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Welcome to the TruckPol quarterly report for the period January to March 2005. This
guarterly bulletin is not protectively marked and may be distributed freely without
further reference to the originators.

Introduction

In April 2003, the Metropolitan Police Service established TruckPol, an intelligence unit dedicated to collating and
analysing road freight crime across the UK from a number of stakeholders including police, insurers and industry.
TruckPol hastwo aims; at a strategic level, it aims to promote greater awareness of the precise nature and extent of road
freight crime within the UK and EU and at a tactical level, it hosts cross-border police and industry intelligence forum
and provides the only national stolen lorry load database. TruckPol is jointly funded with private sector sponsorship
contributions and a Home Office matched fund grant.
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Titleand version TruckPol quarterly report January — March 2005

Purpose Analysis of 2005 Jan — Mar TruckPol road freight crime data

Relevant to Road Freight Crime, Lorry and load thefts, hijacks

Summary Analysis of UK Road Freight Crime January to March 2005 and
summary of emerging trends

Author and warrant/pay number DS Mark Hooper p183251

Creating Branch / Operational Directorate Economic & Specidlist Crime Directorate — TruckPol

Date created 7" April 2005

Review date 7" April 2007

This document relies on data extracted from the databases maintained by TruckPal. It should be noted at the
outset that the database on which thisreport is based is not a definitive list of all road freight crime as not all
crime is reported to police and not all police forces report all crime to TruckPol. Additionally, information is
received every day; data received late will appear in the annual report but may have been omitted from this
report. Figuresin thisreport may also therefore be at variance with data held by individual for ces.
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Road Freight Crime by Value

Recorded values reported in this section are published subject to the following proviso. Whilst TruckPol makes every
effort to ensure that values are recorded as accurately as possible, there will inevitably be discrepancies between actual
value to haulier, shipper and insurer and val ues given to police at the time of reporting. Because of this, the values given
below must be viewed as a guide only.

Recorded Value Jan - Mar 2005
£ Sterling Euro
Vehicle Value 5,888,262 8,563,034
Load Value 13,405,650 19,495,233
Combined Value 19,293,912 28,058,267

Road Freight Crime by Incident Type

The average loss per incident is £38,773 or 56,370

TruckPol has received 702 reports at the time of writing this report. There is no data available for the same period in
2003 and TruckPol received 781 reportsin the same period in 2004.

Incident Type No. of incidents No. of incidents No. of incidents

(Jan —Mar 2003) (Jan —Mar 2004) (Jan —Mar 2005)
Hijack na 7 13
Attempted Hijack na n/a 1
Theft of vehicle na 393 302
Theft from vehicle na 272 246
Theft (other) na n/a 52
Attempted Theft na 74 68
Deception n‘a 12 24
Warehouse na 23 1
Miscellaneous n/a na 5
Total n/a 781 702

An explanation of Incident Type categories can be found at Appendix A
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heft from
vehicle
35%

Fig. 1

-Mar 2005

Theft of
vehicle

ROYAL & L/

TruckPol is sponsored by

/| SUNALLIANCE

20f 8




Road Freight Crime by Property Type
Property is classified in seven primary categories in order to achieve a common EU standard in accordance with both
Home Office recommendations and European Council of Ministers of Transport (ECMT) guidelines in a paper entitled

‘Theft of Goods and Goods Vehicles CEMT/CM(2001)19. They are;
Electronic / Electrical

