
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 
 
 
 

WYSAC Technical Report No. SRC-1103 
 

July, 2011 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  



WYSAC, University of Wyoming                                                           Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

 

2 

 
Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 
 

By 
 
Michael Dorssom, M.A., Associate Research Scientist 
Thomas Furgeson, M.A., Associate Research Scientist  
Jason Vaughn Lee, Ph.D., Assistant Professor, Dept. of Criminal Justice 
 
  
 
With the assistance of 
Brian Harnisch, Assistant Research Scientist  
Bistra Anatchkova, Ph.D., Manager, Survey Research Center  
Tyler Hopkins, Assistant Research Scientist 
 
 
 
Wyoming Survey & Analysis Center 
University of Wyoming • Dept. 3925 
1000 East University Avenue • Laramie, WY 82071 
email: wysac@uwyo.edu • web: wysac.uwyo.edu 
Ph: (307) 766-2189 • Fax: (307) 766-2759 
 
 

 
 
This project funded by 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) State Justice Statistics (SJS) program 
 
 

Citation for this document:  WYSAC (2011). Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 
2011, by M. Dorssom, T. Furgeson & J. V. Lee (WYSAC Technical Report No. SRC-
1103). Laramie: Wyoming Survey & Analysis Center, University of Wyoming. 
 
 

Short reference: WYSAC (2011), Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey 2011. 
 

© Wyoming Survey & Analysis Center, 2011. 

  

http://wysac.uwyo.edu/


WYSAC, University of Wyoming                                                           Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

 

3 

Table of  Contents 
Table of Contents ............................................................................................................................................................. 3 
List of Tables ..................................................................................................................................................................... 4 
Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 ............................................................................................................... 5 
1. Executive Summary ..................................................................................................................................................... 5 
2. Introduction .................................................................................................................................................................. 7 

2.1. Background .............................................................................................................................................................. 7 
3. Methodology ................................................................................................................................................................. 8 

3.1 Survey Design and Administration ....................................................................................................................... 8 
3.1.1. Survey Instrument .......................................................................................................................................... 8 

3.1.2. Sample Design and Size ................................................................................................................................ 8 

3.1.3. Survey Administration ................................................................................................................................... 8 

3.2. Response Rates and Margin of Error .................................................................................................................. 9 
3.3. Data Compilation and Analysis ............................................................................................................................ 9 
3.4. Description of Survey Participants .................................................................................................................... 10 

4. Key Findings ............................................................................................................................................................... 13 
4.1 Attitudes and Perception of Crime .................................................................................................................... 13 
4.2 Interaction with and Perception of Wyoming Law Enforcement ................................................................. 15 
4.3 Nature and Frequency of Crime ......................................................................................................................... 16 

4.3.1 Property Crime ............................................................................................................................................. 17 

4.3.2 Violent Crimes .............................................................................................................................................. 17 

4.3.3 Stalking .......................................................................................................................................................... 18 

4.3.4 Credit Card and Identity Theft .................................................................................................................. 19 

4.3.5 Hate Crime .................................................................................................................................................... 19 

4.4 Effects of Crime .................................................................................................................................................... 20 
4.5 Crime Reporting .................................................................................................................................................... 20 

5. Analysis of Attitudes and Perception of Police and Government ...................................................................... 21 
5.1 Multivariate Analysis Methodology .................................................................................................................... 21 

5.1.1 Hypotheses .................................................................................................................................................... 21 

5.1.2 Dependent Variables ................................................................................................................................... 21 

5.1.3 Independent Variables ................................................................................................................................. 22 

5.2 Key Findings (Multivariate Analysis) ................................................................................................................. 24 
5.2.1 WLS Regression Analysis of Negative Perceptions of Wyoming Law Enforcement ........................ 24 

5.2.2 WLS Regression Analysis of Wyoming Citizen Lack of Confidence in City and State 
Government ........................................................................................................................................................... 25 

5.2.3 WLS Regression Analysis of Wyoming Citizen Lack of Confidence in Federal Government ........ 28 

6. Complete Survey Results ........................................................................................................................................... 31 
7. References ................................................................................................................................................................... 81 
  



WYSAC, University of Wyoming                                                           Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

 

4 

 

List of  Tables 
Table 3.4.1. Age. ......................................................................................................................................................... 10 

Table 3.4.2. Gender. ................................................................................................................................................... 10 

Table 3.4.3. Hispanic descent. .................................................................................................................................. 11 

Table 3.4.4. Race. ........................................................................................................................................................ 11 

Table 3.4.5. Years lived in Wyoming. ...................................................................................................................... 11 

Table 3.4.6. Educational attainment. ....................................................................................................................... 12 

Table 3.4.7. Marital status. ......................................................................................................................................... 12 

Table 3.4.8. Household income. ............................................................................................................................... 12 

Table 3.4.9. Vote in last general election. ................................................................................................................ 13 

Table 4.1.1.  Concerns about criminal activity. ...................................................................................................... 14 

Table 4.2.1  Confidence in institutions. ................................................................................................................... 14 

Table 4.2.1.  Wyoming Law Enforcement significant interactions. .................................................................... 15 

Table 4.2.2.  Wyoming Law Enforcement any type of interaction. .................................................................... 15 

Table 4.2.3.  Agreement with statements about Wyoming Law Enforcement. ................................................ 16 

Table 4.3.3.1.  Stalking behavior. .............................................................................................................................. 18 

Table 4.3.4.1.  Credit card and identity theft. ......................................................................................................... 19 

Table 4.3.5.1 Hate crime. ........................................................................................................................................... 19 

Table 4.4.1. Aftereffects of crime. ............................................................................................................................ 20 

Table 4.5.1. Crime reporting to police (unweighted). ............................................................................................ 20 

Table 5.1.3.1. Independent variables used in WLS analyses of citizen confidence in government and 
negative perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement. ............................................................................................ 22 

Table 5.2.1.1.  WLS model predicting negative impressions of Wyoming law enforcement (n=592) .......... 24 

Table 5.2.2.1. WLS model predicting Wyoming citizens lack of confidence in city government (n=660) ... 26 

Table 5.2.2.2. WLS model predicting Wyoming citizens lack of confidence in state government (n=666) . 27 

Table 5.2.3.1.  WLS model predicting Wyoming citizen lack of confidence in federal government (n=671)
 ....................................................................................................................................................................................... 29 
 
  



WYSAC, University of Wyoming                                                           Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

 

5 

Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

1. Executive Summary 
 
Beginning in January 2011 the Wyoming Survey & Analysis Center (WYSAC) at the University of 
Wyoming conducted a state-wide telephone survey of Wyoming residents to gather information on crime 
prevalence along with opinions and perceptions of crime in the state and local communities. The 2011 
Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey (WCVS) was funded through the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) State 
Justice Statistics (SJS) program. Modeled in part on the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), this 
survey was customized to Wyoming during questionnaire development. An additional component to this 
survey was a set of questions addressing community attitudes and perceptions of law enforcement and 
government. The data collection period was January 26 through February 25, 2011. All Wyoming counties 
are represented in the survey and 1,698 completed interviews were secured.   
 
