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PREFACE 

This report is the result of a study performed by the 

Operational Analysis Section of the Department of the 

California Highway Patrol in response to Senate Resolution 

18 by Senator Walsh which was adopted by the Senate on 

March 6, 1973 (Annex A). The study was to include all 

tncid~nts of crimes perpetrated by hitchhikers, crimes 

committed by other persons where the hitchhiker is the 

victim and accidents caused by a vehicle in the process of 

picking up or discharging a hitchhiker on a freeway or at 

a freeway ramp. 

The study was possible only through the generous cooperation 

of California's local law enforcement agencies. Especial 

thanks are given to the Los Angeles Police Department and 

the California Department of Justice for providing informa-

tioD upon which to base the estimate of the proportion of 

crimes which are related to hitchhiking . 
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I. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

Hitchhikers were involved in an estimated 0.26% of the 

accidents and 0.63% of the crimes in California during the 

study period. 

Hitchhikers were involved in an estimated 397 accidents 

during the six month study period of which 61 were reported 

as part of this study. 

There were an estimated 2,828 reported major crimes involving 

hitchhikers during the study period of which 435 were reported 

as part of the study. 

Hitchhikers were more likely to be victims (71.7%) than 

perpetrators (28.3%) of major crimes. 

Hitchhiker characteristics were fairly consistent whether 

they were victims of crimes, involved in accidents or 

suspects of crimes. The average age was about 21 years old, 

with females around 19 years old and males around 22 years 

old. 

Between 9% and 12% of all hitchhikers were female. 
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Female hitchhikers were seven to ten times more likely to be 

victims of crimes than males. 

About 80% of the crimes against female hitchhikers were sex 

related. 

Very few sex crimes were perpetrated by hitchhikers. 

The other party involved in a hitchhiker related crime was 

a motor vehicle driver in 95% of the cases. 

The average age of the other party involved with hitchhikers 

in crimes and accidents was 28 years. 

It is estimated that between 9% and 12% of all drivers who 

picked up hitchhikers were females. 
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II. INTRODUCTION 

At first glance, hitchhiking appears to be a desirable mode 

of transportation. It provides transportation to practically 

any place in the United States for people who might not 

otherwise be able to afford to go. In addition, it provides 

a system of emergency transportation for motorists whose 

cars become disabled. There is presently a shortage of 

gasoline which may become increasingly severe. Hitchhiking 

would be a way to increase the efficiency of automotive 

transportation. 

Our society has generally discouraged hitchhiking through 

laws and persuasion. It is felt that a great deal of crime 

is associated with hitchhiking. Cases of crimes by or upon 

hitchhikers are often seen in newspapers. Obviously, when 

a person is inside a vehicle with a stranger, he is espe­

cially vulnerable and has restricted his chance to flee or 

call for help. 

The purpose of this report is to describe the types of 

crimes and accidents which involve hitchhikers; and to 

estimate the importance of the problem relative to the 

total problem of crimes and accidents in California. 

Questions to be answered ir.~lude the following: 
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What fraction of all crimes or accidents involve hitchhikers? 

What fraction of hitchhiker trips result in crimes or 

accidents? 

What are the nature and seriousness of crimes involving 

hitchhikers? 

Are hitchhikers more likely to be perpetrators or victims 

of crimes? 

What are the characteristics of the hitchhikers involved? 

What are the characteristics of the drivers or other 

persons involved? 

The present study provides extensive information about the 

last four of these questions, but can furnish only crude 

estimates for the first two. 

Data were collected from special reports submitted for the 

period May 1, 1973 through October 31, 1973. 

-4-

III. DATA 

Data were gathered from all Field Commands of the Highway 

Patrol. In addition, cooperation was requested from the 

chiefs of all police departments and sheriffs of all counties 

in California. Law enforcement agencies were asked to 

respond to six questions and to send a copy of their crime 

or accident report to the Department in certain cases 

involving hitchhikers. The crimes selected were those 

offenses the suspect committed for which the law enforcement 

officer did, or would, place the suspect in custody_ Reports 

on all traffic accidents involving hitchhikers were also 

requested. Hitchhikers were defined as those people who 

were actively soliciting rides as their sole mode of trans-

portation. Pedestrians not soliciting rides and persons 

who were temporarily pedestrians because their cars had 

broken down were specifically excluded. Copies of the -' 
letters and forms soliciting cooperation are included in 

Annex B. 

The reports returned included violations of various legal 

codes for minor offenses which did not involve a victim. 

These cases were separated from the more serious offenses 

and were classified as "victimless crimes" even though not 
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all the violations were crimes. For example, 21 Cases were 

reported in which a hitchhiker was taken into custody for 

not having identification (40302 eVe). 

Most of the local police departments and sheriffs offices 

cooperated in the study. Some agencies declined to parti­

cipate because of lack of funds. Establishing a well 

controlled statewide reporting system is expensive, diffi­

cult and time consuming as this Department has learned in 

developing the existing stolen vehicle ~nd accident 

reporting systems. The lack of funds and limited time 

reduced the ability to create a system which could collect 

all hitchhiker related crimes and collisions. 

"Hitchhiker" is not one of the usually reported categories 

of parties involved in crimes or accidents. The larger 

agencies had to establish special channels, which probably 

involved several persons, to watch for possible hitchhiker 

involvement. Many of the crimes involving hitchhikers were 

probably missed in these large agencies due to systemic 

problems. 

Small agencies would have only one person watching for 

hitchhiker crimes or accidents. Such agencies would be 

expected to have no cases or only a few. It would be 
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difficult to remember to watch for hitchhiker involvement 

in all crime and accident reports for the whole six month 

study period. Therefore, although such agencies would not 

individually have systemic problems, the overall effect 

would be similar to that of the large agencies. 

It is felt that the factors determining which reports were 

submitted were ranciom and there is no reason to believe that 

the data sent to us do not form a representative sample of 

the total crimes and accidents involving hitchhikers. It is 

concluded that the proportions involved in the classifications 

of crimes accidents and hitchhiker characteristics in the , 
sample are very similar to those which actually occurred in 

all such crimes and accidents in the State during this 

period. 

There is no straightforward way to estimate the fraction of . 
crimes which were reported to us from the data received. 

However, some additional information exists in published 

reports which will allow a rough estimate of the total 

number of hitchhiker related crimes during the study period. 
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IV. DATA RECEIVED 

The 662 reports received from the law enforcement agencies 

were categorized as follows: 

TABLE 1 

Category 

Crimes by Hitchhiker with Victim 

Crimes by Hitchhiker without Victim 

Crimes Where a Hitchhiker was Victim 

Accidents Involving a Hitchhiker 

Unclassified 

TOTAL 

Number of Reports 

123 

152 

312 

61 

14 

662 

The reports were received from 106 different agencies 

(Annex C). A few agencies reported that they had no 

hitchhiker involved crimes or accidents and it is assumed 

that most of the agencies which did not respond also had no 

qualifying cases. 

As explained in Sections VIII and IX, the above figures 

were multiplied by 6.5 to arrive at the following estimates 

of the total reported accidents and crimes which occurred 

during the study period: 
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TABLE 2 

ESTIMATE OF NUMBER OF REPORTED 
HITCHHIKER CRIMES AND ACCIDENTS 

MAY - OCTOBER '1973 

Category Number of Reports 

Crimes by Hitchhiker with Victim 

Crimes by Hitchhiker without Victim 

Crimes Where a Hitchhiker was Victim 

Accidents Involving a Hitchhiker 

-10-

800 

988 

2,028 

397 

V. CHARACTERISTICS OF HITCHHIKERS 

Tables 3, 4 and 5 show the age, sex and length of trip the 

hitchhiker was takingo The data for the accident victims 

is probably the most representative of all hitchhikers 

although great similarity exists among all four categories o 

Table 3 shows the percentage of hitchhikers by age group by 

categoryo Nearly half of the hitchhiker crime victims were ..,. 

in the 15 to 19 year old category, The victimless crime 

suspects had a similar though slightly older distribution o 

The hitchhikers who committed crimes against victims were 

2 years older (23 years) on the average with nearly half in 

the 20 - 24 year old bracket. The accident victims were an 

average of 22 years of ageo 
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TABLE 3 

PERCENTAGE OF HITCHHIKERS IN 
AGE GROUPS BY ACTIVITY 

Crime Suspect 

Crime Against Accident 
Age Victim Person Victimless Victim 

0-14 5.32 0.86 9.27 1.64 

15-19 49.17 19.83 42.38 21.31 

20-24 26.58 46 055 23.18 24.59 

25-34 9.97 25.00 13.25 8.20 

35-44 1.66 1072 2.65 3.28 

45-54 1 099 0 066 

55 and Over 1.66 

N. S. 3.65 6.04 8.61 40.98 

TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100 000 

Average Age 21 yrs 23 yrs 21 yrs 22 yrs 

Table 4 shows the percentage distribution between sexes 

by categoryo For males, the category of hitchhiker crime 

suspects had the highest fraction. For females, the cate-

gory of crime victims had the highest fraction. 'llhis is 

accounted for by the fact that females were over represented 

in sex crimes. The females are probably also over repre-

sented in the victimless crimes as runaways. The 10% and 

12% females in the remaining two categories probably repre-

sents the fraction of all hitchhikers who are females. 

