2018 - nine (9) months’ 

disqualification with each charge to be served concurrently; 

(ii) Charge 8 pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 175(a) on 7 April 2018 - nine (9) months’ disqualification 

to be served concurrently with Charge 1 to 7; 
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(iii) Charge 9 pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 178E(1) on 24 March 2018 - nine (9) months’ 

disqualification to be served concurrently with Charge 10 to 15; and 

(iv) Charges 10 to 15 pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 175(a) on 24 March 2018 - nine (9) months’ 

disqualification with each charge to be served concurrently.  

Stewards further ordered that the penalties imposed for Charge 1 to 8 are to be served cumulatively with the penalties 

imposed for Charge 9 to 15, totaling eighteen (18) months’ disqualification. 

The Applicant sought a review on charge and penalty and provided the following submissions in support of his 

Application: 

“I maintain that the charges regarding raceday administration of a medication and/or substance do not have sufficient 

evidence of a breach to impose this sentence. Boost paste is not a medication or a substance and under the rules 

substance is classified as being “prohibited or therapeutic”, Boost is neither. Where is the evidence of a medication 

or prohibited substance being administered. 

I have not yet received information regarding the swabs on horses I have been charged with administering medication 

and or substances to. This would be evidence of the above charges.  

I was not allowed legal representation at this inquiry despite being told during the inquiry that this could have 

occurred.” 

The outcome sought by the Applicant was that the decision to disqualify the Applicant for eighteen (18) months be set 

aside.  

PART 4: Reasons for Internal Review Decision 

The stewards opened an inquiry into alleged activities that occurred on the morning of 24 March 2018 and 7 April 2018 

at the Hursley Road stables of licensed trainer Mr Benjamin Currie. The stewards allege the Applicant, who has been 

employed as a stablehand with Currie Racing for the past two (2) years, administered or caused to be administered a 

medication to WITH A PROMISE, GULLY COMMAND, GIVUS A CUDDLE, PUBLISHING POWER and HANG on the 

morning of 24 March 2018, the day those horses raced at Doomben and Gatton, and administered or caused to be 

administered a medication to GIVUS A CUDDLE, GULLY COMMAND, HANG, PUBLISHING POWER, RUETIGGER 

(NZ) WITH A PROMISE and BOOMWAA on the morning of 7 April 2018, the day those horses raced or were engaged 

to race at the Toowoomba Turf Club which conduct, in the opinion of the stewards, was also an improper practice.   

The stewards’ inquiry into the aforementioned alleged activities was conducted over a period of three (3) inquiries held 

on 7 April 2018, 12 April 2018 and 19 May 2018.  

The inquiry heard the horses that raced out of the Hursley Road stables at Toowoomba on 24 March 2018 were WITH 

A PROMISE, GULLY COMMAND, GIVUS A CUDDLE, PUBLISHING POWER and HANG.  

The inquiry heard the horses that raced out of the Hursley Road stables at Toowoomba on 7 April 2018 were 

PUBLISHING POWER, RUETTIGER, GULLY COMMAND, BOOMWAA (engaged to race that day), GIVUS A CUDDLE, 

HANG and WITH A PROMISE. 
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During the stewards’ inquiry on 19 May 2018, CCTV footage seized from the Hursley Road stables of licensed trainer 

Mr Benjamin Currie on 24 March 2018 and 7 April 2018 was viewed.  

The CCTV footage from 24 March 2018, at approximately 4:34am, demonstrates the Applicant was in possession of 

five (5) syringes and handed one (1) syringe to Mr Mark Currie, foreman of Currie Racing, and placed three (3) other 

syringes on the ground out the front of three (3) individual stables and retained one (1) syringe. Mr Currie subsequently 

proceeded to administer the contents of the syringe he was handed by the Applicant to the horse orally over the tongue 

in the stable diagonal to the camera before disposing the syringe out of view of the camera. Mr Currie immediately 

proceeded to pick up the remaining three (3) syringes placed out the front of the relevant stables and entered each 

stable with the syringe before exiting the stables and throwing two (2) syringes up towards the camera area and threw 

the last syringe out from the stable into the laneway adjacent to the stable.  