The 2011 WCVS is designed to provide a detailed picture of crime incidents, victims, and trends 
throughout the state of Wyoming.  The survey focuses on three major themes.  
 

1. Nature and Frequency of Crime: Two major types of crime are addressed: violent 
crimes and property crimes.  The survey collected detailed information on the crimes of 
rape/sexual assault, robbery, assault, burglary, theft, and stalking. 
 

2. Attitudes toward Policing and Government: Residents were queried about their contact 
with law enforcement agencies and about their attitudes toward law enforcement 
authorities.  There were also questions about perceived injustice and profiling. 

 
3. Information about Victims, Offenders, and Crimes: The survey gathered information 

about the age, sex, race, ethnicity, marital status, income, and education level of crime 
victims.  The survey also gathered information on offenders’ relationship to the victim, the 
physical and economic consequences of crime, and whether or not (and why not) the crime 
was reported to police.   

 
Generally, Wyoming residents feel safe in their communities.  About 94% always or almost always feel 
safe, as opposed to only 1.4% who never, or almost never, feel safe.  The vast majority of residents also 
live without fear of violent crime.  About 92% are never or almost never fearful of being the victim of a 
violent crime. 
 
Results from the survey show that 61% of Wyoming residents feel that crime has either stayed the same or 
decreased in the past three years, as opposed to 33.2% who feel crime has somewhat increased and 5.8% 
who feel that crime has greatly increased over the past three years.  There is a similar distribution with 
regard to estimations of how crime will change in the upcoming three years.  Survey results show that over 
64% of Wyoming residents feel that crime will stay the same or decrease over the next three years, while 
another 31.2% feeling that crime will somewhat increase.  Only 4.4% indicate that they feel crime will 
greatly increase over the next three years. 
 
For the most part, Wyoming residents are not concerned about crime.  Wyoming residents are concerned 
very little about most violent crime, and only marginally concerned about property crime within their 
home state.  Property crime and theft top the list with 15.4% of Wyomingites indicating that they are very 
concerned about ―having [their] property vandalized‖ and 10.5% that they are concerned about ―being 
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cheated or conned out of [their] money.‖  Residents are less concerned about violent crime and personal 
theft, as less than 4% indicate being very concerned about each: household burglary (while at home), 
sexual assault, robbery, or murder. 
 
The vast majority of Wyoming residents are confident or feel neutral about government and policing 
institutions whether local, state, or national.  The institution with which there is the least confidence is the 
federal government: Data show that 42.6% of Wyoming residents are not confident in the federal 
government, followed by 16.1% who feel the same way—not confident—about city government. 
 
For the most part, citizens feel that Wyoming law enforcement (WLE, hereafter) officers do their job well, 
and interact with the public appropriately.  Over 87% of Wyomingites feel that generally, WLE officers are 
polite and use appropriate manners during citizen contact. Similarly, over 80% feel that officers are 
reliable, competent, do a good job of performing their mission, treat citizens with respect, and are attentive 
to the questions and concerns of citizens.  Notable is that 17.4% disagree or strongly disagree with the 
statement that WLE officers typically treat citizens the same regardless of their ethnic background. 
 
Property crime is the most frequently experienced type of crime victimization. Around 15% of residents 
indicate that within the past 12 months, someone stole or attempted to steal their car, broke into or tried 
to break into their home, or vandalized their property. 
 
Violent crime appears to occur in Wyoming far less than property crime.  Robbery was experienced in the 
last 12 months by less than 1% of residents; 7.1% had been threatened with assault, while 1% appear to 
have experienced actual assault.  A total of five respondents (or 0.3%) indicate to have been forced or 
experienced an attempt to be forced into unwanted sexual activity. 
 
Less than 7% of residents appear to have been stalked in any way, although it is noteworthy that 1 in 12 
(8.5%) persons with high-speed internet have felt threatened by another person sending unsolicited 
messages via email, instant message, or social networks. 
 
Survey results indicate that in the past 12 months 10.6% of Wyoming residents were the victim of 
someone using or attempting to use their credit cards or credit card numbers without their permission. 
 
The most common aftereffect of victimization is talking with a psychologist, psychiatrist, or other mental 
health professional, with 12.3% of victims indicating to have taken such actions. 
 
It appears that Wyomingites report crime to police at higher rates than the national levels.  Most often 
reported were robbery (76.9%) and assault (76.5%), with property crime not far behind at 75.9%.  While it 
is troubling that only 20% of sexual assaults were reported to police, it should be noted that this 
percentage accounts for a single case out of the five total sexual assaults indicated by survey respondents. 
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2. Introduction 
Beginning in January 2011 the Wyoming Survey & Analysis Center (WYSAC) at the University of 
Wyoming conducted a state-wide telephone survey of Wyoming residents to gather information on crime 
prevalence along with opinions and perceptions of crime in the state and local communities. The 2011 
Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey (WCVS) was funded through the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) State 
Justice Statistics (SJS) program. Modeled in part on the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), this 
survey was customized to Wyoming during questionnaire development. An additional component to this 
survey was a set of questions addressing community attitudes and perceptions of law enforcement and 
government. The data collection period was January 26 through February 25, 2011. All Wyoming counties 
are represented in the survey and 1,698 completed interviews were secured.   