TABLE 4 

PERCENTAGE OF MALE AND FEMALE 
HITCHHIKERS BY ACTIVITY 

Crime Suspect 

Crime Against Accident 
Sex Victim Person Victimless Victim ----

Male 49.83 86.21 74.83 85.24 

Female 48.84 12.07 22.52 9.84 

NoS. 1.33 1.72 2.65 4.92 

TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Table 5 shows the percentage of trip distances by category. 

The length of trips was usually longer for ~he hitchhiker 

suspects of victimless crimes. There is an apparent 

weighting toward shorter trips for the hitchhiker suspects 

in crimes with victims. This probably reflects the fact 

that many were hitchhiking to find a victim and really had 

no destination in mind. A similar weighting toward short 

trips for the hitchhiker victims is an indication that most 

of the crimes occurred in cities and most of the hitchhikers 

in cities are on short trips. 
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TABLE 5 

PERCENTAGE OF HITCHHIKER TRIPS IN 
DISTANCE CATEGORIES BY ACTIVITY 

Crime Suspect 

Distance Crime Against 
(Miles) Victim Person Victimless 

0- 2.9 40.53 43.97 7.95 

3.0- 5.9 6.65 8.62 1.32 

6.0- 9.9 3.32 3.45 

10.0- 19.9 9.30 6.03 2.65 

20,0- 49.9 8.97 3.45 6.62 

50.0-149.9 5.98 3.45 13.25 

150.0-499.9 7.64 5.17 18.54 

500 and Over 5.65 6.03 21.19 

N.S. 11.96 19.83 28.48 

TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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Accident 
Victim 

26.23 

4.92 

3.28 

4.92 

3.28 

6.56 

1.64, 

6.5f; 

42.61 

100.00 

VI. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE OTHER INVOLVED PARTY 

Tables 6, 7, 8 and 9 show the age and sex of the other 

involved party, his relationship to the hitchhiker and the 

type of vehicle involved in the incident. All the data 

show close similarities. No other parties than the hitch-

hiker were involved in the victimless crimes. 

Table 6 shows that the other parties were older on the 

average than were the hitchhikers (see Table 3). A two way 

classification of the age of hitchhiker by age of the other 

involved party did not show a significant relationship. 

Evidently, hitchhiker suspects did not select victims 

according to age. In contrast to the hitchhiker suspects, 

the driver suspects were younger than the driver victims. 

The driver suspects' average age was 27 years compared to 

30 years for both crime and accident victims. The distri-

butions in the crime and accident victim categories were 

probably representative of all drivers who give rides to 

hitchhikers. 
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Age 

0-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-54 

TABLE 6 

PERCENTAGE OF OTHER PARTIES 
IN EACH AGE GROUP 

Crime 
Victim 

13.79 

Crime 
Suspect 

0.33 

10.97 

33,22 

33,22 

8.97 

55 and OVer 

25,00 

21.55 

9.48 

10,35 

3 0 45 

16.38 

2.66 

1.66 

8.97 N,S. 

TOTAL 100.00 100,00 

Average Age 30 yrs 27 yrs 

Accident 
Victim 

11.48 

24.59 

19.67 

19,67 

8,20 

1,64 

14075 

100.00 

30 yrs 

Table 7 shows that most of the drivers and other involved 

parties were males. Nearly all (98.01%) of those who were 

crime suspects were males. The other two categories are 

very similar to corresponding data for hitchhikers (Table 

4). Again, the data for crime and accident victims probably 

represents the approximate proportions between sexes of the 

PGople who give rides to hitchhikers which are about 87% 

male and 12% female. 
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Sex 

Male 

Female 

N,S, 

TOTAL 

TABLE 7 

PERCENTAGE OF MALE AND FEMALE 
OTHER PARTIES 

Crime 
Victims 

87.93 

12,07 

100.00 

Crime 
Suspect 

98.01 

0.33 

1.66 

100,00 

Accident 
Victims 

85.24 

9.84 

4.92 

100.00 

Table 8 shows that the other involved party was nearly 

always a driver with only about 5% in all other categories. 

TABLE 8 

WHAT WAS OTHER PARTY INVOLVED IN CRIME 
(PERCENTAGE) 

Parties 

Auto Driver 

Auto Passenger 

Other Hitchhiker 

Other 

TOTAL 

Crime 
Victim 

96,55 

0.86 

2.59 

100.00 

-17-

Crime 
Suspect 

92,03 

3.65 

1.33 

2.99 

100.00 



the veh icle involved was usually an auto­Table 9 shows that 

dr ~ver was either a victim or a suspect mobile whether the ~ 

in a crime. k and other vehicles Trucks, trailers, pic ups 

contributed only about 17% to the total. 

TABLE 9 

PERCENTAGE OF TYPES OF 
VEHICl,ES INVOLVED IN CRIME 

~ of Vehicle 

Car 

Pickup/Truck 

Van/Panel 

Camper 

Trailer 

Large Truck 

Other 

No Vehicle 

N.S. 

TOTAL 

Crime 
Victim 

82.'76 

6.90 

2.58 

0.86 

2.59 

0.86 

3.45 

100.00 
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Crime 
Suspect 

81.73 

4.98 

3.99 

1.66 

4.65 

2.99 

100.00 

1 i 
; , 

VII. ANALYSIS OF CRIMES AND ACCIDENTS 

A. Time Relationships 

Tables 10 through 13 show the percentages of crimes and 

accidents for each time period of the day by day of week. 

The tables for each of the four categories are similar 

with fewer incidents in the morning and more in the 

afternoon and evening. One would expect relatively 

little hitchhiking in the evening and so this increase 

in crimes and accidents might represent a sUbstantial 

increase in danger for that period. 

Table 10 shows a pronounced peak around midnight for 

crimes by hitchhikers. More crimes occurred on 

Wednesdays and Saturdays, but the differences in day of 

week could arise from counting errors generated by the 

fact that many crimes occurred around midnight. A few 

minutes difference could cause the crime to be counted 

on a different day. The times of the crimes were not 

reported in over 34% of the cases. 

-19-
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, 
TABLE 10 

PERCENTAGE OF CRIMES BY HITCHHIKERS IN EACH TIME PERIOD 

TIME OF DAY BY DAY OF WEEK 

Time of Day 

Day of 0000- 0300- 0600- 0900- 1200- 1500- 1800- 2100- Not 
Week 0259 0559 0859 1159 1459 1759 2059 2359 Stated Total ----

Monday 0,86 1.72 0.86 0,86 1.72 0.86 6.03 12.93 

Tuesday 1. 72 1. 72 1.72 0.86 6.03 3.45 15,52 

Wednesday 4.31 0,86 1. 72 1.72 3.45 5,17 17.24 

Thursday 0.86 3.45 5.17 3.45 12.93 
..• f. ... 

Friday 1.72 1. 72 6.90 10.,35 

Saturday 5.17 2.59 1.72 3.45 5,17 18,10 

Sunday 4.31 0.86 1.72 0.86 0.86 3.45 12,07 

N.S, 0.86 0.86 

TOTAL 18.11 3,45 5.17 0.86 7.76 3,45 5,17 21.55 34.48 100.00 

In Table 11, victimless crimes by hitchhikers show the 

same sort of minimum activity in the morning. Afternoon 

and night activity is spread outo 
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TABLE 11 

PERCENTAGE OF VICTIMLESS CRIMES BY HITCHHIKERS 
IN EACH TIME PERIOD 

TIME OF DAY BY DAY O~ WEEK 

Time of Day 

Day of 0000- 0300- 0600- 0900- 1200- 1500- 1800- 2100- Not 
Week 0259 0559 0859 1159 1459 1759 2059 2359 Stated Total 

Monday 0.66 0.66 2.65 3.31 1.32 1.99 1.99 12,58 

Tuesday 2.65 0.66 0.66 1. 99 0.66 2.65 2.65 1,32 0.66 13,91 

'ri'ldnesday 1.32 0.66 1.32 0.66 1. 99 1.32 1.32 1.99 0.66 11.26 

Th<lrsday 4.64 0.66 0.66 1,32 3.31 2.65 1.32 14.57 

Friday 1.32 0.66 2.65 3.97 1.32 2.65 0.66 13,24 

Saturday 0.66 1.32 2.65 1.99 1.32 0,66 1.32 9.93 

Sunday 

N.S. 

