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We, the family of Glen Turner, now find ourselves in a most difficult position. As you would 
understand, our loss is at times unbearable, our need for quiet solace paramount. 
 
However, given Glen’s passion for his family, his farm and his day to day job as a compliance officer 
with the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage, we feel the need in his memory to place a 
submission before you. 
 
To erase any impression that may have been generated by certain elements of the popular media, it 
should be placed firmly on the record that Glen was passionate about his job and made every effort to 
work positively and constructively with landholders. He was particularly keen that landholders 
understand their responsibilities under legislation such as the Native Vegetation Act, and was a strong 
advocate for improved clarity and better education of landholders. 
 
Our circumstances and the limited time available will, of necessity, restrict the scope of our 
submission. 
 
As the Biodiversity Review Panel considers the legislation before it, we ask that it not focus solely on 
reducing control over current practices, but that it recommend, where necessary, increased controls.  
The immediate reaction to Glen’s death by certain local, State and Federal politicians exhibited a 
degree of vitriol and contempt for existing law, that has no place in a tolerant democratic society. 
Given that this Review into the vegetation laws was already under way and taking submissions, their 
comments were highly inappropriate, inexcusable and the source of great hurt to Glen’s immediate 
and extended family, friends and associates.  
 
Any amendments to this legislation driven by anger or narrow self-interest should be seen for what 
they are and put to one side. Amendment to the legislation subject to this Review should be made only 
based on clear, unemotional, independent and objectively applied science. These laws, after all, exist 
for the sustainable future of generations of humans, flora and fauna, not for those with vested short-
term interests. 
 
We are concerned about amendments being made to the existing legislation which would have a 
negative impact on those matters which lay at the heart of Glen’s work as an environment officer. We 
refer in particular to the possibility of landholders being granted permission to cause irreparable 
damage to land by means of broadscale land clearing, resulting in degradation of water quality, 
biodiversity, salinity, erosion and loss of our fragile topsoil.  
 
Glen’s role was critically important to ensuring that the long-term environmental, social and 
economic interests of this state in maintaining and preserving biodiversity were upheld. He played a 
part in halting the damaging practices of the past which ignored sustainability in favour of profit. The 
Australian environment is fragile, its soils bearing no resemblance to those in Europe from which 
many of our ancestors came. Farming practices introduced after white settlement brought about 
species extinctions and land degradation over large tracts of this country. These facts are well known 
and well reported. Modern farmers are now well aware of the need to conserve, revegetate and 
rehabilitate their properties if they wish the land to remain viable for future generations. 
 
Given the circumstances of Glen’s death, we were appalled to find the Bill before Parliament on 29th 
May 2014 proposing a reduction of the maximum penalties for offences including obstructing an 



authorised officer in the exercise of the officer’s investigative functions. The reductions proposed are 
substantial. There can be no better illustration of the lack of respect for compliance officers and the 
laws they enforce (and, by implication, the environment) than this proposal to downgrade the 
penalties for noncompliance.  
 
In a tribute to Glen in the NSW Parliament, Mr Stokes MP said, “It does not matter what the law is, 
our laws are made by the NSW Parliament, not by the people who are tasked with implementing 
them, whether they are police officers, council officers or environment officers.” This is a view we 
wholeheartedly endorse. It directly raises the issue of the adequacy of maximum penalties available to 
the Courts when a law enforcement officer other than a police officer is murdered. Given the risks 
faced by both, we believe there is no real distinction between the roles, particularly in modern society 
where anger seems to follow hard on the heels of the exercise by a duly appointed law enforcement 
officer of any form of authority. Quite contrary to the suggestions in the Bill, we ask the Panel give 
serious consideration to increasing penalties for non-compliance, given that it has been clearly 
demonstrated that the current system of penalties does not act as a deterrent. Gaol terms should be a 
sentencing option. 
 
It is often said that farmers are our environmental custodians. In one sense this is true and most 
farmers undertake this role, recognising its importance to biodiversity, land quality and present and 
future generations of landholders and citizens. It is not those farmers we need to be concerned with. 
This legislation exists to place controls on those driven solely by self-interest and possessing a skewed 
idea of their rights as landholders to the detriment of the environment and other landholders.  
 
No landholder in Australia has an unfettered right to deal with their land as they will. 
 
History cannot be ignored, particularly our past management of land in Australia. One look through 
the post-settlement microscope reveals:  
 

• 23 species of birds extinct 
• 78 species of frogs extinct 
• 28 species of mammals extinct 
• 310 species of native mammals at risk of disappearing 
• 1,180 species of native plants at risk of disappearing 

 
Our forefathers may be able to plead ignorance of the consequences of land clearing. We do not. 
Glen as a farmer and an environment officer was more aware than most of the complexities involved 
in sustainable farm practices. 
 
We need legislation to protect the environment for future generations. We need respect for that 
legislation and its very purpose. We need respect for those who bear the onerous task of its 
enforcement. Those enforcement officers should be secure in the knowledge they are backed by the 
moral support and resources of the Minister and his Department, and that their authority is protected. 
The inadequacy of departmental resources and any public show of support for those opposed to 
environmental control by politicians at Federal, State or Local level can only provide comfort to, and 
a motive for those determined, by whatever means, to fly in the face of the law. This cannot be 
allowed to continue. 
 
Glen’s death is an example of the difficulties and risk encountered by compliance officers attempting 
to enforce the existing legislation given the inadequacy of the resources available to them. We suggest 
a two pronged approach to this problem, one that we believe Glen would have wholeheartedly 
supported. 

 



Firstly, the legislation should make clear and unambiguous the duties and responsibilities of 
landholders in respect of properties under their stewardship. These duties and responsibilities must be 
explained to them in such a way that any misconceptions borne of ignorance or deliberate mischief 
can be readily identified and dismissed out of hand.  

 

Secondly, there should be clear and concise disincentives directed at those landholders prepared to 
defy the legislation. Failure to comply with follow-up directions and notices given by compliance 
officers to remediate environmental damage should be seen as an aggravating factor when assessing 
penalties. In worst-case scenarios, this should include custodial sentences and confiscation of the 
property affected (as proceeds of crime), with a view to rehabilitating the property with associated 
costs borne by the offender. This will act to reinforce the powers of enforcement and the critical 
importance of protecting biodiversity for present and future generations. Any ambivalence in the 
legislation will, without doubt, be exploited by those determined to ignore the will of the Parliament 
and the laws it has enacted. 
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