2.1. Background 
 
WYSAC was awarded a contract by the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) State Justice Statistics (SJS) 
program to conduct a statewide crime victimization survey designed to provide state-level estimates of 
victimization and to allow for some comparison with national estimates provided by the BJS National 
Crime Victimization Survey.  In 2003, WYSAC received BJS funding to conduct Wyoming’s first statewide 
crime victimization survey.  Due to changes made to the survey instrument, the 2011 iteration allows for 
only limited comparison to national data as well as to data collected during the previous Wyoming effort.  
Much of the reason for the limited comparability with both the NCVS and the previous iteration of the 
WCVS is that in the course of developing the content of the questionnaire, it was deemed most important 
to accurately assess victimization in a way similar to how other crime victimization surveys have been 
conducted in states close to Wyoming in demographic and geographic profile.  The 2011 WCVS was also 
limited in scope and resources as compared to the NCVS, making some comparisons difficult.  As noted, 
however, comparisons are drawn where applicable. 
 
The 2011 WCVS is designed to provide a detailed picture of crime incidents, victims, and trends 
throughout the state of Wyoming.  The survey focuses on three major themes.  
 

1. Nature and Frequency of Crime: Two major types of crime are addressed: violent 
crimes and property crimes.  The survey collected detailed information on the crimes of 
rape/sexual assault, robbery, assault, burglary, theft, and stalking. 
 

2. Attitude toward Policing and Government: Residents were queried about their contact 
with law enforcement agencies and about their attitudes toward law enforcement 
authorities.  There were also questions about perceived injustice and profiling. 

 
3. Information about Victims, Offenders, and Crimes: The survey gathered information 

about the age, sex, race, ethnicity, marital status, income, and education level of crime 
victims.  The survey also gathered information on offenders’ relationship to the victim, the 
physical and economic consequences of crime, and whether or not (and why not) the crime 
was reported to police.   

 
As with the NCVS, the Wyoming statewide crime victimization survey collected information about crimes 
suffered by individuals and households regardless of whether or not crimes were reported to law 
enforcement agencies.  
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3. Methodology 

3.1 Survey Design and Administration 
3.1.1. Survey Instrument 

The survey instrument for the 2011 WCVS was crafted from several sources, including the national survey 
instrument, several state survey instruments, and through collaboration between WYSAC and a University 
of Wyoming criminal justice faculty member. Effort was made to create as Wyoming-specific instrument 
as possible through question selection and phrasing, in order to maximize the value of the collected data. 
The instrument was finalized in mid-January 2011, and programmed for WYSAC’s Computer Assisted 
Telephone Interviewing (CATI) system. The programmed questionnaire was tested by WYSAC personnel 
over several days for skip logic and proper question flow before it was released to the field.  
 
3.1.2. Sample Design and Size 

Given the growing number of cell phone only and cell phone mostly households, estimated to be over 
35% for Wyoming as of June 2010, samples including only land line telephone numbers no longer provide 
adequate coverage of the population. In view of this, a dual sampling frame was used for this survey. A 
sample of telephone numbers representative of all Wyoming households with listed landline telephone 
numbers was supplemented with a sample of cell phone numbers believed to belong to Wyoming 
residents. Both samples were obtained from Marketing Systems Group, a leading national vendor 
specializing in the generation of scientific samples.  
 
The sample was large enough to secure the target number of 1,500 completed interviews. 
 
A technique used to improve the representativeness of the sample for this survey was the use of in-
household random selection of respondent using the ―birthday‖ method.  Interviewers were scripted to 
ask to speak with the adult within the household with the soonest upcoming birthday (no such selection 
was in place in the case of cell phone respondents).  By design, the proportion of female to male 
respondents was monitored during the early stages of data collection. As is typical in telephone surveys 
(even with in-household random selection of respondent), completions by females began to significantly 
outnumber those by males. After an initial 269 completed surveys, completions by females comprised 63% 
of all respondents, significantly exceeding the population distribution in Wyoming.  
 
Methods can be implemented to address this problem during the field period of a survey.  One such 
method is that a quota can be implemented so that once the target number of completions by females is 
achieved, further female respondents are turned down. While this method is simple, it has the potential to 
introduce additional nonresponse bias in the results by excluding late respondents altogether.  To avoid 
that effect, we implemented a more complex approach, that of a randomized systematic sampling. After 
extrapolating the data using various scenarios, it was determined that by randomly assigning 24% of all 
land-line sample to select ―the adult MALE in the household with the soonest upcoming birthday,‖ as 
opposed to the alternative ―the adult in your household with the soonest upcoming birthday,‖ a 
representative balance of males to females would be achieved by the end of data collection. Households 
indicating that no adult male resides within were allowed to continue with the randomly selected adult. No 
in-household random selection occurred for cases from the cell phone sample.  As a result of this 
procedure, 49.7% of all completions were obtained from male respondents, which is very close to the 2010 
Census estimate of 51.0%. 
 
3.1.3. Survey Administration 

The data collection period for this survey opened on January 26 and closed on February 25, 2011. Surveys 
were administered by highly trained and experienced WYSAC telephone interviewers. Calling took place 
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Monday through Thursday from 5pm to 9pm, Fridays from 2pm to 5pm, and Sundays from 5pm to 9pm. 
The data collection protocol for this effort dictated that phone numbers were called up to 12 times if 
previous attempts did not result in a completed survey, an irate refusal, a disconnected number, or an 
otherwise ineligible number. Soft refusals were attempted a second time by specially trained interviewers 
(―refusal converters‖) in an attempt to secure a completed interview. The stated goal for completions for 
this survey was 1,600. At the close of data collection a total of 1,698 interviews were completed. The 
average length of an interview was 17 minutes. 
 

3.2. Response Rates and Margin of Error 
 
A common formula for calculating response rates in general-population RDD phone surveys is the 
American Association of Public Opinion Polls’ formula RR4. To calculate the response rate for this survey 
we used a formula similar to RR4, where the number of completed surveys was divided by the total 
number of phone numbers established, or presumed, to be eligible private households. By this formula, 
the response rate to this survey is 26%. 
 
As indicated, a total of 1,698 surveys were completed. Random samples of this size yield a margin of error 
of about ±2.4 percentage points with 95% confidence. 
 