TOTAL 

0.66 0.66 2.65 1.32 1. 99 4.64 .3.31 2.65 1.32 19.21 

5.30 5.30 

11.92 5.30 7.29 13.24 7.95 18.54 13,91 13.24 8.61 100.00 

Table 12 shows that crimes in which a male hitchhiker 

was a victim reached a peak around midnight and a minimum 

around 9 aom. The crimes against females, which were 

predominantly sex related, reached a maximum around 

5 porno although they seem more evenly distributed than 

crimes against males o They also reached a minimum 

around 9 aomo The distribution by day of week is fairly 

uniform, although slightly more crimes occurred to males 

on Saturday and Sunday while Tuesdays, Wednesdays and 

Sundays were the highest days for females. The pattern 

does not seem significant. 
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Day of 
Week 

Monday 

Tuesday 

TABLE 12 

PERCENTAGE OF CRIMES IN EACH TIME PERIOD 
IN WHICH A HITCHHIKER WAS VICTIM 

TIME OF DAY BY DAY OF WEEK BY SEX 

MALE 

Time of Day 

0000- 0300- 0600- 0900- 1200- 1500- 1800- 2100- Not 
0259 0559 0859 1159 1459 1759 2059 2359 Stated Total 

1.01 0.67 0.34 1.35 2.02 1.01 

1.01 0.34 0,34 

Wednesday 1.01 0.34 0.34 

1.01 0.34 0.34 2.36 0.67 

0,34 0.34 0.67 1.68 1.01 

1.35 1.01 1.35 1.01 

6.40 

6.40 

5.72 

Thursday 

Friday 

Saturday 

Sunday 

N.S. 

TOTAL 

Day of 
Week 

Monday 

Tuesday 

1.35 0.34 

1.01 0.67 0.34 0.34 

1.35 1.68 0.34 

1.68 1.68 1.01 0.34 

0,34 0.34 1.01 1.68 0.34 

1.01 1.01 0.34 3.03 0.34 

0.34 1.35 1.68 0.67 1.01 

0.34 0.34 

6.40 

6.06 

9.09 

9.77 

0.67 

8.42 5.72 2.02 1.35 4.38 5.72 7.74 11.79 3.37 50.51 

FEMALE 

Time of Day 

0000- 0300- 0600- 0900- 1200- 1500- 1800- 2100- Not 
0259 0559 ~ 1159 1459 1759 2059 2359 Stated Total 

0.67 0.34 0,34 

1.35 0,67 

2.36 0.67 0.34 0.67 1.01. 6.40 

0.34 3,03 1.01 2.02 0,34 8.76 

Wednesday 0,34 0,34 0,34 1,68 2,02 0,67 2.36 0,34 8,08 

5.72 

5,72 

Thursday 

Friday 

Saturday 

Sunday 

N,S, 

TOTAL 

0,67 

1,01 0,67 

1,01 1,01 

0,34 0,34 1.68 0.34 0,34 2.02 

0,67 0.67 2,02 0.34 0,34 

0.34 0,34 1.35 0,34 1,01 1,01 

1,01 1,68 0,34 0,67 0,34 0,34 1.35 1.68 0.34 

0,67 

6.40 

7.74 

0.67 

6,06 4,38 1,34 2,35 7,41 10,44 4,38 9.76 3.37 49.49 
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Table 13 shows that the accidents involving hitchhikers 

followed the same sort of pattern in time of day although 

with an even less pronounced maximum in evening and 

minimum around 4 a,m. Tuesdays had the least accidents 

and Sundays the most. The Sunday accidents were con­

centrated in the early morning and may have been related 

to Saturday night activity. 

Day of 
Week 

Monday 

Tuesday 

TABLE 13 

PERCENTAGE OF ACCIDENTS INVOLVING HITCHHIKERS 
IN EACH TIME PERIOD 

BY TIME OF DAY BY DAY OF WEEK 

Time of Day 

0000- 0300- 0600- 0900- 1200- 1500- 1800- 2100- Not 
0259 0559 0859 1159 1459 1759 2059 2359 Stated Total 

4,92 3,28 1,64 1,64 1,64 13.11 

1.64 1.64 1,64 4.92 

Wednesday 3.28 1,64 4.92 1.64 

1.64 

3.28 

4.92 1.64 4.92 

9,84 

14.76 

13.11 

13,11 

Thursday 

Friday 

Saturday 

Sunday 

N,S, 

TOTAL 

1,64 4.92 

6.56 3,28 

3.28 3.28 3.28 3.28 

4.92 1.64 3,28 

1.64 4.92 1.64 

1.64 

1~.40 

18.03 

18.03 4,92 9.84 8.20 8.20 19.67 14.75 14.75 1.64 100,00 
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B. Types of Crimes in Which the Hitchhiker Was a Victim 

Tables 14 through 18 show the relationships between type 

of crime, weapon used, victim's injury, age, sex and the 

distance of the trip on which the crime occurred, when 

the hitchhiker was the victim. The figures are based 

on a sample of 301 cases. Annex E gives the Penal Code 

violations included in each of the categories. When 

violations of several sections were charged, the crime 

was categorized by the crime which seemed most descrip-

tive of the motive or most serious. 

Crimes in this category were almost evenly divided 

between sexes. An estimate of the prop9rtion of female 

hitchhikers' can be made if one assumes that robberies 

and thefts were equally likely against females and that 

females were equally likely to be involved in accidents 

and victimless crimes. The data then suggests that 

between 9% and 12% of the hitchhikers were females' and 

that they were between seven and ten times as likely to 

be crime victims. Nearly all the crimes against females 

were sex related. Even those classified as assaults or 

kidnappings often appeared to have sex as a motive. 

Over half the crimes against males were robberies. 

Assaults accounted for the next largest category and 

-24-
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then thefts. The kidnappings were more the nature of 

assaults and harassments than pure kidnappings. The 

crimes classified as rapes of males were actually 

violations of the sex perversion sections of the 

California Penal Code. 

Table 14 shows that the male victims were older (23 years) 

than the females (19 years) on the average. There was 

no apparent relationship between age and type of crime 

after accounting for sex related differences. 
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TABLE 14 

PERCENTAGE OF CRIMES IN WHICH THE HITCHHIKER WAS VICTIM 

AGE OF HITCHHIKER BY TYPE OF CRI~m 

Type of Crime 

Theft 

Robbery 

Assault 

Kidnap 

Rape 

Attempted Rape 

MALE 

Age of Hitchhiker 

0-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 

1.35 

0.34 11.45 

0.34 

0,34 

0.67 

3.03 

0.67 

1.35 

. --

2.02 

8,42 

3.03 

0,34 

0.67 

0.34' 0.34 

4.38 1.01 

0.34 

0.67 

1.35 

Molesting Children 1.01 1.01 

Indecent Exposure 

Other 

TOTAL 

Type of Crime 

Theft 

Robbery 

Assault 

Kidnap 

Rape 

,A ttempted Rape 

2,02 

2.69 20.88 14.48 

0.34 

5.39 1.35 2.02 

FEMALE 

Age of Hitchhiker 

0-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 

0,67 

0,34 

1,01 

2.36 

1.68 

1,01 14,14 

0.67 6.40 

1.01 0.34 

1.01 0.67 

1.01 

5.72 

2.36 

1.35 

1.01 

1.35 

0.34 

Molesting Children 0.34 0.67 

Indecent Exposure 

Other 

TOTAL 

0.34 

1.35 

1.35 0,34 

2.69 28.96 12.12 4.71' 0.34 

-26-

55 and 
Over 

1. 68 

1.68 

55 and 
Over 

N .. S. Total 

0.34 5,05 

0.67 29.29 

0.67 

0,34 

7.07 

1.35 

3.03 

2.02 

2.70 

2.02 50,51 

N.S. Total 

0.34 

0.67 

2.36 

4.71 

4.38 

0.34 22.22 

10.77 

1.01 

1.35 

2.02 

0.67 49.49 

Table 15 shows that the distances the hitchhikers were 

travelling when the crime occurred were similar between 

sexes. Trip lengths varied from less than a mile to 

several thousand miles. The females were on slightly 

longer trips (112 miles) on the average than the males 

(103 miles), although the majority of trips were under 

six miles for both sexes. There is no apparent relation-

ship between distance and type of crime. 