The CCTV footage, later that morning at approximately 8:09am, demonstrates Mr Currie obtained a syringe from the 

area he had attended earlier that morning, concealed something under a pad, placed the syringe in his right pocket and 

proceeded down to the second stable of GULLY COMMAND of which he had entered with a syringe earlier that morning. 

At the time, the Applicant and Mr Matthew Zehnder, stablehand of Currie Racing, were present with the horse in the 

stable. Mr Currie then proceeded to administer the contents of the syringe to GULLY COMMAND orally over the tongue 

before walking the horse out of the stable and handing the empty syringe to the Applicant before wiping the horse’s 

mouth region with a towel.  

The CCTV footage, later that morning at approximately 9:24am, demonstrates the Applicant obtained several syringes 

concealed under a pad near the camera area and placed them in either side of his jacket pockets. The Applicant 

proceeded out of the camera for a short period before returning and removing an item from his right jacket pocket at 

approximately 9:28am and concealed it under the pad near the camera area. The Applicant then proceeded to enter 

HANG’s stable for a brief period at approximately 9:29am and exits with a syringe initially in his left hand. The Applicant 

subsequently proceeded to GIVUS A CUDDLE’s stable for a brief period at approximately 9:30am and exits with a 

syringe in his left hand. The Applicant lastly proceeded to PUBLISHING POWER’s stable for a brief period at 

approximately 9:33am and exits with a syringe in his right hand. 

The Applicant was questioned “At the bottom of the screen there, Mr Britnell, do you agree that is you holding the white 

syringes?” to which the Applicant replied “Yes.”1 

The CCTV footage from 7 April 2018 demonstrates the Applicant enters the stables of PUBLISHING POWER, 

RUETTIGER, GULLY COMMAND, GIVUS A CUDDLE, HANG, WITH A PROMISES and BOOMWAA between 3:49am 

and 3:57am with a syringe and towel. The footage captures evidence that three (3) of the horses were administered the 

contents of the syringe orally. The footage further demonstrates the Applicant again entered six (6) of the 

aforementioned stables with a syringe between 6:55am and 6:58am. The footage captures one (1) of the horses being 

administered the contents of the syringe orally. The footage further demonstrates that several horses, following the 

Applicant exiting their stable with a syringe, displayed symptoms consistent with a horse that had been administrated 

a substance or paste orally. The earlier footage demonstrates another stable employee for Currie Racing assisting the 

Applicant with such administrations.  

                                                           
1 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 19 
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The Applicant was questioned “In your hand there, Mr Britnell, you have put something in your left hand. Can you please 

tell me what that is?” to which the Applicant replied “I think it is Boost paste from memory.” The Applicant was further 

questioned “So we are referring to a big long white - it looks like a syringe type of thing. And a towel. Do you agree that 

is a towel?” to which the Applicant replied “Yes.” The Applicant was then questioned “Mr Britnell, you can see - can you 

tell us what you are doing there?” to which the Applicant responded “Putting the Boost paste in the horse’s mouth.”2 

The Applicant was questioned “Mr Britnell, you appear to be wiping the horse's mouth with a towel. Can you tell me 

what that was in aid of?” to which the Applicant replied “Just to get rid of the Boost Paste I'd say.” The Applicant was 

further questioned “Mr Britnell, what do you do with the paste - so have you used the whole paste there?” to which the 

Applicant replied “Yes.”3 

The Applicant was questioned “You can see there a similar white syringe. Can you tell me about that - what you have 

done there?” to which the Applicant replied “I would put it in his feed or over his mouth.” The Applicant was further 

questioned “What did you do that morning? Can you recall?” to which the Applicant replied “I think I did 3 or 4 over the 

tongue, and 3 or 4 in the feed bins.”4 The Applicant added “I think With A Promise was one of them… Gully Command… 

Giveus A Cuddle was over the tongue… The rest in the feed bin. I'm pretty sure that's what it was.”5 