3.3. Data Compilation and Analysis 
 
After the data collection effort was closed, data were exported from the CATI system into a Statistical 
Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) data set. Data were cleaned and, due to the rather substantial bias in 
the age ranges of respondents to the survey (younger age ranges were underrepresented), a weight variable 
was created to correct for the age discrepancy. The weight variable was informed by and was created using 
U.S Census Bureau data from the 2009 Current Population Survey estimates on the likely age distribution 
of Wyoming’s population. 
 
All percentage distributions of responses to survey questions and related discussions found in the Key 
Findings and Survey Results section of this report are based on weighted data unless otherwise noted. Missing 
data such as Don’t Know/Not Sure or No Answer/Refused are excluded from percentage calculations.  
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3.4. Description of Survey Participants 
 
The following tables present the demographic characteristics of the sample.  As mentioned above, steps 
were taken in both screening of participants and weighting to ensure that age and gender distributions are 
in line with 2009 American Community Survey estimates of the population of Wyoming.  The results of 
these adjustments as well as the unweighted percentage distributions on key demographic characteristics 
are reflected in the following tables. In the months after the weighting procedures were concluded, the 
2010 census data were released on limited demographic variables, so these data are also presented where 
applicable. 
 
Table 3.4.1. Age. 

 

2011 WCVS 2010 
Census Pre-weight Weighted 

18-24 years 2.3% 14.6% 13.2% 

25-34 years 7.3% 18.2% 18.1% 

35-44 years 10.9% 15.5% 15.6% 

45-54 years 18.3% 19.4% 19.5% 

55-64 years 24.6% 16.2% 17.2% 

65-74 years 20.4% 8.8% 9.2% 

75 years and older 16.2% 7.3% 7.1% 

 
Table 3.4.2. Gender.  

  
2011 WCVS 2010 

Census Pre-weight Weighted 

Male 49.7% 52.3% 51.0% 

Female 50.3% 47.7% 49.0% 

 
The interviewing protocol and weighting procedures (which as indicated used 2009 ACS estimates) 
compensated for the otherwise biased distributions of the sample on age and gender and the data on age 
and gender used in the analysis closely match the true population estimates for Wyoming (Table 3.4.1. and 
Table 3.4.2.).  
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While not used in the weighting procedures, all of the following demographic variables are affected by 
weighting, so displayed below are the unweighted as well as the weighted distributions. Again, the 2010 
census data are presented where applicable, for reference. 
 
Table 3.4.3. Hispanic descent. 

  
2011 WCVS 2010 

Census Pre-weight Weighted 

Yes 4.2% 6.5% 8.9% 

No 95.8% 93.5% 91.1% 

 
Table 3.4.4. Race. 

  
2011 WCVS 2010 

Census Pre-weight Weighted 

White 95.9% 95.7% 90.7% 

American Indian or Alaska 
Native 

2.0% 2.1% 2.4% 

Other 2.1% 2.2% 6.9% 

 
The sample for the 2011 WCVS slightly underrepresents those of Hispanic descent (Table 3.4.3.) as well as 
those who consider themselves non-White.  As is reflected by both the census data and the survey sample, 
the population of Wyoming is overwhelmingly non-Hispanic White (Table 3.4.4.).  
 
While no 2010 Census data have been released as of yet for the items listed in the remaining tables in this 
section, the tables provide a demographic snapshot of the 2011 survey respondents (Tables 3.4.5. – 3.4.9.). 
 
Table 3.4.5. Years lived in Wyoming. 

  
2011 WCVS 

Pre-weight Weighted 

0-15 years 21.8% 30.1% 

16-30 years 19.8% 27.9% 

31-45 years 22.8% 20.9% 

46-60 years 19.2% 13.5% 

61 or more years 16.20% 7.7% 
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Table 3.4.6. Educational attainment. 

  
2011 WCVS 

Pre-weight Weighted 

Grades 1 through 8 
(Elementary) 

0.7% 0.5% 

Grades 9 through 11 
(Some high school) 

2.4% 3.1% 

Grade 12 (High school 
graduate) 

25.8% 25.6% 

GED 1.5% 2.5% 

Some College, NO degree 21.2% 23.5% 

AA, Technical/vocational 6.5% 6.8% 

AA, Academic 7.3% 7.2% 

BA, BS (college graduate) 21.2% 19.8% 

Some graduate or 
professional school 

1.7% 1.4% 

Graduate or professional 
degree 

11.60% 9.5% 

 
Table 3.4.7. Marital status. 

  
2011 WCVS 

Pre-weight Weighted 

Married  66.3% 59.9% 

Single  13.6% 26.4% 

Separated or divorced  9.6% 8.4% 

Widowed  10.6% 5.3% 

 
Table 3.4.8. Household income. 

  
2011 WCVS 

Pre-weight Weighted 

Less than $10,000 3.7% 4.4% 

$10,000 to $14,999 4.6% 4.5% 

$15,000 to $24,999 8.6% 9.1% 

$25,000 to $34,999 10.5% 9.4% 

$35,000 to $49,999 14.5% 13.8% 

$50,000 to $74,999 22.9% 23.0% 

$75,000 to $99,999 14.8% 14.7% 

$100,000 to $149,999 14.2% 14.4% 

$150,000 to $199,999 3.7% 3.9% 

$200,000 or more 2.6% 2.8% 
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Table 3.4.9. Vote in last general election. 

  
2011 WCVS 

Pre-weight Weighted 

Yes 82.7% 73.6% 

No 17.3% 26.4% 

 

4. Key Findings 
 
In large part, the emphasis of this survey is the nature and frequency of crime in Wyoming.  
 
In addition to accounting for crimes that have occurred across the state, much of the 2011 WCVS 
measures residents’ attitudes and perceptions of institutions that deal with crime. The survey gives special 
attention to experiences with and perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement agencies. Questions ask about 
citizen contact with Wyoming law enforcement as well as measure their levels of agreement, or lack of 
agreement, with a series of statements regarding Wyoming law enforcement.  Also assessed in the survey 
are the perceived existence and prevalence of racial profiling.  
 
Questions also address the level of safety felt by citizens in their communities as well as their level of 
concern for becoming a victim of crime.  Also measured is the perception of how crime has changed in 
the community over time. 
 
Each sub-section of the Key Findings focuses on the main elements of the survey instrument. 
 

