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JODY GORE — ROYAL PREROGATIVE OF MERCY 
Statement by Attorney General 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Attorney General) [9.07 am]: I had not heard the story of domestic violence 
victim and convicted murderer Jody Gore until I read a recent series of articles by Annabel Hennessy published in 
The West Australian. I sought information on the case and discovered that the Court of Appeal had done something 
rarely seen, and which I had never seen before, in an appeal judgment, which was to raise the possibility of the 
exercise of the royal prerogative of mercy. The Court of Appeal concluded that there had been no error of principle 
by the trial judge, but said — 

The tragic outcome of the offending is that, subject to the exercise of the Royal Prerogative of Mercy by 
the executive government, the Appellant is likely to die in custody away from her family and country. 

I called for more information, and after seeing a report of new evidence that detailed Ms Gore’s plea for help at 
the Kununurra Crisis Accommodation Centre in late 2011, I asked the Solicitor-General to give the case 
consideration. After consideration by cabinet, the government recommended to the Governor in Executive Council 
the exercise of the royal prerogative of mercy to remit the remainder of Ms Gore’s sentence, without pardoning 
her of the offence. Ms Gore has taken a life. She has served more than four years in prison. I extend my sincere 
condolences to the family of her victim, who, as it happens, was also the perpetrator of vicious violence against 
Ms Gore. The government has decided that now is the time for mercy. That decision took into account an assessment 
of the seriousness of her medical conditions; the greater impact that they have upon her as an Indigenous woman 
who must be kept imprisoned away from her country and family; the extent to which it is likely that the substantial 
history of domestic violence caused or contributed to her actions on 13 June 2015; her previous good character; 
and the fact that she has served more than four years in prison. 

In 2008, the Labor government amended the Criminal Code defence of self-defence with the intention to enable 
victims of family domestic violence to utilise the defence in appropriate circumstances. It appears that these 
amendments may not have had their intended effect; therefore, the McGowan Labor government will introduce 
legislative reforms to provide for jury directions and expert evidence to address stereotypes, myths and 
misconceptions about family and domestic violence. 

The exercise of the royal prerogative of mercy in this matter is not and cannot be considered as a precedent in any 
other case, but turns upon the unique and tragic circumstances of the case surrounding Ms Gore. This decision cannot 
be seen as any criticism of the judiciary, the prosecutors or the jury who determined the case strictly according to 
the law. The government will change the law to reflect the complexities of family and domestic violence. 

May I conclude, as a wise judge said: let mercy begin where justice ends. 
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