Type of Crime 

Theft 

Robbery 

Assault 

Kidnap 

Rape 

Attempted Rape 

MoleSting Children 

Indecent Exp0>lure 

OthOl' 

TOTAL 

Type of Crime 

Theft 

Robbery 

Assualt 

Kidnap 

Rape 

Attempted Rape 

Molesting Children 

Indecent Exposure 

Other 

TOTAL 

~ 
1,01 

10.10 

4.38 

1.68 

1.68 

0.34 

19.20 

TABLE 15 

PERCENTAGE OF CRIMES IN WHICII TilE IIITCIIIIIKER WAS VICTIM 

DISTANCE HITCIII!IKER WAS TRAVELLING IlY TYPE OF CRIME 

MALE 

Distance (Miles) 

10.0- 20,0-
~~~~ 

50.0- 150.0-
~~ 

0.34 

1.01 

0.34 

0.34 

0.34 

0,34 

2.69 

1.35 

0.67 

2.02 

3.03 

0.34 

0.67 

0.34 

0.34 

0.34 

5.05 

FEMALE 

2.02 

0.67 

!1.69 

1.01 

0.67 

0.34 

0.67 

2.69 

Distance (Miles) 

1.01 

3.70 

0.3,1 

0.34 

0.34 

5.73 

500.0 and 
~_ N.S, Total 

0,67 

1.35 

2.02 

1.01 5,05 

6.06 29.29 

0.67 

0.34 

0.34 

7.0t 

1.35 

3.03 

2.02 

2,70 

8.42 50.51 

10.0- 20.0- 50.0- 150.0- 500.0 and 
0-2.9 ~ 6.0-9.9 19.9 49.9 149.9 499.9 Over N.S. Total 

0.34 

2.02 

2.36 

2.02 

8.08 

3.70 

0.67 

0.67 

0.67 

20.54 

0.34 

0.34 

1.68 

1.01 

0.34 

0.34 

4.04 

1.01 

0.34 

1.34 

0.67 

0.67 

1.35 

1.35 

0.34 

4.38 
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0.67 

2.69 

2.36 

0.34 

0.34 

6.40 

0.34 

0.67 

1.35 

1.01 

3.36 

0.67 

0.34 

1,01 

0.34 

0.34 

0,34 

0.34 

2,69 

4.04 

0.34 

0.67 

2.36 

4.71 

4.38 

2.69 22.22 

1.01 10.77 

0.34 1.01 

1.35 

2.02 

4.38 40.49 



-------------~---~~-

Table 16 shows that only about one-third of the crimes 

resulted in physical injuryo One of the two fatal cases 

was reported to us as a homicide without further details. 

The rape fatality was a case in which a male and female 

hitchhiker both were knifed and shot by a man and for 

which the suspect was charged with murder, rape and 

robberyo The serious injury category was most common 

in assault if there were any injuries. Robberies 

resulted in a smaller percentage of serious injuries. 

The rape cases were most likely to result in minor 

abrasions if any injury was inflicted. 
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TABLE 16 

PERCENTAGE OF CRIMES IN WHICH THE HITCHHIKER WAS VICTIM 

EXTENT OF INJURY BY TYPE OF CRIME 

Type of Crime 

Theft 

Robbery 

Assault 

Kidnap 

Rape 

A t'tempted Rape 

Molesting Children 

Indecent Exposure 

Other 

TOTAL 

Type of Crime 

Theft 

Robbery 

Assault 

Kidnap 

Rape 

Attempted Rape 

Molesting ChilarAn 

. Indecent Exposure 

Other-' 

TOTAL 

MALE 

Extent of Injury 

Visible Minor Complaint No 
Fatal Wounds Abrasion of Pain Injury ~ Total 

... --

0,34 

0.34 

5.39 

3,03 

0,34 

8.75 

3,37 

2,69 

1.01 

7,07 

FEMALE 

1,01 

1,01 

Extent of Inj ury 

4,38 0,67 5,05 

17,85 1,68 29,29 

1,35 

1,35 

1,68 

2,02 

2.36 

7,07 

1.35 

3,03 

2,02 

2.70 

30,98 2.36 50,51 

Visible Mino)' Complaint No 
Fatal Wou.nds Abrasion of Pain Inj ury N. S. Total 

0.34 

0.34 

0.34 

1,01 

1.68 

2.36 

1,01 

6.39 

0,34 

1,68 

1.01 

4,04 

2,36 

9,43 
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0,34 

1,68 

0,34 

2.36 

0,34 0.34 0.67 

1.35 0.34 2,36 

1.68 4.71 

1,35 0.34 4,38 

13.80 

7.07 

1,01 

1.35 

2.02 

22.22 

10.77 

1 •. 01 

1..35 

2.02 

29,96 1,01 49.49 



Table 17 shows that weapons other than hands and feet TABLE 17 

were used in fewer than half the crimes. Robberies PERCENTAGE OF CRIMES IN WHICH THE HITCHHIKER WAS VICTIM 

WEAPONS USED BY TYPE OF CRIME 

accounted for the highest percentages of gun and knife MALE 

use. Weapons were used less often in the crimes against Weapons 

females. Guns used often (18.18%) than knives 
Hand -or 

~ were more Type of Crime None Foot ~ ~ Gun other ~ 

(13.80%). 
Theft 3.70 0.67 0.67 5.05 

Robbery 4.71 6.06 6.73 1.35 8.42 1.01 1.01 29.29 

Assault 0.34 4.71 0.67 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 7,07 

Kidnap 0.34 0.34 0.67 1.35 

il:ape 0.67 0.67 0,67 1.01 3.03 

Attempted Rape 

Molesting Children 1.35 0,34 0.34 2.02 

-Indecent Exposure 

Other 2.36 0.34 2.70 

TOTAL 13.13 12.80 8.08 1.68 10.44 2.36 2.02 50.51 

FEMALE 

Weapons 

Hand or N.S. Total 
Type of Crime None Foot Knife ~ ~ Other 

Theft 0.34 
0.34 0.67 

Robbery 0.34 0.67 0.67 0.67 2.36 

Assault 1.68 1.01 0.34 0.34 1,01 0,34 4.71 

Kidnap 1.35 1.35 0.34 1.35 4.38 

8.08 5.39 2.36 1.01 4.04 0.67 0.67 22.22 
Rape 

Attempted Rape 5,39 3.03 1.68 0.34 0.34 10.77 

1.01 
Molesting Children 1.01 

Indecent Exposure 1.01 0.34 1.35 

1.35 0,34 0.34 
2.02 

Other 

20.20 11.45 5.72 1.35 7.74 1.68 1,35 49,49 
TOTAL 
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Table 18 shows the relationship between the number of 

hitchhiker victims travelling together and the number 

of suspects involved in crimes. Just under half of the 

cases occurred with an assault by a single suspect on a 

single victim. About one-fourth of the cases were per­

petrated by two suspects on one victim. Nine percent 

of the cases had three suspects and one victim. No 

other combinations accounted for over 5% of the cases. 

TABLE 18 

CRIMES IN WHICH THE HITCHHIKER WAS VICTIM 

PERCENT OF VICTIMS BY NUMBER OF SUSPECTS 

Number of Hitchhikers 
Travelling Together 

Number of 
Suspects One ~o Three N.S. 

One 44.85 4.98 1.99 

~o 24.92 4.98 

Three 9.30 1.33 0.33 

Four and More 3.32 1.66 

N.S. 2.33 

TOTAL 82.39 12.95 2.33 2.33 
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Total 

51.83 

29.90 

10.96 

4.98 

2.33 

100.00 

------------------------------------~~---------~-

C. Types of Crimes Perpetrated by Hitchhikers 

Tables 19 through 22 show the types of crimes perpetrated 

by hitchhikers involving a victim. One hundred and six-

teen cases were included in the analysis. There were 14 

cases involving female hitchhikers; not enough to allow 

a meaningful classification of type of crime by sex. 

Twelve of the female hitchhikers had male victims and 

two had female victims. This is approximately the same 

proportion as the male hitchhikers, where 89 had male 

victims and 11 had female victims. The sex of the 

hitchhikers was not reported in two cases. These pro­

portions may only indicate that more males than females 

stop to give rides to hitchhikers. The only reported 

sex related crime by a hitchhiker was an attempted rape. 

Table 19 shows that the distribution of hitchhiker age 

was not related to type of crime other than that the 

assault suspects may have been slightly older than 

suspects of other crimes. The average age is nearly 

the same as for male hitchhiker crime victims. 
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TABLE 19 

I:RIMES BY HITCIDIIKERS 

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF HITCIDIIKER BY PERCENTAGE BY TYPE OF CRIME 

Age of Hitchhiker 

55 and 
Type of. Crime 0-14 15··19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 Over N.S, Total 

Theft* 0.86 6.03 10.34 6.03 3.45 26.73 

Robbery 9.48 29,31 10.34 1.72 2.59 53.45 

Assault ~1.45 3.45 5.17 12.07 

Kidnap f).86 2.59 1.72 5.17 

Rape 

Attempted Rape 0.86 0.86 

Molesting Children 

Indecent Exposure 

Other 0,86 0.86 1. 72 

TOTAL l),S6 19.83 46.55 25.00 1.72 6.04 100.00 

*Inc1udes eight auto thefts 

Table 20 shows that the victim's average injury was 

slightly more serious in the crimes by hitchhikers than 

in crimes in whi(~h a hitchhiker was victim. No fatal­

ities were reported. Of victims reported, 22.42% had 

visible wounds and 7.76% had minor abrasions. 
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TABLE 20 

CRIMES BY HITCIDIIKERS 

PERCENTAGE OF EXTENT O!' INJURY BY TYPE OF CRIME 

Extent of Injury 

Visible Minor Complaint No Type of Crin!\3 ~ Wound Abrasion Of Pain Injury ~ ~ Theft* 0.86 24.14 1.72 26,73 
Robbery 1l.:U 5.17 1.72. 35.34 53.45 
Assault 8.62 1.72 1.72 12,07 
Kidnap 0.86 0.86 3.45 5.17 
Rape 

Attempted Rape 0.86 0,86 
Molesting Children 

Ingecent Exposure 

Other 
1.72 1.72 

TOTAL 22.42 7.76 1.72 66.38 1.72 100.00 

*Includes eight auto thefts 

The pattern of weapon use (Table 21) was similar to 