4.1 Attitudes and Perception of Crime 
 
Generally, Wyoming residents feel safe in their communities.  About 94% always or almost always feel 
safe, as opposed to only 1.4% who never or almost never feel safe.  The vast majority of residents also live 
without fear of violent crime.  About 92% are never or almost never fearful of being the victim of violent 
crime. (See Section 6, items 3 and 4 for frequency distributions.) 
 
Most (57.7%) Wyomingites think that crime is ―sometimes a problem‖ in their community.  Another 31% 
claim that crime is never, or almost never, a problem in their community.  Some questions also measure to 
what degree people feel crime has gotten worse or better in the past three years, as well as to what degree 
residents think crime will worsen or improve over the next three years.  The data show that 61% of 
residents feel that crime either stayed the same or decreased in the past three years, as opposed to 33.2% 
who feel crime has somewhat increased and 5.8% who feel that crime has greatly increased over the past 
three years.  (See Section 6, items 5 and 6 for frequency distributions.) 
 
There is a similar distribution of responses with regard to estimations of how crime will change in the 
upcoming three years.  Over 64% of Wyoming residents feel that crime will stay the same or decrease over 
the next three years, while another 31.2% feel that crime will somewhat increase.  Only 4.4% feel that 
crime will greatly increase over the next three years.  (See Section 6, item 8 for frequency distributions.) 
 
Questions also address concerns by Wyoming residents regarding specific criminal activities.  In Table 4.1.1 
are listed the concerns that Wyoming residents have about crime in descending order of the greatest 
concern. As shown, property crimes and theft top the list, with 15.4% of Wyomingites indicating that they 



WYSAC, University of Wyoming                                                           Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

 

14 

are very concerned about ―having [their] property vandalized‖ and 10.5% that they are very concerned 
about ―being cheated or conned out of [their] money.‖  Residents are less concerned about violent crime 
and personal theft, as less than 4% indicate being very concerned about each: household burglary (while at 
home), sexual assault, robbery, or murder (Table 4.1.1.). Overall, Wyoming residents are concerned very 
little about most violent crime, and marginally concerned about property crime within their home state.  
 
Table 4.1.1.  Concerns about criminal activity. 

How concerned are you about… 
Not at all 

concerned 
A little 

concerned 
Very 

concerned 

having property vandalized in Wyoming? 22.4% 62.2% 15.4% 

being cheated or conned out of your money in 
Wyoming? 

39.4% 50.1% 10.5% 

someone breaking into your house while you are 
not there? 

38.2% 52.3% 9.5% 

being attacked with a weapon in Wyoming? 52.2% 42.4% 5.4% 

someone breaking into your house while you are 
at home in Wyoming? 

65.0% 30.5% 4.4% 

being approached by a homeless person or 
panhandler in Wyoming? 

60.0% 36.3% 3.8% 

being raped or sexually assaulted in Wyoming? 73.7% 22.8% 3.5% 

being robbed or mugged on the street in 
Wyoming? 

72.9% 24.6% 2.5% 

being murdered in Wyoming? 79.4% 18.3% 2.4% 

 
It can also be said that the majority of Wyoming residents are trusting.  The vast majority (76.9%) believe 
that most people can be trusted, while less than 10% think otherwise. (See Section 6, item 18 for frequency 
distributions.) 
 
Table 4.2.1  Confidence in institutions. 

How confident or not confident are you about… 
Confident / 

Neutral 
Not 

confident 

the federal government? 57.4% 42.6% 

the city government? 83.9% 16.1% 

the state government? 89.2% 10.8% 

the city police? 89.3% 10.7% 

the county Sheriff? 93.3% 6.7% 

the Wyoming Highway Patrol? 96.0% 4.0% 

 
 
Survey participants were also asked about their level of confidence in various institutions.  Table 4.2.1. 
shows these results, presented in ascending order of confidence. The vast majority of Wyoming residents 
are confident or feel neutral about government and policing institutions whether local, state, or national.  
The institution with which there is the least confidence is the federal government.  Data show that 42.6% 
of Wyoming residents are not confident in the federal government, followed by 16.1% who indicate that 
they are not confident in city government. 
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4.2 Interaction with and Perception of Wyoming Law Enforcement 
 
During the interview, respondents were made aware that Wyoming law enforcement (WLE) agencies and 
officers are defined as city police departments, county Sheriff’s Offices, Wyoming Highway Patrol (WHP), 
the Wind River Police Department and the officers that work for those agencies.   When asked about 
interaction with WLE, respondents were asked about a series of interaction types, including: 

 Casual conversation. 

 Traffic violations and accidents. 

 Officer responded to a call. 

 Respondent reported a crime to police. 

 Respondent asked police for information. 

 Respondent was questioned by police. 

 Respondent was arrested. 
 
Only about 30% of Wyoming residents appear to have had a significant interaction with WLE in the past 12 
months.  Interactions considered ―significant‖ include traffic violations and accidents, questioning by 
police, and arrest.  Those respondents who had a significant interaction were asked a series of questions 
about the interaction.  Table 4.2.1. displays the percentage of affirmative responses to questions regarding 
the use of extreme measures during the interaction: 
 
Table 4.2.1.  Wyoming Law Enforcement significant interactions. 

Did Wyoming Law Enforcement… Yes No 

handcuff you? 7.8% 92.2% 

threaten to use force? 5.1% 94.9% 

kick, hit, or use any other form of force against you? 3.4% 96.6% 

point a gun at you? 1.2% 98.8% 

 
Nearly 8% of those with a significant interaction were handcuffed, followed by 5.1% having been 
threatened with force.  Even smaller percentages experienced actual force or had a gun pointed at them 
during the interaction.  Table 4.2.2. displays questions that were asked of all respondents who had any type 
of interaction. 
 
Table 4.2.2.  Wyoming Law Enforcement any type of interaction. 

During your most recent contact with Wyoming 
Law Enforcement… 

Yes No 

did an officer argue with, curse, or verbally or non-
verbally insult you? 

3.8% 96.2% 

did you argue with, curse, or verbally or non-verbally 
insult an officer? 

2.6% 97.4% 

 
Only a small number (3.8%) of those with any type of interaction with WLE experienced an argument or 
insult from a law enforcement officer.  Even fewer (2.6%) claim to have argued with or insulted an officer. 
 