A
B Clothes and Shoes
C Food and Beverages
D Household Goods
E Alcohol
F Cigarettes
G Miscellaneous/ Other
In addition to these, TruckPol has introduced the following sub-categories to assist in analysis of thefts of commodities
which are of particular interest to the UK;
Al Computer Equipment
A2 Mobile Telephone Equipment
Gl Building / Plant / Industrial / Machinery / Automotive
G2 Art / Antiques
G3 HAZMAT / Chemicals
G4 Diesel Fuel
By Property Type Jan - Mar 2005
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Household Goods (D) comprise any items that can commonly be found in domestic use and includes furniture, kitchen
equipment, toiletries and cleaning products amongst other things.
Buildings /Plant/Machinery (G1) comprises items which are industrial/commercial and includes car and machine parts,

aluminium, glass and so on.
30f 8

ROYAL & |~

7! SUNALLIANCE

TruckPol is sponsored by




Hot Spot M

lLiree = e s g . o
Balephuil Staffa Lland o, en Sy Ardtalnsiy Ll Alﬂgus Braighty Ferry
- SfNull - e Luncarty Dundee
na Fidden e Inverarnan, - Ardvorlich  Madderty” erth 9
) o
I.mler Hehrides. /i\rdchonnell Prey Bien Led | Callander Cupsr St Andrewes Moo vtk 5 e a
Ford ° Glenrpthes hethil o7 BT EET
o Kilmartin_* - Bridge of Al SR
Colonsay Cairnby o Eats “lva AT
O it aa”o Lochgnphead 2 Stlrlln o Bass Rock
ATLANTIC - “avausss Kim, ° irkintill i h e
.- Kirki 5
Sansigmore Kllllrdal\an “Lagg Hifinan’ Greenagie® Gy i SdinbSroh P BB
QCEAN i o ) _Restan
Elrulch:nddthO oaﬁf.'._‘gacha Glasgo Rasi Cranshaws’ HUHOH - Berwick-upon-Tywveed
ONYITIONE: i £ : Ea gmitton Hewtouis Syintom .
Milloioa 2o o ragpart, & Kihode i At gt Wark < Crookham  Fame Llands
R . - o
Ellen Catradsie’ Irvine’ ~iimarnock SCOTLAND Boswilz) Akeld .
&b il Klrk yetholm
Maiin Head Camphetown Lagd® .ﬁyrn Coyttan cendhils, A bington Elo\':'\;r:ﬂtk el oiuith hicdieton
o ) ) o Lapg " CALLL
Bal!yllfflno Maln i T Muﬂﬂdxa'"?;fg Mayhole A et Durfstser, “Jeirktan. _endwmk° “Whitingham
Iniyre il
DoaghBeg’  Greencastle, Bushmils Ballycastls Ne??“Da'"Yo LRO0gk oL, Saughtree . Hepple” “Retfibry
Ballymare” Carfowkeel - Coleraine armoy Girvan’ o Carrorhridge’ mpaﬂ’ K\elder _Greenhaugh Ashington
Annagary  Fahan ndonder ° . . Barrhil Tempiarid Marpeth . Ot
* Kimacrenan” ;J.l;k‘ej"v—r! *Ballymoney e Point 4 flalmac\ellan % BEWQaSﬂE Belingham’ ol D LI
Gortles” ','élaudv Mewstown Crommelin’ SEarmiousn L b TR Dpoirigel Slznonburn “ R‘ftnno Newl:;astle upon Tyne
TR y LI wealt Britige of Dee,| Glencaple’ Darnast: reenkEad —coml = Sunder|
Feeny. Maghera Ba“rmena i underland
A ittard MY g O —Stranpaer” . Blenoch | Gelstn’ Silleth, 2 rlis) HnarsdalE wahingto Seaham._
IRELAND. § Magherafet o astledaywson Larne,/ b Wockrum Blthoneair Mawhray SArmatteaite nPeterlee“
.
Dunklneely; o a— C;n‘nckférgus A L olassertan Gilorux - Grest Salgid,  Melmerby Durharm > e
Balintrs™ - S ﬂnﬂ.ﬂf port” Monretth = Fenrith *«~ - Bishop Auckland Jlartepaal ...
Omagh° Stewartstown “Coagh Belfast Slogan W"""“Q“’“.Fhmby s Ly o Redcar N
BRI Dungannon, o . Ll ST Cleator  Kirkby Thare ™7, Appleby paringto [ o
Rosssor o Carrrlae\ Lurgan_ isburn e 1 . -._.““: 4 JMiaor Rosgil” 1E0UIY: ﬁ E Middleshrough
