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Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Michael Mischin 

MARGARET DODD — NO PAROLE LAWS — ATTORNEY GENERAL’S COMMENTS 

2. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Attorney General: 
I refer to the Attorney General’s response to the calls by Mrs Margaret Dodd, mother of Hayley, to secure laws 
that ensure no parole for convicted murderers in cases when they do not reveal the location of the body, in which 
he is quoted as saying — 

It seems to me to be a beat up based on a lady’s grief. 

(1) Is the Attorney General familiar with the expression “discretion is the better part of valour”? 

(2) Does he regret responding so insensitively to Mrs Dodd? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN replied: 
(1)–(2) I welcome the question, because a lot has been said about this subject since the media conference the 

other day at which Mrs Dodd presented a petition to the Leader of the Opposition, the shadow Attorney 
General and a variety of other hangers-on. The comments I made were about the necessity for that 
particular change to the law. By way of outline, firstly, the sentence to which an offender is subject is 
imposed by a court, which has the discretion to declare a greater or lesser non-parole period, depending 
on the circumstances of the case. One of the factors that the judge would take into account is whether 
the offender has cooperated with the authorities in order to alleviate the grief of the deceased’s family 
and other secondary victims. That is one factor. Secondly, eligibility for parole is not a release on 
parole; it is simply an assessment at the appropriate time, to ensure that a person is not lost in the 
system, of their suitability for parole. That requires a report from the Prisoners Review Board, and one 
of the factors the board will take into account is whether there has been sufficient reform, contrition and 
the like, before it would recommend a release on parole under certain conditions. Thirdly, it is the 
responsibility of the Attorney General of the day to decide whether to accept that recommendation, if it 
were a recommendation for release, and whether to advise the Governor in Executive Council to allow 
for the release of that offender. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Do you regret causing her further distress? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The point that I make—I will get to what I said, not the distortions about what 
I have said—is that I was pointing out that the law currently accommodates this brilliant reform that has been put 
forward, and current practice is such that no offender would be released on parole unless they cooperated with 
the authorities in that regard. I am certainly not aware, since our government took office in 2008, of any case in 
which a murderer has been released on parole without divulging all the necessary information to alleviate the 
distress of secondary victims. It has certainly not happened under my watch, and it never will. 

Of course, if there is ever a Labor government, I can understand why the Leader of the Opposition might want to 
pass laws to that effect, because he plainly would not be able to trust a Labor Attorney General to make 
a sensible decision. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Do you regret what you said about Mrs Dodd? Do you regret causing her further distress? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: My recollection of what I said was that it was a beat-up by the opposition, if it is 
looked at in context, taking advantage of a bereaved mother’s grief and anguish. I can assure members that that 
is entirely the spirit in which the comment was made. Frankly, I maintain that it is disgraceful that the opposition 
attempts to exploit these sorts of situations by proposing changes in the law that are not necessary, in order to 
find some kind of law and order policy. 

It is interesting that the shadow Attorney General emerges from the shadows from time to time with things like 
this. If there is ever any doubt about my compassion towards victims, bear in mind that my career has been 
focused on prosecuting criminals and comforting victims, not the other way around—not persecuting victims and 
comforting criminals. I maintain that the context in which I made those remarks, to the extent that they have 
been quoted, is in accordance with that view. It has been exploited once again by the opposition for petty 
political gain, avoiding the real issue, which is that the policy is unnecessary. I challenge the opposition to name 
one case in Western Australia in which that has occurred. 
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