that of the crimes where a male hitchhiker was victim, 

although apparently there was a slightly higher per­

centage of cases (57.5%) in which weapons were used. 

More knives (25.0%) were used than guns (22.41%). 
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TABLE 21 

CRIMES BY HITCHHIKERS 

WEAPONS USED BY PERCENTAGE BY TYPE OF CRIIrIE 

Weapon 

Hand 
Or , 

Type of Crime ~ Foot Knife Club Gun Other N.S. Total 

ThefU 22.41 2.59 0.86 0.86 26.73 

Robbery 6.90 7.76 13.79 2.59 18.10 3.45 0.86 53.45 

Assault 2.59 6.03 1.72 1.72 12.07 

Kidnap 0.86 0.86 2.59 0.86 5.17 

J;.npe 

Attempted Rape 0.86 0.86 

Molesting Children 

Indecent Exposure 

Other 0.86 0.86 1. 72 

TOTAL 30.17 11.21 25.00 3.45 22.41 5.17 2.59 100.00 

*Includes eight auto thefts 

Table 22 shows the relationship between length of trip 

and type of crime. Most robberies occurred when a J 

hitchhiker either stated that he was on a short trip 

or did not state a trip length. This suggests that 

those people were hitchhiking for the purpose of the 

robbery and not to take the trip. The distribution for 

thefts is much more uniform and probably indicates that 

the hitchhiker was often actually travelling and com­

mitted the theft only incidentally. The assaults are 

similar to the robberies. 
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TABLE 22 

CRIMES BY HITCHHIKER 

J;lZSTANCE HITCHHIKER WAS TRAVELLING BY PERCENTAGE BY TYPE OF CRIME 

Distance (Miles) 

3.0- 6.0- 10.0- 20.0- 50.0- 150.0- 500.0 
T~Ee of Crime 0-2.9 ~ ~ 19.9 ~ 149.9 499.9 and Over ~ ~ 
Theft+ 5.17 1.72 0.86 2.59 0.86 1.72 1.72 4.31 7.76 26.73 

Robbery 33.62 3.45 2.59 0.86 0.86 0.86 1.72 0.86 8.62 53.45 

Assault 5.17 2.59 0.86 0.86 2.59 12.07 

Kidnap 0.86 1. 72 0.86 0.86 0.86 5.17 

Rape 

Attempted Rape 0.86 0.86 

Molesting Children 

Indecent Exposure 

Other 0.86 0.86 1.72 

TOTAL 43.97 8.62 3.45 6.03 3.45 3.45 5.17 6.03 19.83 100.00 

+Includes eight auto thefts 

Table 23 shows the number of hitchhiker suspects travel­

ling together compared to the number of victims. This 

table should be compared to Table 18 which appears to be 

very similar. Most crimes are committed by a lone 

suspect upon a single vic~im. But it is much more likely 

that several suspects will commit crimes upon a single 

victim than the reverse both in the case of hitchhikers 

as suspects and as victims. In this table, 50% of the 

cases involved a single victim and a single suspect; 

26.72% involved two suspects and one victim; 8.62% had 

three suspects and one victim. 
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TABLE 23 

CRIMES BY HITCHHIKERS 

PERCENT OF HITCHHIKERS BY 
NUMBER OF VICTIMS IN VEHICLE 

Number of Hitchhikers 

Number of 
Victims One Two Three N. S. Total 

One 50.00 26.72 8.62 85 0 34 

Two 5.17 0.86 0.86 6.90 

Three 0.86 0.86 

NoS. 6.90 6.90 

TOTAL 56.03 27.59 9.48 6.90 100.00 

Do Victimless Crimes by Hitchhikers 

Tables 24 through 27 show the characteristics of victim-

less crimes based on the sample of 151 cases. 

Hitchhikers were arrested for a variety of crimes which 

had no victim. In most of the cases, the suspect was 

originally questioned because he was illegally hitch-

hiking. Over 26,000 citations were written by the 

California Highway Patrol during the study' period for 

this offense. Usually, the suspect was issued a traffic 

citation and released. The cases described in this 

section were those for which the suspect was held in 
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custody. The categories are narcotics (13.91%), run­

away (29.14%), no identification (13.91%), illegal 

hitchhiking (19.20%) and other (23.84%). 

Table 24 shows that females were usually held because 

they were runaways. The crimes were fairly evenly dis­

tributed by classification for the males. 

Type of 

TABLE 24 

VICTIMLESS CRIMES BY HITCHHIKER 
SEX BY PERCENTAGE 

Crime Male Female 
Not 

Stated Total 

Narcotics 13.25 0.66 13.91 

29.14 

13.91 

Runaway 14.57 

No Identification 11.92 

Hitchhiker Where 
posted Illegal 17.22 

Other 17.22 

N.S. 0 0 66 

TOTAl. 74.83 

12.58 

1.99 

1. 99 

4.64 

0.66 

22.52 

1.99 

0.66 

2.65 

19.20 

22.52 

1.32 

;100.00 

Table 25 shows the age distribution by type of crime. 

The pattern was similar to corresponding tables for 

hitchhikers as crime victims and perpetrators except 
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for the category of runaways. Nearly half the suspects 

were in the 15-19 year old age bracket. 

TABLE 25 

VICTIMLESS CRIMES BY HITCHHIKER AGE BY PERCENTAGE 

Age 

,55 and 
Type of Crime 

Narcotics 

0-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 Over ~ Total 

Runaway 

No Identification 

Illegal Hitchhiking 

Other 

N. S. 

TOTAL 

5.30 7.28 1.32 

9.27 17.22 0.66 0.66 

6.62 1.99 1.99 

6.62 4.64 4.64 1.99 

5.96 

0.66 

8.61 3.97 

0.66 

0.66 0.66 

9.27 42.38 23.18 13.25 2.65 0.66 

13.91 

1.32 29.14 

3.31 13.91 

1.32 19.20 

2.65 22.52 

1.32 

8.61 100.00 

Table 26 lists the location at which these hitchhikers 

were arrested. Over half the arrests were on freeways 

and 21% were on city streets. Almost all the arrests 

for no identification were on freeways. 

TABLE 26 

VICTIMLESS CRBIES BY HITCHHIKER 

Location Where Incident Occurred 

state County City Off Not 
Type' of Crime 

Narcotics 

Freeway ~ Road ~ Road Building Other ~ ~ 

Runawny 

7,95 

12,58 

No Identification 11,92 

Illogal Hitchhiking 10,60 

Other 

N, S, 

TOTAL 

9,27 

52,32 

3,31 

5,30 

0,66 

1.99 

2,65 

13,91 

0,66 

0,66 

1,32 

1.99 

4,64 0,66 

0.66 

2,65 

0,66 

4,64 

9,27 

21,19 
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0,66 

0,66 

1.99 3,31 

1.32 1. 99 

0.66 1,32 

0,66 

2,65 3,31 

13,91 

29,14 

13,91 

19,20 

22,52 

1.32 

100,00 

--------------------------------------------,~, ........................................................ ~--------

Table 27 shows that these suspects were arrested on 

much longer trips on the average than were hitchhikers 

as victims or perpetrators of crimes. The largest 

number of arrested hitchhikers was on trips over 500 

miles long. There was no obvious relationship between 

type of crime and distance. 

Type of Crime 

TABLE 27 

VICTIMLESS CRIMES BY HITCHHIKER 

DISTANCE TRAVELLING BY PERCENTAGE 

Dis tance (Miles) 

0- 3,0- 6,0- 10,0- 20,0-50,0. lS0,{)-
~ ~ ~ 19.9 49,9 149,9 499,9 

500,0 
And 

Over ~ 
Narcotics 0,66 

1.32 0,66 

1,32 1,32 1,32 

5,30 

0,66 

3,97 • 

1,99 

1.32 1.99 5,96 

3,,97 

3,97 

6,62 

7,95 

13,91 

Runaway 1,32 2,65 7,95 '5,96 29,14 

13,91 

19,20 

No Identification 0,66 

1,32 

0.66 

4,64 

1,32 

3,97 

4,64 Illegal Hitchhiking 1,32 

Other 4,64 

0,66 

3,31 3,97 22.52 

N,S, 

TOTAL 7,95 1.32 2.65 6.62 13.25 

0,66 1,32 

18,54 21,19 2B.4B 100,00 

E. Traffic Accidents Involving Hitchhikers 

A total of 61 cases of accidents involving hitchhikers 

was reported. Of these, 30.0% resulted when a vehicle 

was stopping to pick up hitchhikers or stprting after 

letting them out. An additional 20.0% of the cases 

involved a hitchhiker being struck in the roadway by a 

car which was not stopping for him. There was one case 

of an accident which resulted when a car swerved to 

avoid a hitchhiker and hit another car. One accident 
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resulted when a driver felt threatened by a hitchhiker 

and another resulted when a hitchhiker stole a car. 

In the remaining cases, almost half, the hitchhikers were 

only passengers in a vehicle which became involved in a 

traffic accident and cannot be blamed. Hit and run 

Victims Zero 

Fatal 85.25 

Inj ury 26.23 

TABLE 29 

PERCENTAGE OF VICTIMS PER ACCIDENT 

Five and 
One Two Three Four More N.S. Total 

11,47 1.64 1.64 100.00 

27.87 13.11 8.20 6.56 4.92 13,11 100.00 

charges were made in 23.3% of the cases. Table 30 shows the type of roadway where the accident 

occurred. About 60% were on conventional two-way roads. 