The Applicant was questioned “In your hand there, Mr Britnell, you have got a similar white syringe there. Are you able 

to tell me what that is?” to which the Applicant replied “I'm pretty sure that's the Vitamin C.”6 The Applicant was further 

questioned “So you have done 4 - when I say done, you have been - you have attended to the 4 horses on the left of 

the screen. Can you tell me what you have done to all those horses? It appears that you have used the same type of 

syringe in all of them. So would it be fair to say that you have administered vitamin C to those horses?” to which the 

Applicant replied “Yes, the same ones… The same with the Boost.”7 The chairman concluded “Just to recap, in the 2 

video footages that we have seen, one being early in the morning around 3 - oh, 3.40, 3.50 - and the next one, obviously 

the daylight footage that we are watching now, you've gone in - or referring to the first video, you have gone into 7 - 7 

horse stalls and administered Boost paste. Some you have said are in the feed and some over the tongue.”8 

The Applicant was subsequently issued with the aforementioned charges outlined in Part 3 of this decision.  

The Applicant sought a review on the basis that Boost paste is not a medication or a substance.  

The definition of ‘medication’ pursuant to the Australian Rules of Racing clearly states “any treatment with drugs or 

other substances.” 

The reviewer rejects the Applicant’s submissions that Boost paste, or any other substance administered orally via 

syringe over the tongue on race day, is not in contravention of Australian Rule of Racing AR178E(1) and finds such 

assertions fanciful in all circumstances.  

                                                           
2 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 5 and 6 
3 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 6 
4 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 7 
5 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 8 
6 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 11 
7 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 13 
8 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 13 
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The reviewer finds that irrespective of whether a medication or substance is a prohibited substance or not, by 

administering any substance by any route, in this instance via syringe over the tongue on race day, is a clear 

contravention of AR178E(1). Ignorance to the contrary is not a form of defence, especially in light of the many published 

cases and penalties handed out in recent years to participants in contravention of such rule. Australian Rule of Racing 

178E(1) places a strict obligation and responsibility on participants, in this case the Applicant, to ensure that no person 

without the permission of the stewards may administer or cause to be administered any medication to a horse on a race 

day. The rule is designed to provide a level playing field for racing participants that play within the boundaries of the 

rules, and to protect the interests of the wagering public and broader racing community. 

Dr Martin Lenz, the Queensland Racing Integrity Commission’s Director of Veterinary Services and Animal Welfare, 

provided advice particular to the contents of Boost paste stating “Boost paste has a number of different ingredients 

listed on the label. Electrolytes, trace elements, being one of a series of ingredients. So we’ve got things like potassium, 

sodium, magnesium, cobalt, copper, zinc - so, that’s one of the lists of ingredients. It also contains a group of vitamins 

and also some essential amino acids. All of these components of Boost will have an effect on one or more of the body 

systems in the horse as listed in the rules. And also just to draw your attention to the label on top here, it says - so, this 

is the manufacturer’s claim making this label - “used for racing, performance, recovery and health.” Dr Lenz gave further 

advice that Boost paste contains electrolytes and trace elements including potassium, sodium, magnesium (which has 

an effect on the nervous system), calcium (which has an effect on the musculoskeletal system), phosphorous, iron 

(which has an effect on the blood system) and cobalt (which has an effect on several systems) and as such are classified 

as prohibited substances under the Australian Rules of Racing.  

The reviewer further notes the Racing Queensland Magazine provided an article ‘Routes of Administration of Medication 

- Any Substance administered by injection, stomach tube, paste, dose syringe, topical application or by inhalation, 

amongst any other routes of administration, WILL BE CONSIDERED A MEDICATION. Only normal feeding and 

supplementation that can be used by the horse voluntarily eating or drinking the feedstuff can be consider acceptable 

on the day of racing.” The reviewer is therefore satisfied that all licensed participants, in this instance the Applicant, are 

aware that Boost paste is not permitted to be administered to horses on race day. The reviewer also notes the Applicant 

has been a licensed participant in the racing industry for the past two (2) years and ought have known better regarding 

the Rules of Racing.  

