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DECISION 

GREYHOUND RACING VICTORIA 

and 

MR GERRY ORR & MISS VANESSA JOHNSON 

  

Date of hearing:  29 August 2019 

Panel: Judge John Bowman (Chairperson) and Ms Julie Nicholson.  

Appearances:  Mr Marwan El-Asmar and Mr Andrew Cusumano appeared on 

behalf of the Stewards.  

Mr Gerry Orr represented himself and Ms Vanessa Johnson at 

the hearing.  

 

Charge:  Greyhounds Australasia Rule 83 (2) states: 

The owner, trainer or person in charge of a greyhound- 

(a) nominated to compete in an Event; 

(b) presented for a satisfactory, weight or whelping trial or 

such other trial as provided for pursuant to these Rules; or 

(c) presented for any test or examination for the purpose of a 

period of incapacitation or prohibition being varied or 

revoked 

shall present the greyhound free of any prohibited substance.  

 

Particulars of charges: On the 14th of March 2019 at the Warragul Greyhound Racing 

Club, Mr Orr presented "Mossy Oak" at the Event not free of any 

prohibited substance, given that: 

(a) A pre-race sample of urine was taken from "Mossy Oak" at 

the Event (the Sample); 

(b) Brompheniramine, Cathinone, Ephedrine and 

Phenylpropanolamine was detected in the Sample. 

 

On the 14th of March 2019 at the Warragul Greyhound Racing 

Club, Ms Johnson presented "Turn Him Around" at the Event not 

free of any prohibited substance, given that: 

(a) A pre-race sample of urine was taken from "Turn Him 

Around" at the Event (the Sample); 



  

 Page 2 of 3  

(b) Brompheniramine, Cathinone, Ephedrine and 

Phenylpropanolamine was detected in the Sample. 

 

Plea of each person:   Guilty  

 

 

DECISION 

 

Firstly, we shall deal with the matter of Mr Orr.  

 

Mr Orr, you have has pleaded “guilty” to a breach of Greyhounds Australasia Rule 83 (2). You 

are the owner and trainer of ”Mossy Oak” which ran in Race 11 at Warragul on 14 March 2019. 

A pre-race urine sample tested positive to four prohibited substances, one of which, 

Cathinone, is a permanently banned prohibited substance. The other three – 

Brompheniramine, Ephedrine and Phenylropanolamine – are prohibited substances. 

 

Your situation is that you are a retired man who owns and trains some 8 greyhounds. You have 

had modest success over the 10 years you have been training, but it has not been a principal 

source of income for you. We accept that you love your dogs and the sport. You have a good 

record, with no prior convictions for offences of this nature. 

 

You have endeavoured to track down the cause of the positive swab. Two of the substances 

could have come from cold and flu tablets administered for kennel cough. You believe that 

the other two, including Cathinone, could have come from the same source, but testing has 

not confirmed this. We accept that you have cooperated with the stewards.  

 

As has been said in other cases, lack of knowledge of how the prohibited substance came to 

be detected is no defence. Your dogs had been with other trainers whilst you were away, but 

there is no further evidence in this regard. The bottom line is that “Mossy Oak” tested positive 

to 4 substances, including a permanently banned one.  

 

It might also be the case that there was not a great deal, if any, publicity concerning the 

banning of Cathinone. That is unfortunate, but does not alter the fact that “Mossy Oak”, 

trained by you, tested positive to it and there is no explanation for that or for the presence of 

the other prohibited substances.  

 

Both general and specific deterrence are important issues, particularly general deterrence. 

Those involved in this important industry must appreciate that offences such as this give 

greyhound racing a bad name. It looks as if cheating and improper practices have been 

occurring. We are not saying that you wilfully did any of those things, but it is very important 

that the Rules concerning prohibited substances be strictly and comprehensively observed. 
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Trainers must understand that dogs will be swabbed and the presence of prohibited 

substances detected. Specific deterrence is less significant in your case, given your good 

record. 

 

We turn now to the penalty to be imposed. We accept that your financial position is certainly 

not a prosperous one. Apart from anything else you have been suspended since 25 May 2019 

and have been paying $75 per week for someone else to take care of your dogs. In the 

circumstances we do not intend to impose a fine. 

 

Given the detection of a permanently banned substance, we are of the view that, having 

regard to the penalties imposed in similar cases, a period of disqualification is both 

appropriate and necessary. We fix that at six months, with the period of suspension of three 

months and three days to be taken into account as time served in relation to the penalty. In 

other words, the penalty commenced on 25 May 2019. By our calculation that leaves two 

months and approximately 27 days to be served. We repeat that your very good record and 

early plea of guilty are amongst the factors that have saved you from a more substantial period 

of disqualification.    

 

We need not set out the details of our finding in relation to Ms Johnson, your partner, who is 

not here but for whom you spoke and entered a plea of guilty. She trains two dogs, one of 

which, “Turn Him Around”, ran at Warragul the same day - 14 March 2019 – but in Race 12. 

The pre-race urine testing revealed the presence of exactly the same four substances, 

including Cathinone. 

 

Ms Johnson also has an excellent record, and, through you, has pleaded “guilty”. No 

explanation other than that offered by you on your own behalf was advanced.  

 

Exactly the same elements of specific and general deterrence apply. The same considerations 

in respect of penalty are appropriate. Ms Johnson has also been suspended since 25 May 2019. 

 

An identical penalty to that imposed on you seems to us to be appropriate. There will be no 

fine. Ms Johnson is disqualified for a period of six months and the period of suspension since 

25 May 2019 counts as time served in relation to penalty.    

 

 

 

Mark Howard 

Registrar, Victorian Racing Tribunal 

 
 