Tables 28 and 29 show the extent of injuries and the 

percentage of injuries. The hitchhiker was killed in 

11% of the cases reported and injured in another 41%. 

Another party was killed in 5% and injured in another 

27% of the cases. Overall, there were no fatalities 

in 85% of the incidents and no injuries in 26%. Two 

persons were killed in one case, two or more persons 

were injured in 61% of the cases. 

Parties 

Hitchhiker 

Other Party 

TABLE 28 

PERCENTAGE OF INJURIES TO PARTIES INVOLVED IN 
HITCHHIKER RELATED TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS 

Extent of Injury 

Visible Minor Complaint No 
Fatal Wound Abrasion Of Pain Injury 

11,48 29,51 11,48 40,97 

4,92 11,48 9,83 6,56 60,65 
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N,S, 

6,56 

6,56 

Total 

100.00 

100.00 

Over 18% were on freeways and an additional 13% were on 

freeway ramps" 

TABLE 30 

PERCENTAGE OF TYPE OF ROAD WHERE ACCIDENT OCCURRED 

Type of Road 

Conventional One-Way 

Conventional Two-Way 

Expressway 

Freeway 

On/Off Ramp 

Other 

N.S. 

TOTAL 

-43-

Percent of 
Accident 

1.64 

59.02 

1.64 

18.03 

13,,11 

1.64 

4.92 

100.00 
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VIII. ESTIMATE OF THE NUMBER OF HITCHHIKER 
RELATED CRIMES IN CALIFORNIA 

The number of hitchhiker related crimes reported during the 

study was 587. As discussed previously, this figure is only 

a fraction of the crimes which actually occurred or which 

were reported to law enforcement agencies. 

An estimate can be made of the total number of hitchhiker 

crimes if it is known what fraction of crimes were reported 

and what fraction of those were reported to us. No accurate 

method of estimating these two fractions is available, but 

the Los Angeles Police Department published information 

which allows an approximate estimate of the fraction reported 

to us. They used their automated Pattern Recognition and 

Information Correlation (PATRIC) system to analyze hitchhiker 

crimes for the period December 1, 1971 through April 30, 1972 

(five months). 

The survey was done after the close of the period but before 

all records may have been entered into the system. And 

their definition of hitchhiker was not as restrictive as 

ours. The effects of these two circumstances tend to 

cancel each other in terms of the number of cases. 
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Their results were: 

Kidnappings 

Robberies 

Rapes 

TOTAL 

Number of Cases 

40 

276 

119 

435 

The number of reports received from the LAPD was 116, 

30 of these were not related to those categories. The rest 

could be placed into the same categories as follows: 

Kidnappings 

Robberies 

Rapes 

Number of Cases 

6 

53 

27 

Each of these categories is divided by the number of cases 

and then multiplied by 5/6 to correct for the difference 

of one month in the lengths of the study periods: 

Kidnappings 

Robberies 

Rapes 
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Ratio Received 

I to 8.0 

I to 6.2 

I to 5.3 

'i 
I 

!' 

Each of these ratios is an independent estimator of the 

actual ratio of the reported crimes which were reported to 

us. The ratios are all fairly consistent and it seems 

reasonable to average the values to obtain 1 to 6.5 as the 

estimate of the ratio of reports sent to us by the Los 

Angeles Police Department. 

Since the same sort of systematic problems would be expected 

to affect other agencies involved in the study, it seems 

reasonable that the ratio 1 to 6.5 would be representative, 

and it will be used here. The true fraction is probably 

between half and double this figure, 

The total number of reported crimes involving hitchhikers 

for the study period would then be 6.5 times 587 or 3,816 

categorized as follows: 

TABLE 31 

ESTIMATE OF NUMBER OF 
REPORTED HITCHHIKER CRIMES 

MAY-OCTOBER 1973 

Category 

Crimes by Hitchhikers with Victims 

Crimes by Hitchhikers without Victims 

Crimes in Which a Hitchhiker was a Victim 

TOTAL 
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Number of Reports 

800 

988 

2,028 

3,816 



These figures can be compared to the total number of crimes 

reported in the State. Information from the Bureau of 

Criminal Statistics of the California Department of Justice 

indicates that 225,836 crimes were reported in major cate­

gories of this study's concern during the third quarter of 

1973 (A~nex D). The study period started two months before 

the third quarter and ended one month after. Doubling the 

number should give a close estimate of the number of crimes 

which occurred during the study period. The result is 

451,672 crimes in our categories during the study. 

This figure should only be compared with the estimated 2,828 

cases which involved victims. Combining all of the estimates, 

it appears that only 0.63% of the major crimes in California 

during the study period involved hitchhikers. 

The fraction of crimes which are reported to law enforcement 

agencies can be estimated from material published in "The 

Challenge of Crime in a Free SocietYr A Report by the 

President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration 

of Justice", page 21. Their figures show that nationally, 

only about 28% of rapes, over 50% of assaults and about 65% 

of robberies are reported. This adjustment would increase 

the totals substantially for both hitchhiker involved crimes 

and others but the figure of 0.63% would remain unchanged. , , 
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IX. ESTIMATE OF THE NUMBER OF HITCHHIKER 
RELATED ACCIDENTS IN CALIFORNIA 

An estimate of the number of accidents involving hitchhikers 

can be made in the same way. The majority of ~ccidents were 

reported by this Department (62%) which would be expected to 

be more responsive to the study. Therefore, the correction 

factor may be somewhat less than 6.5. However, using the 

same factor, it is estimated that 6.5 times 61 or 397 acci­

dents involving hitchhikers were reported to polic~ agencies. 

As discussed below, under the heading, "Traffic Accidents 

Involving Hitchhikers", hitchhikers were contributing factors 

in only about half of the reported cases. 

There were 37 reported injury accidents involving hitchhikers. 

After applying the correction factor of 6.5, we estimate that 

d ~nvolv~ng hitchhikers during 241 injury accidents occurre ~ ~ 

the study period. This is only 0.26% of the 91,798 injury 

or fatal accidents which occurred in the State during the 

corresponding time period in 1972 according to Departmental 

records. Included in the 241 cases above would be 78 cases 

of a hitchhiker being struck in the roadway by a vehicle. 

This is 1.06% of the 7,376 pedestrian injury or fatal acci­

dents which occurred during the study period. 
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X. ESTIMATE OF THE NUMBER OF HITCHHIKER 
TRIPS IN CALIFORNIA DURING THE STUDY PERIOD 

No information was found which allowed a reliable estimate 

of the number of hitchhiker trips which occurred in California 

during the study period. An intuitive estimate may be made 

as follows. 

The California Highway Patrol made 26,685 arrests during the 

study period for the California Vehicle Code violations which 

are used for illegal hitchhiking (CVC 21461.5, 21956, 21957). 

Nearly all of these were for hitchhikers on freeways. 

Furthermore, a large number of hitchhiker arrests are made 

by sheriff's departments or police departments for standing 

in roadways to hitchhike. It seems conservative to estimate 

that there were at least as many combined arrests by these 

other agencies as by the CHP or about 26,000. The total 

arrests of hitchhikers in California during the study period 

was therefore probably more than 52,000. 

This figure could be multiplied by whatever fraction seems 

reasonable to arrive at an estimate. For example, if 1% 

of the hitchhiker trips resulted in arrests, the estimate 

