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ARTHUR BOYCOTT GREER — PAROLE 

Statement 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.21 pm]: I rise to 
comment on the recently announced release on parole of one Arthur Boycott Greer. The first we were advised of 
this was in a media release on Wednesday, 9 May 2018, by the Attorney General John Quigley. It states — 

Attorney General John Quigley today announced that he has accepted the Prisoners Review Board’s 
recommendation to release Arthur Boycott Greer on parole to facilitate his return to the United Kingdom. 

It makes mention in the media release, and I quote — 

Greer was found guilty of the murder of a 14 year-old girl, Sharon Lee Mason, who disappeared in 
Mosman Park in 1983. Her body was later found in 1992, buried behind a shop formerly owned by Greer. 

Greer, 80, whose next statutory review date was scheduled for November 8, 2019, wrote to the Board in 
October 2017 requesting an early review in light of his failing health. 

The request was approved and the Board prepared a report for the Attorney General recommending that 
the Governor be advised to release Greer to parole. 

After seeking further advice from the Board about the impact of Greer’s health, Mr Quigley made 
a decision to endorse the Board’s recommendation for the Executive Council’s approval. 

The media release then goes on to ascribe certain comments to the Attorney General, and I quote — 

“After receiving the Prisoners Review Board statutory report on Greer earlier this year, I sought further 
advice from the Board in relation to Greer’s health. 

“The information pertaining to Greer’s current state of health was critical to my decision making. 

“The Board returned a medical report which addressed my concerns about how Greer’s health and age 
may affect his risk of reoffending should he be deported back to the UK. 

“The Board formed the opinion that Greer’s age, limited mobility and his deteriorating health act together 
to reduce his risk of reoffending. 

“The Acting Commissioner for Victims of Crime has been in contact with Ms Mason’s family. 

“The Acting Commissioner informs me that Ms Mason’s loved ones expressed a wish that Greer be 
transported from prison to deportation and that he not taste freedom in Australia again. 

“Arrangements are being made for Greer to leave as soon as possible for the UK, relinquishing 
WA taxpayers from the ongoing cost of his 25 years of incarceration and compounding medical needs. 

I make two observations about that media release. Firstly, there is the question of Greer’s health. It appears that 
the criteria that particularly exercised the Attorney General’s mind is the fact that Greer is 80 years old, and that 
his health is deteriorating and his mobility is becoming limited. One might think that is not a good enough reason 
to release a child killer on parole. A factor that he took into account, and one that seems to have exercised his mind 
particularly, is that his age-limited mobility and deteriorating health act together to reduce, not eliminate, his risk 
of re-offending. 

The Attorney General goes on in a statement that was delivered in the other place yesterday—I confess that I only 
have the uncorrected proof here, but if anything in it requires correction in due course, I accept all that—to state — 

Today I rise to inform the house that I have accepted a recommendation from the Prisoners Review Board 
to release Arthur Boycott Greer on parole to facilitate his return to the United Kingdom. As members in 
both houses are aware, Greer was convicted of the murder of a 14-year-old girl, Sharon Lee Mason, in 
November 1994, and sentenced to life imprisonment with a minimum of seven years. In its 2016 statutory 
review, the board recommended that Greer be granted parole and deported to the United Kingdom. This was 
rejected by the then Attorney General. Greer’s next statutory review was scheduled for November 2019. 

I interject at that point to point out that, yes, I did reject the Prisoners Review Board’s recommendation for release 
on parole, because the sole basis for his release on parole was for his deportation, not because of a reduced risk, 
not because he had accepted responsibility for the murder of a 14-year-old girl and concealment of her body, not 
because he has been rehabilitated, not because he has in any way shown contrition for his offence or accepted 
responsibility for it, and not because he had a clear criminal history before that; on the contrary, he has a criminal 
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history of violence and sexual offending. The reason the Prisoners Review Board recommended his release was 
simply to hand the problem to the United Kingdom with a notional order of parole here, which of course would 
mean that he would be given a get-out-of-jail-free card, go to the United Kingdom and be their problem and one 
killer—a killer of one of our children—would be released from prison. That is a factor that appears to have played 
on this Attorney General’s mind considerably because he mentioned at the end of his media release and also at the 
end of his ministerial statement that it will relieve Western Australian taxpayers from the ongoing cost of his 
25 years of incarceration and increasing medical needs. If that is the criterion that this Attorney General is going 
to adopt when considering whether child killers or any other sorts of offenders are to be granted parole, simply to 
get the problem out of the prison, save a bit of money and make it someone else’s problem, while leaving those 
who are bereaved thinking, “Well, where is our justice system working if it is just going to be for expediency 
rather than the exercise of justice?”, we have come to a very sad pass. 

I find it personally very disappointing that those are the criteria that seem to have exercised his mind. I think it is 
a betrayal of the things that people expect from our criminal justice system if we have an Attorney General who is 
looking at whether there is a reduced risk of reoffending somewhere else and otherwise to save money in this state 
by releasing our prisoners. It is not a decision that I would have made. To my mind, it is also contrary to much of 
the rhetoric that we have heard over the past couple of years. The Leader of the Government might like to reflect 
on the fact that we have heard a lot about no body, no parole laws and how those who are bereaved and do not 
know the whereabouts of their deceased loved ones—their murdered loved ones—should receive the comfort of 
knowing that a prisoner ought not to be released from prison until they are disclosed and there is cooperation. The 
legislation that was introduced the year before last by the then shadow Attorney General, the current 
Attorney General, made a big play on how cooperation was important. Here we have someone, who, had it not 
been for the accidental discovery of Sharon Mason’s dismembered body in the backyard of his premises—I see 
the leader seems to find this amusing. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I’m not even talking about you. Not everything in this world is about you. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: It is a very sad day. We have heard how no body, no parole should be the principle. 
This time Greer has not even accepted responsibility for his crimes. He did not reveal Sharon Mason’s body. It 
was discovered, and he has found every argument under the sun since then to avoid responsibility for his behaviour. 
It is a disgraceful decision if it is based on the criteria that has been advised here by this Attorney General and 
hypocritical of the things he has been saying about having regard for victims of crime and their next of kin. 
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