The overall impression that Wyoming residents are left with after their most recent contact with WLE is 
overwhelmingly positive.  In fact, 75.4% of Wyoming residents describe their most recent contact as 
favorable or very favorable.  The most recent contact with WLE is described as unfavorable or very 
unfavorable by only 9.0% of those few who did have a significant interaction within the past 12 months, 
with another 15.6% remaining ―neutral‖ in their description of the interaction.  Similarly, concerning their 
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experience with WLE in the cases when receiving a traffic ticket or being arrested, 87.7% of residents feel 
that they were treated fairly during that interaction.  
 
Respondents were also asked how strongly they agree or disagree with a series of statements about WLE.  
The statements and results are presented in Table 4.2.3. 
 
Table 4.2.3.  Agreement with statements about Wyoming Law Enforcement. 

Statement 
Strongly agree 

/ agree 
Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Strongly disagree / 
disagree 

Generally, WLE officers are polite and use 
appropriate manners in their contacts with 
citizens. 

87.1% 7.30% 5.6% 

In general, WLE officers are reliable. 86.5% 8.2% 5.2% 

In general, WLE officers are competent. 86.1% 9.0% 5.0% 

Overall, WLE agencies do a good job of 
performing their mission. 

82.5% 12.9% 4.6% 

In general, WLE officers treat citizens with 
respect. 

82.3% 10.4% 7.2% 

In general, WLE officers are attentive to 
the questions and concerns of citizens. 

81.7% 11.3% 7.0% 

WLE officers typically treat citizens the 
same regardless of their ethnic 
background. 

66.6% 16.0% 17.4% 

 
For the most part, Wyoming residents feel that WLE officers do their job well, and appropriately interact 
with the public.  A notable standout from the series of statements, however, is that 17.4% disagree or 
strongly disagree with the statement that WLE officers typically treat citizens the same regardless of their 
ethnic background. 
 
In a question related to the statement about how WLE officers typically treat citizens of different ethnic 
backgrounds, respondents were told that ―it has been reported nationally that some police officers stop 
citizens of certain racial or ethnic groups because the officers believe that these groups are more likely than 
others to commit certain types of crimes.‖  Respondents were then asked if they believe that WLE officers 
ever engage in this practice when they stop drivers; 43.5% responded affirmatively.  Of those, 23.3% 
believe that the practice is widespread within WLE agencies, 52.5% feel that a few officers or troopers do 
this, and 24.2% believe that very few, if any, officers or troopers do this. (See Section 6, items 81 and 82 
for frequency distributions.) 
 
More in-depth analysis and discussion regarding attitudes and perceptions of police and government 
institutions is found in Section 5 where specific hypotheses are tested with regard to how specific 
population characteristics interact with perceptions and attitudes. 
 

4.3 Nature and Frequency of Crime 
 
This section describes the findings of the 2011 WCVS regarding the nature and frequency of crime in 
Wyoming as experienced by its citizens, and when possible, draws comparisons with the 2003 Wyoming 
iteration of the survey and the most recently published data (2009) from the NCVS.   
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Respondents to the 2011 WCVS were reminded to consider crime that they had personally experienced.  
This is important to note, since many of the otherwise comparable questions asked of respondents to the 
2003 iteration of the WCVS were asked at the household level.  This difference introduces limited 
comparability between the two iterations of the survey. In certain cases, such as with property crime, it 
makes sense to draw comparisons since the crime occurs at the household level while in other cases, such 
as with violent crime, rates are not comparable because the crime occurs at the individual level.   
 
Important when considering possibilities for comparisons to the 2009 NCVS is that the NCVS sample 
includes individuals aged 12 and older, while the current iteration of the WCVS includes only individuals 
18 years and older.  Another difference between the NCVS and the 2011 WCVS is that resource (and 
therefore sample size) limitations made it appropriate for the WCVS to use a wider timeframe for the 
recall period for incidents of crime.  Questions in the NCVS use a 6-month ―recall‖ whereas the WCVS 
asks respondents to think about crime incidents occurring in the last 12 months.   
 
Caution should be used in all cases when analyzing comparisons drawn to the NCVS and the 2003 WCVS.  
 
4.3.1 Property Crime 
 
Many property crimes are committed at the household level; therefore comparisons to the 2003 Wyoming 
CVS data can be made.  It should be considered, however, that respondents to the 2011 survey were asked 
to think only about themselves when answering questions.   
 
About 15% of Wyoming residents appear to have been the victim of a property crime such as someone 
attempting to steal or stealing their car, breaking into or trying to break into their home, or vandalizing 
their property in the last 12 months.  This is down almost four percentage points from 2003, when around 
19% indicated having somebody steal or attempt to steal something from their household; break or 
attempt to break into their home, garage, or other buildings on their household’s property, or into their 
vehicles, vacation home or hotel room in Wyoming; or have anybody deliberately damage or try to damage 
any of their household’s property.   
 
The NCVS includes household burglary, motor vehicle theft, and theft as property crime.  The 2009 
NCVS data show a rate of 12.7% for property crime.  Differences in the way property crime questions are 
asked between the three victimization surveys make comparisons difficult, but there appears to be a 
decrease in property crime between the 2003 and 2011 iterations of the WCVS.  When taking into 
consideration that the NCVS does not account for vandalization in property crime rates, comparison 
between Wyoming and national rates seems favorable. 
 
4.3.2 Violent Crimes 
 
Due to the fact that many of the violent crimes are reported at very low frequencies, both the weighted 
and unweighted percentage distributions are reported in this section for comparison to national rates.  
During the 2011 WCVS, residents were asked whether or not anyone in the last 12 months had taken or 
attempted to take something directly from them by force or threat of force.  A total of 13 respondents 
report experiencing robbery, or 0.7% (1.7% weighted); the 2009 NCVS data show a rate of 0.2%. 
 
