
 

IN THE MATTER OF AN APPEAL UNDER THE ENABLING LEGISLATION OF THE 
LEGISLATURES OF PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND, NOVA SCOTIA, AND NEW BRUNSWICK 
ESTABLISHING AN MARITIME PROVINCES HARNESS RACING COMMISSION AND 
UNDER THE RULES AND REGULATIONS OF THE MARITIME PROVINCES HARNESS 
RACING COMMISSION  

Appeal Heard at Kensington, Prince Edward Island October 17, 2025  

 

BETWEEN:​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ Marc Campbell 
MPHRC Licensee V00405 
APPELLANT  
 

AND: ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ Bob Wallace 
Senior Judge  
MPHRC  
Connell Park Woodstock 
Race 11, August 31, 2025  
RESPONDENT 

PRESENT  

A Panel consisting of Commissioners Dawn Hubbard (New Brunswick), Lowell Crowe (Nova 
Scotia), and Glen Rankin (Nova Scotia, Chair). Mr. Rankin chaired the meeting. Ferdinand 
Maramag, Operations and Administration Coordinator, and Kyle Burton, Director of Racing, 
appeared for the Commission Administration. Marc Campbell represented himself. Senior Judge 
Wallace represented himself. The witness, Colin DeCourcey, also participated and provided 
testimony regarding his involvement as the driver of INCOME APPROACH (Horse #1). 

The Panel reviewed the Judge’s ruling, the race replay from all available camera angles, the 
Notices filed by the Appellant, the race program, and oral testimony from all parties. 

The Appeal Hearing was conducted under the provisions of Section 7.3 of the Rules of 
Standardbred Harness Racing as adopted by the Maritime Provinces Harness Racing 
Commission.   

The Chair introduced all present and confirmed with the parties their acceptance of the 
jurisdiction of the MPHRC to hear the appeal and deliver a written decision in due course. There 
being no objections, the Chair asked if there were any preliminary matters or conflicts of interest 
to declare. There being none, the Respondent was asked to proceed.  

 

 



 

BACKGROUND  

On August 31, 2025, in the Barrieau McIsaac Stake Final for three-year-old pacing colts and 
fillies at Connell Park Raceway in Woodstock, New Brunswick, racing for a purse of $67,000, 
the Judges cited DJ MUSTANG (driven by Marc Campbell) for interference on the backstretch 
while advancing toward the opening quarter mile. The allegation was that DJ MUSTANG shifted 
inward without sufficient clearance in front of INCOME APPROACH (driven by Colin 
DeCourcey), causing INCOME APPROACH to break stride and lose position. 

As a result of the ruling, DJ MUSTANG was placed, and Mr. Campbell was issued a $100 fine 
for an interference violation, recorded as his first offence of the year. 

Mr. Campbell filed his Notice of Intent to Appeal on September 5, 2025, and his Notice of 
Appeal on September 13, 2025, which met the filing requirements.  

APPLICABLE RULES  

Rule 303(1) 

Change course or position, or swerve in or out or bear in or out during any part of the 
race in such a manner as to compel a horse to shorten its stride or cause another driver 
to change course, take his or her horse back, or pull his or her horse out of its stride. 

Rule 317 

In the case of interference, collision, or violation of any rule, the offending horse may be 
placed back one or more positions in that heat or dash, and in the event of such 
collisions, interference or violation preventing any horse from finishing the heat or dash, 
the offending horse may be disqualified from receiving any winnings and the driver may 
be fined or suspended. If a horse is set back, it must be placed behind the horse with 
which it interfered. If an offending horse has interfered with a horse involved in a dead 
heat and the offending horse is set back, it must be placed behind the horses in the 
dead heat. 

 

 

 

 



 

POSITION OF THE RESPONDENT  

Senior Judge Wallace testified that the Judges determined DJ MUSTANG driven by Marc 
Campbell crossed over without sufficient clearance directly in front of INCOME APPROACH 
driven by Colin DeCourcey on the backstretch. He stated that this caused INCOME 
APPROACH to break stride, lose momentum, and be taken to the outside to regain gait, 
resulting in a loss of racing position. 

He explained that because the backstretch tower camera was not operational that afternoon, 
the Judges relied on the pan angle and their live view and were satisfied that the movement by 
DJ MUSTANG constituted interference under Rule 303(1) and supported both the placing and 
the $100 fine. 

TESTIMONY OF THE WITNESS 

Mr. Colin DeCourcey, driver of INCOME APPROACH, testified that he believed Mr. Campbell 
caused the interference. He stated that DJ MUSTANG came down tightly on the backstretch 
and that Mr. Campbell’s wheel struck the leg ofINCOME APPROACH**. He testified that this 
contact caused INCOME APPROACH to break stride and forced him to angle his horse to the 
outside to recover, resulting in lost position. 

Mr. DeCourcey confirmed that he placed the original objection following the race because he 
believed DJ MUSTANG had come down without sufficient clearance and caused his horse to 
make the break. His testimony supported the Judges’ original ruling. 

POSITION OF THE APPELLANT  

Mr. Campbell testified that DJ MUSTANG had ample clearance when shifting inward on the 
backstretch and did not interfere with INCOME APPROACH. He stated that he executed a 
controlled inward movement and that the available replay angles showed no forced action by 
Mr. DeCourcey. Mr. Campbell emphasized that the non-functional backstretch tower camera 
severely limited the Judges’ ability to properly assess the spacing and that what appeared on 
the pan angle did not support a call of interference. 

He maintained that INCOME APPROACH’s break in stride was not caused by DJ MUSTANG. 

 

 

 

 



 

DECISION OF THE APPEAL PANEL  

After reviewing all evidence presented, including the race replay, the testimony of the parties, 
and the applicable rules, the Panel unanimously determined to overturn the Judges’ decision. 

The Panel found that the video evidence available did not clearly show DJ MUSTANG cutting off 
or contacting INCOME APPROACH in a manner that met the threshold required under Rule 
303(1). While the Panel acknowledged the sincerity of Mr. DeCourcey’s belief that wheel contact 
occurred, the available video angles were not sufficient to substantiate that conclusion. 

The Panel placed considerable weight on the absence of the backstretch tower camera, which 
is typically the most critical angle for determining spacing and clearance in that portion of the 
race. Without that camera, the Panel were left without the definitive visual evidence necessary 
to support a placing under Rule 317. 

Given the lack of clear, conclusive video evidence of interference, the Panel found that the 
evidentiary standard to uphold the Judges’ ruling was not met. The Appeal is allowed. The 
Judges’ ruling placing DJ MUSTANG is overturned. The $100 interference fine (first offence) is 
rescinded. The original order of finish is reinstated. 

 

For the Appeal Panel  

 

 

Kyle Burton  

Director of Racing 

 