of the number of trips would be 5.2 million during the study 

period. The 1% figure may well be a high estimate. 
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XI. CONCLUSIONS 

The data do not suggest that hitchhikers are a major cause 

of accidents. They are only a small fraction of pedestrians 

injured, and only avery small proportion of accidents 

result from picking up hitchhikers. 

Females are about eight times as likely victims of crime as 

males. This difference is wholly accounted for by the 

proportions of sex crimes. Even so, female victims of 

hitchhiker related crimes represent only a small fraction 

of sex crimes in California. 

Partly because of the sex crimes, hitchhikers are much more 

likely to be victims than perpetrators of crimes. Most of 

the victims of hitchhiker crimes were males. There was only 

one sex crime out of 116 cases of crimes committed by 

hitchhikers. 

Though only a small percentage, many of the hitchhiker crime 

perpetrators were hitchhiking for the purpose of their crime, 

and many of the driver perpetrators picked up hitchhikers 

for the purpose of their crime. Since there are potentially 

vast numbers of driver or hitchhiker Victims, it is doubtful 

that reducing the number of either would substantially reduce 
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the number of crimes. There would still be many potential 

victims to choose from. 

No independent information exists about hitchhikers who are 

not involved in crimes. Without such information, it is not 

possible to conclude whether or not hitchhikers are exposed 

to high danger. However, the results of this study do not 

show that hitchhikers are over represented in crimes or 

accidents beyond their numbers. When considering statistics 

for 'all crimes and accidents in California, it appears that 

hitchhikers make a minor contribution. 
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SENATE RESOLU'rION 18 

By Senator Walsh 

Relative to crimes and accidents associated 
with hitchhiking. 

ANNEX A 

B...c::..?ol'yed l2.Y. the ~tc of the ,State of California, 
Tllat the Department of the California Highway Patrol II 
conduct a study of crimes and accidents caused by or 
associated with hitchhik.ers. 'I'he study should specif-
ically include all incidents where: (1) accidents have 
been caused by a vehi,l.e in the process of picking up 
or discharging a hitchhiker 011 the freeway or on or near 
~ freeway entrance or exit ramp; (2) crimes have been 
perpetrated by hitchhikers; and (3) crimes have been 
conurli t ted by other persons and the hitchhiker is the 
victir\l; and be it further 

Resolved, That in the event hitchhiker-related 
crimes or accidents occur outside the jurisdictional 
boundary of the California Highway Patrol, the local law 
enforcement agency will submit a report summarizing the 
incidents to the department in a f01111 and manner pre­
scribed by them; and be it further 

Resolved, That the department submit a report to 
the Senate not later than March 1, 1974: and be it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate transmit 
a copy of this resolution to the Department of the 
California Highway Patrol. 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED 
BY THE SENATE ON MARCH 6, 1973. , 

~\!fJfutz 
Secretary of the Senate 

ANNEX B 

LETTERS AND FORMS 



t all ch ~efs of police, sheriffs and Letters and forms sent 0 ~ 

California Highway Patrol Area Commanders. 

B-1 

STATE OF CAllfORNIA-IlUSINESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY RON~lD REAGAN. Governot 

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL 
P.O. BOX 898 
SACRAMENTO. CAlIFORNIA 95804 

April 23, 1973 

File No: 1.A24l7.A2838 

Chiefs of Police and Sheriffs 

Gentlemen: 

Your cooperation is needed by this Department and the state 
Legislature to carry out a special research study on hitchhikers. 

Senate Resolution 18 requires the California Highway Patrol, 
with your assistance, to accomplish the study. This will 
require that each of us prepare a report when a hitchhiker is 
involved in a crime or motor vehicle collision. 

During the period from May 1, 1973 through October 31, 1973, 
copies of motor vehicle collision reports, crime reports, 
arrest reports and victim statements where a hitchhiker was 
involved should be forwarded to the California Highway Patrol 
Headquarters. We are concerned, both in the case where the 
hitchhiker is a suspect and/or a victim. A completed copy of 
the attached Supplemental Hitchhiker Report should accompany 
each of your reports. 

For this study, a "crime" is defined as any offense which the 
law enforcement officer did or would place the suspect "in-custody". 

A "hitchhiker" is defined as a person who is actively soliciting 
a ride as his sole mode of transportation for a trip. This 
excludes pedestrians who are not soliciting rides. A person 
will be considered a hitchhiker when he actively solicits a 
ride during, or prior to the incident, even though the crime 
or collision was not a direct result of the hitchhiking 
activities. 

~ ____ ~ ____________________ .... ~s ________________ __ 



Chiefs of Police and Sheriffs 
Page 2 
April 23, 1973 

The information obtained from the individual reports will be 
held in strict confidence. They will be used for statistical 
reporting information only, with no individual case being 
reported or discussed. 

The reports gathered during the study period will be analyzed 
and a comprehensive report submitted to the Legislature by 
March 1, 1974. A copy of the final report will also be sent 
to your office. Your usual cooperation will be greatly 
appreciated. 

Very truly yolk's, 

I .-r _ "''-''/-''''~ J .J L 
W. PUDINSKI 
Commissioner 

Attachments 

f 
If Statc of California Business and Transportation Agcncy 

Memorandum 

~ All Area Commanders Date April 23, 1973 

From Department of Cali'Fornia Highway Patrol 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 

File No.: 2.A2417.A2838 

Subject: HITCHHIKER STUDY 

Your cooperation is needed in a special research study on 
hitchhikers the Department was directed to perform by the 
California Legislature, Senate Resolution 18. 

During the period from May 1, 1973 through October 31, 1973, 
copies of motor vehicle collision reports and arrest reports 
where a hitchhiker was involved should be forwarded to 
Headquarte~s, Operational Analysis Section. We are interested 
in the hitchhiker as both a victim and/or a suspect. A com­
pleted copy of the attached Supplemental Hitchhiker Report 
should accompany each report ,being sent. 

For this study, a "crime" is defined as any offense the suspect 
commits for' which the law enforcement officer did or would 
place the suspect "in-custody". 

A "hitchhiker" is de fined as a person who is active ly solic i ting 
a ride as his sole mode of transportation for a trip. This 
excludes pedestrians who are not soliciting rides. A person 
must be considered a hitchhiker when he or she was a hitchhiker 
during, or previous to the incident, even though the crime or 
collision was not a direct result of the party being a hitchhiker. 

The reports gathered during the study period will be analyzed 
and a comprehensive report submitted to the Legislature by 
March 1, 1974. 

I 

I , ... _"" .:;.,14/, 
, ~ v /' "'''') (~,-, 

D. LANZA . 
Deputy Comm~ssioner 

Attachment 

CHP !'"ORM 51 ,REV ~ 70. 



R'3,l.>ort Number 

Reporting Agency 

Date 

SENATE RESOLUTION #18 

SUPPLEMENTAL STUDY REPORT 
TO BE ATTACHED TO COLLISION OR CRIME REPORTS INVOLVING HITCHHIKERS 

Please complete and attach a copy of this document to a copy of all 
your agency's reports involving hitchhikers. This includes all crime 
reports, arrest reports, victim's statements, or motor vehicle colli­
sion reports occurring in your jurisdiction during May 1, 1973, through 
October 31, 1974. Forward each report and supplemental to: 

California Highway Patrol 
Operational Analysis Section 
p. O. Box 898 
Sacramento, California 95804 