About 7% of residents indicate that they had been threatened with being hit, attacked, or assaulted in the last 
12 months.  A much smaller percentage indicate to have been actually assaulted.  When asked, ―In the last 
12 months, did anyone injure you with a weapon or assault you with physical force?‖ 17 respondents 
(1.0% or 1.8% weighted) answer affirmatively.  In order to compare the rate of assault to NCVS data, it is 
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important to note that the NCVS defines and collects data on two types of assault: aggravated and simple. 
Aggravated assault is defined as an attack or attempted attack with a weapon, regardless of whether an 
injury occurred, and an attack without a weapon when serious injury results.  The most recently published 
rate of aggravated assault by the NCVS is 3.2 per 1,000 individuals, or 0.3%.  Simple assault is defined as 
an attack that does not include any type of weapon and does not result in serious injury.  The rate for 
simple assault shown by the NCVS is 11.3 per 1,000 individuals, or 1.1%.  Although comparisons are 
difficult since the WCVS does not distinguish between simple and aggravated assault, a 1% rate for assault 
in Wyoming seems to compare favorably to the 0.3% (aggravated) and 1.1% (simple) rates from the 
NCVS.  
 
Respondents to the 2011 WCVS were also asked, ―In the last 12 months, did anyone force you, or attempt 
to force you, into any unwanted sexual activity?‖  A total of 5 or 0.3% (1.0% weighted), respondents 
reported to have experienced this type of crime in the last 12 months.  Data from the 2009 NCVS show a 
rate of 0.5 per 1,000 individuals, or 0.05%, experiencing rape or sexual assault. 
 
4.3.3 Stalking 
 
New to the 2011 iteration of the WCVS are questions regarding the act of stalking.  The table below 
summarizes the five questionnaire items used to assess this form of crime victimization. 
 
Table 4.3.3.1.  Stalking behavior. 

In the last 12 months… Yes No 

have you felt threatened by another person sending 
you unsolicited messages over email, instant 
message, or social networks? 

6.9% 93.1% 

have you felt threatened by another person 
following or spying on you? 

6.6% 93.4% 

have you felt threatened by another person making 
unsolicited phone calls to you? 

6.5% 93.5% 

have you felt threatened by another person sending 
unsolicited text messages to you? 

5.2% 94.8% 

have you felt threatened by another person sending 
you unsolicited letters? 

1.6% 98.4% 

 
As shown in Table 4.3.3.1., the most frequently occurring (at 6.9%) type of stalking can be characterized as 
―cyber-stalking‖ including feeling threatened by email messages, instant messages, or messages over a 
social network.  Not far behind, however, are ―following or spying‖ (6.6%) and ―unsolicited phone calls‖ 
(6.5%).  Perhaps unsurprisingly, due to technological advances in communication, the fewest instances of 
reported stalking behavior (1.6%) involve letters. 
 
Of note, when looking at a subset of the sample, those who have high-speed internet connection from 
home, the percentage indicating that they have felt threatened by cyber-stalking goes from 6.9% to 8.5%. 
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4.3.4 Credit Card and Identity Theft 

 
Questions were also asked regarding credit card and identity theft.  The following table summarizes the 
findings: 
 
Table 4.3.4.1.  Credit card and identity theft. 

In the last 12 months… Yes No 

did anyone use or attempt to use any of you credit 
cards or credit card numbers without your 
permission? 

10.6% 89.4% 

did anyone use or attempt to use your personal 
information without permission to obtain new credit 
cards or loans, run up debts, open other accounts, or 
otherwise commit theft, fraud, or some other crime? 

4.4% 95.6% 

other than a credit card account, did anyone use or 
attempt to use any of your accounts, such as 
telephone account, bank account, without your 
permission? 

4.0% 96.0% 

 
Around one in ten Wyoming residents (10.6%) indicate that somebody used or attempted to use their 
credit card or credit card numbers without their permission in the last 12 months.  Less than half as many 
(4.4%) indicate the criminal use or attempted use of their personal information, followed closely by those 
indicating the use or attempted use of non-credit card accounts without permission (4.0%) (See Table 
4.3.4.1.). 
 
4.3.5 Hate Crime 
 
A total of 60 respondents report that in the last 12 months they believe they were the victim of a crime 
because of race, religion, ethnic background, disability, gender, or sexual orientation.  When these data are 
weighted, these 60 people represent 4.7% of the population.  The most common personal characteristic 
identified is gender at 2.4% followed by race at 1.8%.  Note, however, that analysis of unweighted data 
shows that the second most frequently named characteristic is disability, with a valid weighted percent of 
only 0.8%.  This incongruity is explained by the significant ―down-weighting‖ of older residents because of 
their overrepresentation in the sample.  Table 4.3.5.1. lists each characteristic, along with unweighted 
counts and weighted valid percent. 
 
Table 4.3.5.1 Hate crime. 

In the last 12 month, do you believe you were the 
victim of any crime because of any of the following 

of your personal characteristics? 

Yes 

unweighted 
counts 

weighted 
valid percent 

Gender 22 2.4% 

Race 13 1.8% 

Ethnic Background 12 1.5% 

Religion 11 0.8% 

Disability 20 0.8% 

Sexual orientation 6 0.4% 
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4.4 Effects of Crime 
 
For all who indicated to have experienced crime in the last 12 months, a series of questions addressed the 
aftereffects of the experience.  Table 4.4.1. lists each specific aftereffect in descending order of weighted 
percentage distributions. 
 
Table 4.4.1. Aftereffects of crime. 

As a result of being the victim of a crime in the last 
12 months, have you: 

Yes 

unweighted 
counts 

weighted 
valid percent 

Talked to a psychologist, psychiatrist, or mental 
health professional? 

25 12.3% 

Received medical treatment? 18 7.6% 

Lost time from work? 22 7.3% 

Had any out-of-pocket medical expenses as a result 
of being a crime victim? 

21 5.2% 

Contacted a crises support hotline 9 4.9% 

None of the above 377 77.4% 

 
As can be seen in Table 4.4.1. above, the majority of crime victims (77.4%) did not experience any of the 
listed effects or take any of the listed actions.  Reported most frequently (by 12.3% of victims) is talking 
with a psychologist, psychiatrist, or other mental health professional. 
 

4.5 Crime Reporting 
 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics estimates that only 49% of all violent crimes and about 40% of all property 
crimes were reported to the police in 2009.  Wyoming residents appear to report crime victimization more 
frequently. 
 
Table 4.5.1. Crime reporting to police (unweighted). 

Type of crime: 

Did you report it to the 
police? 