oRCﬁSSinver Enniskilen  / f'nrtadown Kircubhbin 29%&3? Calder Bridge Rydal, Mateby  Bawes et
Tedaynet o oL EBERS s Ravangl Holrroe s Thyvaite _Gunnersice Inglsky
Drumtlzard I Tynan yoRTHERN IRE Portaterry Hlass, 3 @ Levizham
; ) 5
= Tully Lisnaskea Mo‘raagban LAND ,,Arlzgllgxdpomt . nflsle % Bootle, Kendal® /Pet, askriog Calton sk Pickering,
4 58 atrick, Man e Ml 5 i
" Neto OHAGHAN ipwury? ,Viarrsrpditt " 3 o Mithiorpe UM T ED K VNG D.g.M ineton;
Ty U Dalby Duglas arrow-i urnessn Daton glet0n° Dugglely |
Cmsmag'e“' a R Ballaheg Ballasala ISLE*©$ L SEHEpngLann. Th o Fridaviiorpe
¢ ~Mundalk %, WALHET TEcAmbe Lire Gap H York “Bi
larranath o] Bizhap
Fig. 3
St .'!U}\Il'i ImLE t, i BRINDrIdge %
Pomt OF Mam -, Aﬁca;n in Furmsss, Ml\rrlhurpeo Eluckdgn Pt Tthko PIBRENNE AU e agh
(L Bnrrow |n°quness i’ ony R Easingwaly TAntringhatn, ==
Ballasalla o]0 of B “. ISLE‘ Elank Precambe. Settle o . @ Sherburp
WALN?; ¥ Wielburh Great .
- l ancaster oo Diriftield, ington
Fleetwood.ﬂ arstang % Harrngatg OYmk Hornsea
R eighley " -Market Wieighton teyen. &
'..‘ o] S. o Beuerley
" Prestony " e szl d‘l““ withernssa o
Thorngumbsid N
Southport” 3
I ri s h S e & g . .’ North 35ea
. ekl rmshy
_______________________________ __Cros T acel
R Amlwch - = Scawhy Marsh Chapa\w
Wﬁ?’“%ﬁ:’hkh’m ;l"nlyhe;d CO'W" Lierpodlg sp€a : sfloffiol® /e ®insborotgh Ao
Bay l:‘Rh}“l Retf o Mabléthorpe
o Y ord Lo
Valley Anglesey et 0 B 'W ﬁ( 2 g Chapel&
Mensi Bridie Elangnr U L2y 3 D S 0xF VMEOR gy - LEOnards o
Carnarvon st Chester v C esterfield » incoln histsh_ Skegness B
Pentre-Foslas Hon Frigk
Lianaelhaiarn Wreharty .ﬂ# . Heano? “Sutton-in-Ashfield "% P isinfieet
4 7 Blaghail YB (=1} Uit ND‘l‘l Benington Al Saints Sifth
Llangwnadl Ftestiniog B EnaidiEr fol g ingharn Hoston Wightori_> - EY Crnﬂ‘ve?"
% Feyneorth @, Olc Somerby
Bardsey Island ~ Rhiw Lianfachreth, Llangower | DT:Q'EES.&W& in Tnan,ty Metton . e srastt, Scunhorpe il
Arthog, Mty |anfsir S 1 Mowbr 1! SotSpaldlng KlngsLynn East Bllckhng
; [lgl=3 L
o Cammaes Road, Caereinicn Shigwsbu EHGLAHG, o re':e° o [Dereham “Catishall
atoligan T 7 Wi Wi oke
Baﬁ Machyrileth N:\?::;; Eh{’:"" Actor” e 7 Stanforty, .9 shck heb Ferry Nnrwic?oPDringland
erryd Burmell ile 9
Berystuyth, | Taljhart g o Tt i glf;?‘ Corby ®gPRerbfrough.  Fetwel 'Gastn LDwesioftn
St Harman . "Clun Birming .r ep® 4 ciiering hatteris™ Ely Thetf d.ShlmpI\ng Straﬂon Te®ies
Portrhycifendigaid_ o Bromfisld - e ) by CLLT O e stor Diss Leadfieley
Lianarth, Tregardn “orieton ; . Uil sieham :
- . arth 3 Rgyal ami'gton ) PWellingborough Cam?)ridge “’{9‘ Ed|.11unds Leistan,
S‘trum.é;.f@?-?‘eao’ cardican, LlanggminarcHVVELE Merthyr Burghill, 3 Worcesi.er ; ofthardptor Sancdy bertar g Elutlﬁ’!
oI 2 3 Haverhill fnswich
Fishauard” Dinas bergorlech OLIansDawel hLynog n‘%‘m uHereford ] Hetlow- 1 e . . (] Wongh‘rldge
PRI marther WALES Lidpsans GO RIche L etohworth faistean | o felixstowe
2 armartnen A e
Haverfmrdwes{ % Llandykie  Abergavenny Wt pintree oo Culchestér’
Her‘brands{on Mlltord Haven ;Laugharne oMerthyr Tyanil ° " Colefidrd 5 Coggeshall
’ it ki Panhmnal P i i BRuitnam Clacton-on-Sea
IKane a0 el Ce