The report should be included if the suspect or victim was a hitchhiker 
during or just prior to the incident. 

Was the hitchhiker the: 

o Victim 

Cl Suspect 

Victim's condition (extent of injury): 

o Mentally upset 

o Complaint of pain 

a Minor abrasions 

o Visible wounds 

OFatality 

. Hitchhiker was traveling from: ---------------------
to: --------------------

Location where hitchhiker was picked up: ---------------------------
Location where (crime, collision) occurred: 

----------------------. 
Distance between the two locations: miles --------------------------

Definitions and Directions on Reverse Side 



For this study, the definitions used are: 

Crime: 

An offense the suspect commits for which the law enforcement 
officer did, or would, place the suspect "in-custody". 

Hitchhiker: 

A person who is actively soliciting a ride as his sole mode 
of transportation for a trip. This excludes pedestrians who 
are not soliciting rides and persons who's cars have broken 
down and who are temporarily pedestrians. 

Question 1 

Was the hitchhiker the: 

If the hitchhiker was both a victim and suspect, or if in 
doubt, mark both victim and suspect boxes. 

Question 2 

Victim's condition (extent of injury): 

Mark the category which indicates the most severe condition 
of the victim. 

Question 3 

Hitchhiker traveling from to ---
Write the city name in which the hitchhiker's trip originated 
and his ultimate destination for the trip. If same town is 
origin and destination, place same name in both places. 

~estion 4 

Loca tion hitchhiker was picked up, crime was committed·: 

Exact location of the two occurrences. Example: Hitchhiker 
was picked up at the - 15th Street on ramp to !50 freeway 
in Sacramento 

ANNEX C 

RESPONDING AGENCIES 
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RESPONDING AGENCIES 

A list of the law enforcement agencies which submitted 

reports involving hitchhikers follows o Apologies are made 

for any omissions from the list. Four agencies are included 

which reported that no hitchhiker crimes or accidents occurred 

in their jurisdictions. It is assumed that the majority of 

agencies which did not respond had no qualifying cases. 

Police Number of Police Number of 
Department Reports Department Reports 

Barstow 1 El Monte 3 

Bell Gardens 3 Emeryville 2 

Berkeley 5 Fontana 2 

Beverly Hills 2 Fresno 2 

Bp.ena Park 4 Garden Grove 2" 

Burbank 1 Gilroy 2 

Burlingame 1 Grover City 3 

Carlsbad 2 Hayward 2 

Chula Vista 4 Hawthorne 1 

Cloverdale 1 Hermosa Beach 1 

Clovis 0 Huntington Beach) 
) 9 

Costa Mesa 1 Huntington Park ) 

Davis 1 Isleton 1 

L El Cerrito 1 Lemoore 1 
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Police 
Department 

Livermore 

Long Beach 

Los Altos 

Los Angeles 

Menlo Park 

Modesto 

Newark 

Oakland 

Pacific Grove 

Placerville 

Pomona 

Redding 

Redondo Beach 

Richmond 

Salinas 

San Bernardino 

San Diego 

San Francisco 

county 
Sheriff 

Alpine 

Alameda 

Contra Costa 

Number of 
Reports 

1 

5 

1 

116 

o 

1 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3 

2 

1 

2 

13 

29 

Number of 
Reports 

o 

8 

15 

Police 
Department 

San Jose 

San Luis Obispo 

San Mateo 

Santa Cruz 

Santa Maria 

Santa Monica 

Sausalito 

Seal Beach 

South Lake Tahoe 

stanton 

Suisun City 

Susanville 

Tiburon 

Torrence 

Union City 

Upland 

Vallejo 

County 
Sheriff 

Del Norte 

Fresno 

Kern 

C-2 

Number of 
Reports 

18 

7 

2 

4 

2 

12 

1 

1 

5 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

7 

5 

Number of 
Reports 

1 

9 

3 
." 

I. 

II 

County 
Sheriff 

Number of 
Reports 

Los Angeles 

Marin 

Mendocino 

Monterey 

Orange 

Placer 

Riverside 

San Bernardino 

California 
Highway Patrol 

Claremont 

Crescent City 

Garberville 

Siskiyou 

Willows 

Alturas 

Auburn 

Placerville 

Sacramento 

Stockton 

Contra Costa 

Napa 

Redwood City 

15 

13 

1 

13 

3 

2 

10 

6 

County 
Sheriff 

San Diego 

San Mateo 

Number of 
Reports 

16 

2 

Santa Clara 13 

Santa Cruz 

Siskiyou 

Solano 

Stanislaus 

Yolo 

Area 
Number 

107 

120 

126 

146 

160 

170 

220 

245 

250 

265 

320 

325 

330 

C-3 

Number of 
Reports 

1 

1 

4 

1 

4 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

o 

1 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 



California 
Highway Patrol 

San Francisco 

San Jose 

Marin 

Santa Cruz 

Santa Rosa 

Vallejo 

Oakland 

Monterey 

Fresno 

Madera 

Mariposa 

San Luis Obispo 

Visalia 

Santa Maria 

Santa Ana 

East Los Angeles 

Newhall 

Lancaster 

-Pomona 

Ventura 

Malibu 

West Valley 

Santa Barbera 

Area 
Number 

335 

340 

350 

355 

360 

365 

370 

380 

435 

450 

455 

470 

480 

485 

5,20 

535 

540 

545 

555 

560 

566 

580 

595 

C-4 

Number of 
Report~_ 

11 

1 

9 

1 

3 

13 

2 

3 

15 

2 

2 

3 

1 

2 

1 

1 

4 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

4 

\ 

1\ 

California Area Number of 
Highway Patrol Number Reports 

Barstow 620 8 

Victorville 621 2 

Riverside 635 5 

San Diego 645 1 

Oceanside 650 1 

Blythe 660 2 
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CRIME AND CLEARANCE 
STATEWIDE BY OFFENSE* 

THIRD QUARTER 1973 

Cleared 

Adult 
And 

Offense Actual Juvenile 

Willful Homicide 440 309 

Manslaughter by Negl:i.gence 151 139 

Robbery 
Weapon 6,273 2,002 
Strongarm 4,318 1,256 

Total Robbery 10,591 3,258 

Assault 
Aggravated 13,537 8,006 
Non-Aggravated 17,103 8,855 

Total Assault 30,640 16,861 

Forcible Rape 1,990 923 

Burglary 
Forcible 59,414 10,553 
Attempted Forcible 5,673 880 
Unlawful Entry 27,885 5,236 

Total Burglary 92,972 16,669 

Theft 
Over $200 20,377 1,812 
$50 to $200 49,903 3,611 
Under $50 82,553 18,383 

Total Theft 152,833 23,806 

Auto Theft 29,191 4,125 

Total (7 Majors) 169,098 35,102 

Total Except Burg;lary 225,836 

GRAND TOTAL 318,808 66,090 

by Arrest 

Juvenile 

29 

9 

338 
463 
801 

1,129 
1,231 
2,360 

130 

3,663 
278 

1,895 
5,836 

307 
1,129 
7,202 
8,638 

1,472 

9,704 

19,275 

*California Department of Justice, Bureau of Criminal Statistics. 
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VIOLATION CATEGORIES 

The following categories are presented to show the particular 

penal code violations which were consolidated into various 

categories. A further consolidation was made when only a 

few cases of one of the categories were reported. 

When more than one person was involved, either as hitchhikers 

or other parties, characteristics were used which seemed 

representative of the crime. In most of these cases, ages 

were close together anq sexes were the same o 

A. Coding For Victimless Crimes Involving Hitchhikers 

1. Narcotic (4211-4390 0 5 B & P, 3000-2301 W & I, 

4140-4164 B & P, 11000-11651 H & SC) 

2. Runaway (602 W & I, 602 W & I) 

3. No identification (40302 VC) 

4. Hitchhiking where posted illegal (126 S & H, 21461.5 

VC) or 21957 VC - Being in the roadway for purpose 

of soliciting a ride) 

50 Other 
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B. Crimes By or Upon Hitchhikers 

1. Assault/Battery (241 PC, 242 PC, 24S PC, 244 PC, 

24,5 PC) 

2. Theft (484 PC, 498 PC, 487 PC, 786 PC, 789 PC, 

488 PC) 

3. Drunk (647 PC, 367(d) PC, 23101 CVC, 23102 CVC, 

23121 CVC, 23123.5 CVC, 23122-23125 CVC) 

4. Homicide (187-199 PC) 

5. Robbery (211 PC, 12022.5 PC, 1547 PC) 

6. Auto Theft (299 PC, 287 PC) 

7. Narcotics (4211-4390.5 B & P, 3000-2301 W & I, 

4140-4164 B & P, 11000-11651 H & SC) 

8. Rape (261 PC, 263 PC, 262, PC, 264.1 PC, 644 PC, 

266 PC, 653(£) PC) (286.1 PC, 288(a), 288(b) PC) 

9. Attempted Rape (220 PC, attempt of above) 
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10. Molesting Children (261.5 PC, 273(q) PC, 288 PC, 

288.1, 647(a) PC) 

11. Indecent Exposure (314 PC, 331-314 PC) 

12. Runaway Apprehended (601 H & S, 602 H & S) 

13. Other (all other sections of all other codes) 

14. Kidnap (207 PC, 209 PC) 
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