
Non-reporting has climbed 
steadily over the years. In 2011, 
Statistics SA reported that 
36,3% of stock theft cases were 
not reported, and in 2012, this 
number rose to 40,1%. In 2014, 
64,4% of stock theft incidences 
were not reported, and in 2015 
this number stood at 67,7%.

Reasons foR not 
RepoRting the cRime
The following are some reasons 
why stock theft is not reported: 
• 31,8% of cases are not reported 
because farmers distrust the 
capacity of the SAPS to recover 
stolen stock or prosecute 
the case successfully. This 
response is understandable, 
as only 4% of victims are 
informed that an arrest has 
been made, or that stolen 
livestock have been recovered.
• 30,2% of victims believe 
that it is not an important 
enough crime to report. 
• 11,8% of victims employ other 
methods to resolve the crime, 
such as reporting the crime to 
their neighbourhood watch. This 
is particularly prevalent in poorer 
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Willie Clack, chairperson 
of the national Stock 
Theft Prevention Forum, 
discusses why up to 
68% of livestock theft 
incidences are not 
reported to the  
SA Police Service.

Stock theft: always report it!

determining the extent of 
South Africa’s livestock 
theft is particularly 

difficult as available statistics 
and information are often 
confusing and senseless. This 
is according to Willie Clack, 
chairperson of the national 
Stock Theft Prevention Forum.

While ‘updated’ statistics 
released by the South African 
Police Service (SAPS) on 
29 September 2016 suggest 
that the crime is declining, 
Clack says that up to 68% of all 
livestock theft incidences are not 
reported, putting a question mark 
behind this reported decline.

Yet, despite the numerous 
reasons for not reporting 
livestock theft, Clack stresses 
that the only solution to the 
problem is for farmers to report 
all incidences to the SAPS.

essential foR planning
According to the SAPS, the 
reason for the difference between 
current and previous crime 
statistics is that ‘unfounded’ 
(baseless) cases were removed 
from the system. But Clack 
argues that unfounded 
cases take as much time to 
investigate as genuine cases. 
They therefore remain an 
important factor in planning 
the criminal justice system, 
developing policies, and 
appointing police officers. 
Simply put, if stock theft is 
shown to have decreased, 
this will affect the number 
of detectives assigned to 
livestock theft units. 
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rural communities, which have a 
high sense of community justice. 
• In 8,8% of cases, the SAPS was 
not available or reachable in order 
for the victims to report the crime.
• The livestock of many farmers 
is uninsured, as insurers either do 
not provide this type of insurance, 
or it is very expensive. An 
insurance claim requires a police 
case number; if a farmer has not 
taken out insurance and has little 
confidence the crime will be solved 
anyway, he is unlikely to report it.
• Victims who have not marked 
their animals in accordance 
with Section 7 of the Animal 
Identification Act No. 6 of 
2002 may fear being fined. 
These victims are also aware 
that reclaiming unidentified 
livestock is problematic.
• A victim may be unsure of the 
exact number of missing stock. 
• Some farmers believe that 
reporting a stock theft incident is 
senseless as it may be impossible 
to prove, or because the time lapse 
between the theft’s occurrence 
and its detection is too great. 
• Phone the RPO on 012 349 1102/1103  
or email rpo@lantic.net.