ROYAL & |~
| SUNALLIANCE
40f 8

TruckPol is sponsored by




Each blue dot represents one or mor e reports of road freight crime
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Fig. 5

Fig. 6
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Crime Reports by Police Force Area

By Police Area
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Fig. 7

Police Forces who submitted less than 10 reports to TruckPol this quarter are not shown on Fig. 7

Emerging Trends

The new year has brought with it renewed crimina activity after a relatively quiet Christmas last year. Diversion and
infiltration deceptions are once again on the increase, particularly in London Docklands, but also in central and north
London, Watford and Luton where foreign lorry drivers waiting to deliver outside the consignee address are being targeted.
Drivers should be advised as a matter of policy that any requests to divert loads, no matter how plausible, should be
verified personally with their own or the consignee’ s transport office before loads are transferred vehicle-to-vehicle.

Organised thieves are clearly continuing to target vulnerable vehicles and their |oads out on the road and have even resorted
to bringing their own towing vehicle to steal atrailer load in an attempt to counter the use of tracking devices that may be
fitted to the victim’s own tractor unit. In January there was an attempted hijack of two lorries carrying high value loads on
the M57 near Whiston in Merseyside. Armed offenders had taken a number of preparatory actions including coning off
one lane of the dlip road to funnel the two lorries down into a bottleneck before forcing the vehicles to stop and pulling the
drivers from their cabs. The attempt was aborted on this occasion but clearly demonstrates the lengths to which criminals
will go to steal lorry loads. Also in January, a lorry was hijacked from Cherwell Valley Services. Again, the trailer was
disconnected and removed by the thieves using their own tractor unit.

Also on the increase appears to be the use of cars to attempt to flag down lorries on the move. A number of sightings of
suspicious vehicles have been reported to us this month, from the A90 in Stirling - where a car attempted to flag down a
lorry laden with cigarettes and acohol in suspicious circumstances - to the City of London, where a delivery van was
followed for sometime on itsrounds. In Wales, alorry driver travelling along the M4 near Cardiff reported a suspicious car
that braked suddenly in front of him in an attempt to cause him to stop. The passenger waved what is believed to have been
a handgun at the driver but after the lorry driver made it clear that he was not going to stop, the car sped off. Drivers should
be reminded that requests made by any other cars for them to pull over should be treated with caution and called in to the
transport office as soon asit is safe to do so.

Ignition keys continue to be left in vehicles, even in depots overnight. A rental lorry was stolen from West Thurrock after
the driver left keys in the ignition while he went round to the passenger side. The thief jumped in and drove off and
although the driver managed to open the door and challenge him, he was thrown clear as the vehicle swerved. This could so
easily have ended in tragedy as we have seen in the past and serves as a reminder to make sure drivers are encouraged to
remove he ignition keys when they get out of the vehicle.

