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RACING APPEALS TRIBUNAL 

 

RAT 11/2020 

 

DATE OF HEARING: TUESDAY 15 DECEMBER 2020 

 

TRIBUNAL:  PRESIDENT:  MR T ANDERSON, QC 

   ASSESSOR:   MR G PRETTY 

 

IN ATTENDANCE: 

CHAIR OF STEWARDS: MR J PETZER THOROUGHBRED 

RACING SA LTD  

 
   APPELLANT:  MR J HOLDER 

 

IN THE MATTER of an Appeal by MR JASON HOLDER against a decision of 

Thoroughbred Racing SA Ltd Stewards. 

 

BREACH OF RULE:  AR 131(a) 
 
A rider must not, in the opinion of the Stewards:  
(a) engage in careless, reckless, improper, incompetent or foul riding;  

 
PENALTY:   SUSPENSION OF LICENCE TO RIDE FOR 3 RACE DAYS  

DETERMINATION 

Mr Jason Holder is a licensed jockey.  He was suspended by the Thoroughbred Racing 
SA Stewards for 3 meetings for careless riding in Race 6 at Morphettville on 5 
December 2020. 
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That suspension was to commence at the conclusion of an earlier 3 meeting 
suspension, again for careless riding, imposed on him the same day in Race 2, making 
a cumulative total of 6 meetings. 
 
Mr Holder pleaded guilty to both incidents, but only appealed against the severity of the 
penalty in Race 6. 
 
The Tribunal took the opportunity of looking at the vision of both racing incidents. 
 
The particulars provided by the Stewards regarding the incident in Race 6 allege that 
the horse Just Chipping Away, ridden by Mr Holder, from the entrance to the straight, 
was inclined to lay in and commenced to shift in. Inside the 300 metre mark the horse 
continued to shift in and crossed the running of the horse The Publikan, resulting in the 
rider of that horse having to take hold to avoid the heels of Just Chipping Away. 
 
The vision of the race in question clearly shows the incident the subject of the charge, 
and supports the particulars provided by the Stewards.  
 
In the opinion of the Tribunal, it was careless riding on the part of Mr Holder, albeit in 
the mid to low range of seriousness. 
 
The Tribunal, having viewed the vision of the earlier incident in Race 2, took the view 
that it also fell into the mid to low range of seriousness. 
 
Mr Holder argued that given the nature of the incidents, the suspension arising from 
Race 6 should have been made concurrent with the suspension arising from Race 2.  
 
Mr Holder has an excellent riding record, and this was taken into account by the 
Tribunal. 
 
The Tribunal considered that the offence, whilst in the mid to low range of seriousness, 
did warrant a suspension rather than a reprimand as personal and general deterrence is 
an important consideration for the Tribunal, and an important message to convey to the 
racing industry. 
 
Having considered the circumstances of both racing incidents on the day, the Tribunal is 
of the view that some concurrency should apply when considering the penalty imposed 
in Race 6. 
 
The appeal is allowed, and the order of the Tribunal is that the suspension of the first 
two race days imposed in relation to the Race 6 incident are to be made concurrent with 
the last two race days of the penalty imposed for the Race 2 incident, making a total of 
a four race day suspension, concluding at midnight on 19 December 20. 
 
I order repayment of that portion of the bond to which the Appellant is entitled. 