The Applicant further sought a review on the basis that he was not afforded legal representation at the inquiry. During 

the inquiry, the Applicant was reluctant to provide comment due to his application for legal representation being denied 

by the stewards.  

The Applicant submitted in evidence “Like I wasn't allowed have my solicitor here today and… I just feel like it's unfair… 

Because you have been a detective for 11 years or something and interviewed hundreds of criminals, you tell me. Like 

that's unfair surely.” The chairman replied “You can make application to have your solicitor here, but it's under the Rules 

of Racing. It's not under the crime - you know, any criminal legislation. We are happy for you - we have given you a 

heap of opportunities to discuss” to which the Applicant responded “Yes, but not in that letter. It straight out said I wasn't 

allowed to be represented by anybody. It doesn't explain that I can submit to having a solicitor here. If I knew that I 

would have.” The chairman replied “Did you want to call him or her now?” to which the Applicant responded “Too late 

now.”  



 

 

 

Queensland Racing Integrity Commission, Internal Review Decision 0058-18  8 

 

The chairman then stated “Well, there was plenty of opportunity to give us a call and ask for that. We are more than 

happy to accommodate - if you want to give them a call. Who is your lawyer. Is it Brisbane or Toowoomba?” to which 

the Applicant replied “He's in Brissie.” The chairman then stated “Did you want to try to give them a call?” to which the 

Applicant replied “No.”9 

The reviewer acknowledges the Australian Rules of Racing provide provisions for participants, in this case the Applicant, 

to seek leave for legal representation. Any application for legal representation is dependent on the nature of inquiry, the 

experience of the Applicant and whether there are any technical or legal matters of any note. Notwithstanding, the 

Applicant can seek an adjournment at any time to obtain legal advice and was, in fact, afforded that opportunity by the 

stewards during the inquiry. 

The reviewer acknowledges each case is treated on its merits and set of circumstances. The reviewer finds the 

Applicant’s evidence compelling and exhibits the Applicant and other personnel within the stable demonstrated clear 

knowledge of a deceitful stable practice to administer substances via oral route to horses in contravention of Australian 

Rule of Racing 178E(1). This is supported by evidence and CCTV footage demonstrating that on multiple occasions 

the subject horses were administered two (2) substances hours apart orally by syringe prior to racing. The reviewer 

accepts, upon the Applicant’s evidence, that one of the substances administered to the subject horses on the subject 

days was Boost paste. The acts were brazen and deceitful and a clear attempt to cheat and gain an unfair advantage. 

The reviewer, in considering the extensive volume of evidence in totality, and taking into account the aforementioned 

factors, is satisfied to the requisite standard that the Applicant administered and/or caused to be administered a 

substance via syringe orally to the respective horses named in the subject charges being in clear contravention of 

Australian Rule of Racing 178E(1). The reviewer accepts the Applicant was fully aware that such treatment that occurred 

to the aforementioned horses at the Hursley Road stables on 24 March 2018 and 7 April 2018 was in contravention of 

Australian Rule of Racing Rule 178E(1). The reviewer accepts that such actions were an improper practice connected 

with racing and a deliberate attempt to cheat and gain an unfair advantage against their peers. Accordingly, the reviewer 

is satisfied to the requisite standard that the charges pursuant to Australian Rule of Racing 178E(1) and 175(a) are 

proven. 

In relation to penalty, the reviewer notes the Applicant’s disciplinary history is clear of any offence pursuant to Australian 

Rule of Racing 178E(1) and 175(a).  

Further, Australian Rule of Racing 196(5) states:  

“Where a person is found guilty of a breach of any of the Rules listed below, a penalty of disqualification for a period of 

not less than the period specified for that Rule must be imposed unless there is a finding that a special circumstance 

exists whereupon the penalty may be reduced: 

… 

AR.178E - 6 months.” 