Earlier concerns about container terminal PIN security and the vulnerability to computer ‘hackers seems to have been
largely unfounded. Following a lengthy investigation into container thefts from Southampton, the arrest of two men by
police officers working with an HMCE intelligence team have suggested that it is more likely to be attributable to corrupt
members of staff working within the despatch office.
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Four men from Liverpool were arrested in Gretna services lorry park in Scotland after a keen eyed security officer spotted
them cutting the curtain sides of a lorry parked up for the night. Interestingly, they were using a van which had been
furnished in the rear with three bunks, a small fridge and even a Playstation console. It is clear that they were prepared to
spend some time travelling and visiting a number of areas until they found a suitable load worth stealing.

Finaly, in Redditch, alert staff prevented the theft of afully laden trailer after they challenged two men in an orange tractor
unit. The two men, described as short, 506", one white, one black, had driven into the yard and were hitching up a trailer
when they were spotted. As staff made phone calls to check on their story, they drove off, leaving the trailer behind. This
may be the same team who stole a trailer from a yard in Redditch in February. Operators are reminded that unattended
loaded trailers are extremely vulnerable to theft, whether left on the street, trailer parks or even in operators' yards. It takes
less than 10 minutes to hitch up to an unprotected trailer and drive it away. By way of an example, in Berkshire this month,
atrailer of pharmaceuticals and chemicals was stolen from a yard after it was dropped off by a Belgian driver who then
collected an empty trailer for return. The value of the lossis estimated to be around £3.7 million.

Conclusion

Keen observers will have noticed that we have amended our offence type recording categories to bring them into line with
national crime recording standards and, it is hoped, provide a more meaningful analysis. In addition to hijacks, we now
record attempted hijacks, ‘ Theft’ has been renamed ‘ Theft of vehicle', *Jump ups have been renamed * Theft from vehicle’
and ‘Round the Corner’ has been renamed ‘Deception’. We have also included ‘ Theft (other)’ to reflect, amongst other
things, thefts of diesel from bulk containers, and ‘Miscellaneous' for the rare occasion where none of the categories apply.
A full description is given at Appendix A. We will aso continue to review our property classifications to make the data we
record more meaningful.

Unfortunately, it is clearly still far too easy to steal vehicles and loads. | cannot understate the importance and effectiveness
of the working relationship TruckPol has built with industry stakeholders over the last two years, sharing intelligence and
pooling resources to combat road freight crime. Preventing crime before it happens remains our main priority and through
accurate analysis of data, we are able to provide a picture of who is stealing from the industry, together with how, where
and when. Armed with that information, target hardening and crime reduction measures can be taken to create safer
working environments and appropriate resources directed against criminal organisations who are looking to exploit
vulnerabilities of freight out on the open roads.

Contacting TruckPal

If you want to contact TruckPol you can do so at 07000 878 257 or at the following numbers

Office: +44 (0) 20 7230 7775
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7230 7774
Email: truckpol @met.pnn.police.uk
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Appendix A

Road Freight Crimeisrecorded in six categories.

Hijack

Attempted Hijack

Theft of vehicle

Theft from vehicle

Theft (other)

Attempted Theft

Deception

Warehouse

occasions Where force or violence is used or threatened against a driver and the vehicle is stolen
with or without aload.

occasions where violence is used or threatened in an attempt to steal a vehicle or load but the
crime is not completed

occasions where a vehicle with or without aload is stolen and no force is used or threatened

occasions where a load, part load or property is stolen from a vehicle and no force is used or
threatened. Previously classified as jump up.

any theft which does not fall into the above category (ie theft of fuel from storage tank)

relates to attempts to sted the vehicle and/or |oad but where suspects are unable due to complete
the theft.

relates to deceptions where drivers are deceived into delivering elsewhere than to the intended
destination. Previoudly classified as ‘round the corner’.

burglaries of commercia premiseswhere LGV isused to facilitate the removal of property
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