










12) What are the most useful ways of detecting people (particularly organised crime groups) 
who are operating in a lawful occupation or industry without the required authorisation 
(such as a licence)? 
The NHVR holds firm to the view that police intelligence should be the cornerstone of a 
prevention program.  Only by assessing an individual for suitability, measured against factual 
and intelligence information, could a regime to exclude organised crime members and their 
associates be truly effective. 

13) Which enforcement measures are useful, or might be useful, in preventing organised 
crime group infiltration of lawful occupations and industries? 
Where supported by statutory provisions, and when applied in their proper context, the use 
of licensing, registration and business controls would all provide effectiveness in preventing 
infiltration to occupations and industry.  The challenge remains the powers of various 
regulators to exclude or disrupt, in concert with police intelligence. 

14) In seeking to prevent the infiltration of organised crime groups into lawful occupations 
and industries, is it useful to regulate the exit of people from an occupation or industry?  
Which tools are, or might be, useful for this purpose? 
The NHVR agrees that, at appropriate times, it may be entirely prudent to exit inappropriate 
persons and/or corporations from occupations or industries.  Various States’ laws (e.g. 
Queensland’s Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Act and the Tow Truck Act) 
provide avenues for initial exclusion, and departures from accreditation and authorisation 
schemes. 

15) Are there any problems with current information-sharing arrangements?  If so, how might 
these problems be overcome?  Information-sharing arrangements can refer to information 
sharing between regulators and Victoria Police, between different Victorian regulators, 
between Victorian and interstate regulators, and between any other agencies that hold 
relevant information. 
As a partner agency to the NHVR, Victoria Police are generally highly-responsive to requests, 
and regularly engage under information-sharing protocols. The NHVR notes however, that 
all States’ jurisdictions are bound by Information Privacy laws that often hamper a freer, 
open exchange of relevant data and information. 

16) Please comment on the extent to which regulatory tools that may be used to prevent the 
infiltration of organised crime groups into lawful occupations and industries may: 
(a) Insufficiently protect the rights of people affected by decisions of the regulator 
(b) Insufficiently protect the rights of any other stakeholder 
(c) Impose additional burdens on regulators, courts and/or tribunals in relation to the 

provision of reasons for decisions and opportunities for review 
The NHVR is of the view that some decisions may be susceptible to impinging upon the 
rights people subject to such decisions; however, this must be tempered against the rights 
of society to reject the practices and behaviours of criminals and those that support or 
enable their efforts. Whilst the NHVR considers that an objective analysis of the evidence 
and intelligence surrounding the subject person may be prudent, it also recognises that the 
broader objective of preventing crime is paramount. Provision for a statement of reasons or 
an internal review of recommendations may provide a sufficient level of scrutiny, as would 
external review regimes (e.g. VCAT) and avenues for such safeguards are considered 
appropriate. Philosophically, the NHVR considers that the balance between the rights of an 
individual, the rights of stakeholders and regulatory burdens can only be considered against 
the desire or objective for the society to feel safe, to be free of the fear of crime, and to 
remove all benefits and advantages that may be derived by organised crime groups. 



 

17) In seeking to prevent the infiltration of organised crime groups into lawful occupations 
and industries: 
(a) What issues are, or might be, better dealt with through legal responses other than 

occupation/industry-based regulatory regimes? 
(b) What issues are, or might be, better dealt with through occupation/industry-based 

regulatory regimes rather than other legal responses? 
The NHVR is also of the view that court orders that prevent declared persons (known 
members or associates of organised crime groups) may be a useful way in which to prevent 
infiltration.  The courts, having properly considered the nature of a subject person’s 
offending, and their use of, or propensity to use an industry or occupation to advance 
criminal enterprises, may be well positioned to order such restrictions as deemed 
appropriate in the circumstances.  
It is the view of the NHVR that industry-based regulatory schemes are best suited to 
restricting entry, exiting offenders, and establishing business controls that prevent 
infiltration of occupations and industries. 

 

 