For reference, Local Rule of Racing 117B states:  

                                                           
9 Transcript of Stewards’ Inquiry dated 19 May 2018, page 35 and 36 
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“For the purposes of these Rules and the imposition of a penalty under AR196(5), a special circumstances may be 

found if:   

(c) the person has  

 i. pleaded guilty at an early stage; and  

 ii. assisted the Stewards and/or Racing Queensland, after the imposition of a penalty on that person, in the investigation 

or prosecution of a breach of the Rules; or   

(d) the person proves on the balance of probabilities that at the time of the commission of the offence, he or she:  

 i. had impaired mental functioning; or  

 ii. was under duress   

that is causally linked to the breach of the Rule and substantially reduces his or her culpability.   

 (c) in the case of offences under AR178E, the medication in the opinion of the Stewards does not contain a prohibited 

substance, is of an insignificant nature and is for the welfare of the horse.   

(d) the person proves, on the balance of probabilities that, he did not know, ought not to have known or would not have 

known had he made all reasonable inquiries, that his conduct was in breach of the Rules of Racing.” 

The reviewer, in carefully considering the evidence in relation to determining any special circumstances, finds the 

Applicant is an experienced racing person having been involved in the racing industry from the age of fifteen (15) and 

who is familiar with the Australian Rules of Racing, in particular, Australian Rule of Racing 178E, and the reviewer finds 

the Applicant’s actions to be a deliberate attempt to cheat and gain an unfair advantage against his peers and 

accordingly is not satisfied special circumstances apply or are proven in the circumstances. 

The penalty precedents particular to Australian Rule of Racing 175(a) range between a reprimand and a five (5) year 

disqualification and Australian Rule of Racing 178E(1) range between a monetary fine and a nine (9) year 

disqualification. 

In weighing up the matter of penalty, consideration was provided to the Applicant’s submissions, disciplinary history, 

personal circumstances, not guilty plea, recent penalty precedents particular to Australian rule of Racing 178E(1) and 

175(a), and the totality of the evidence, particularly the number of horses treated in contravention of Australian Rule of 

Racing 178E(1). The charges the subject of review are extremely serious in nature and have a detrimental effect on the 

racing industry. The reviewer finds the Applicant’s actions completely deceitful and finds the evidence compelling, in 

that the Applicant deliberately administered or caused to be administered two (2) substances hours apart by oral syringe 

to multiple horses the subject of this review prior to racing. Such acts were brazen and demonstrated a complete 

contempt for racing participants and the Australian Rules of Racing of which the Applicant was privileged to be licensed 

under. 

The reviewer finds the CCTV footage compelling and exhibits that the Applicant and other personnel within the stable 

demonstrated clear knowledge of a deceitful stable practice to administer substances via oral route to horses in 

contravention of Australian Rule of Racing 178E(1). 
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The reviewer acknowledges that, as with any breach of the Australian Rules of Racing, any penalty imposed will attract 

some form of hardship which must be evenly weighed against the degree of the offence. The reviewer, in considering 

the aforementioned factors and taking into account the volume of horses that were the subject of the offences, the 

gravity of the offences and the mandatory penalty, is not satisfied a reduction in penalty is proven in the circumstances 

and therefore confirms the original decision on all charges and penalties.  

PART 5: Review Rights following Internal Review Decision 

In accordance with section 246 of the Racing Integrity Act 2016, as the applicant for an internal review of the original 

decision, you are able to apply to the Queensland Civil and Administrative Tribunal (QCAT) for an external review of 

the internal review decision. 

An external review is commenced by lodging the appropriate forms with QCAT. In accordance with section 33 of the 

Queensland Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 2009, an application for an external review of an internal review 

decision is to be made within 28 days from the day this internal review decision notice is provided to the applicant. 

For further information regarding the processes for an external review of the decision, please contact QCAT: 

Queensland Civil and Administrative Tribunal 

Registry Location:    
Postal Address:       
Phone:                     
Email:                       

Level 9, 259 Queen Street, BRISBANE QLD 4001 
GPO Box 1639, BRISBANE QLD 4001 
1300 753 228 
enquiries@qcat.qld.gov.au 
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