Yes No 

Violent Crime 

Robbery 76.9% 23.1% 

Assault (weapon or physical force) 76.5% 23.5% 

Threatened assault 44.2% 55.8% 

Sexual assault / rape 20.0% 80.0% 

Property Crime Burglary, car theft, vandalization. 75.9% 24.1% 

Credit card / Identity 
Theft 

Misuse of credit cards, personal information, etc. 33.9% 66.1% 

 
As Table 4.5.1. shows, most Wyoming residents who experienced crime in the last 12 months reported the 
crime to the police.  Most frequently reported were robbery (76.9%) and assault (76.5%), with property 
crime not far behind at (75.9%).  Troubling is that only 20% of sexual assaults were reported to police, 
although it should be noted that there were only five total sexual assaults indicated by survey respondents. 
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5. Analysis of  Attitudes and Perception of  Police and Government 
The following section includes research conducted by Jason Lee, a faculty member of the Department of 
Criminal Justice at the University of Wyoming.  His interest in this study concentrated on this particular 
module of the survey and the predictive power of some background variables.  More specifically, Dr. Lee 
examined negative perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement as well as Wyoming citizens’ lack of 
confidence in government (city, state, federal).  Dr. Lee uncovered some intriguing results regarding citizen 
perceptions of law enforcement and government agencies.  This section is organized in two sub-sections: 
one is the methodology used (e.g., explaining variables used and hypothesized relationships) and the 
second is the discussion of key findings and conclusions to be drawn from the weighted least squares 
(WLS) analysis.  

5.1 Multivariate Analysis Methodology 

5.1.1 Hypotheses 

 
The 2011Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey was not only designed to measure criminal victimization 
and associated issues but also to gauge Wyoming residents’ attitudes toward their police agencies and other 
government institutions (local, state, and federal).  The data were analyzed to test the following 
hypotheses: 
 
H1:  Citizen perceptions of racial profiling, community safety, and a lack of general trust will be positively 
associated with negative perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement. 
 
H2:  Citizen’s racial and ethnic background will be strongly associated with negative perceptions of 
Wyoming law enforcement. 
 
H3:  Direct experiences with Wyoming law enforcement and personal experiences with crime will be 
positively associated with negative perceptions of the Wyoming law enforcement. 
 
H4:  Citizen perceptions of the legitimacy of Wyoming police agencies (city, county sheriff, and WHP)) 
legitimacy and the perception of racial profiling will be associated with citizen confidence in government 
(local, state, federal).   
 
H5:  Social capital, in the form of civic engagement and general trust, will be associated with Wyoming 
citizen confidence in local, state, and federal government.   
 
5.1.2 Dependent Variables 

      
For purposes of multivariate analysis, four separate models were constructed.  The first model measures 
Wyoming citizens negative perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement.  This measure is a compound 
variable that consists of the tabulated responses from questions 74-80 (listed in Section 6 ).  These 
questions measure Wyoming citizens’ perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement officers’ and agencies 
politeness, attentiveness, competence, reliability, ethnic neutrality, and ability to successfully carry out their 
mission using a five point Likert-type scale with 1 being ―strongly agree‖ and 5 being ―strongly disagree‖.  
The scale yielded high reliability with a Cronbach’s alpha of .92.   
      
The final three analyses examine Wyoming citizens’ confidence in their city government, state government, 
and federal government to do what is right.  Once again, these examine negative citizen perceptions.  
These questions are three separate survey items that ask survey respondents their confidence in the city, 
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state, and federal government ―to do what’s right‖ with 1 being ―very confident‖ and 5 being ―not at all 
confident.‖   
 
5.1.3 Independent Variables 

 
Four separate weighted least squares (WLS) regressions were conducted to test the hypothesized 
relationships and their effect on negative perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement and citizen confidence 
in local, state, and federal government.  As many of the variables are used across all four analyses, they 
have been summarized in the following table.   
 
Table 5.1.3.1. Independent variables used in WLS analyses of citizen confidence in government and negative 
perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement. 

Domain 
 

Measures 

Demographics 
 

Age   
 
Race (Latino)  
 
Non-White Minority   
 
Household Income  
 
Gender  
 
Education Level 
 

Personal and Direct Citizen Experiences Personal Experience with Crime  
(Answered yes to any of the personal 
victimization items) 
 
Direct Experience with Wyoming Law 
Enforcement 
(traffic citation/accident, citizen questioned by 
police or citizen arrested by police) 
 

Social Capital General trust 
 
Voted in last general election 
 

Citizen perceptions of WY government 
agencies and local communities 
 

Racial Profiling Perception (1=Yes) 
 
Wyoming Police Legitimacy Scale 
(city, sheriff, WHP) 
 
Perception of community safety  
 

     
The 2011 WCVS provides a wealth of demographic indicators that previous research has shown to be 
related to both citizen perceptions of law enforcement and confidence in government.  Older citizens tend 
to have more positive perceptions of both law enforcement and of government institutions in general.  
One of the more historically powerful demographic indicators is respondent race; numerous studies 
suggest that racial and ethnic minorities tend to have a more pessimistic view of both law enforcement and 
of government as a whole.  Hispanic and Latino citizens in particular have been reporting increasing levels 
of dissatisfaction with law enforcement agencies, a key reason we chose to use Race (Latino) instead of 
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Non-White Minority for the WHP analysis.  Males and citizens of lower Socio-Economic Status (SES), as 
measured by household income and education level, also tends to be associated with a more negative 
perception of public agencies. 
      
Research among police scholars has pointed to evidence of personal (or direct) experiences of citizens 
influencing levels of citizen satisfaction with law enforcement agencies.  This was measured by two 
computed variables that tabulated citizen responses and coded them as a dummy variable (1=yes, 0=no).  
The first variable measures citizens’ personal experiences with crime and reflects whether a citizen 
answered ―Yes‖ to any of the personal victimization questions asked in the survey.   We hypothesize that 
citizens who have the unfortunate direct experience of having been a crime victim would be more likely to 
have a negative perception of police agencies compared to those citizens who have not had that 
experience.  The second variable included in this analysis, Direct Experience with WLE measures whether 
citizens responded ―Yes‖ to the survey items that asked if they were involved in a traffic accident 
investigated by or received a traffic citation from a Wyoming police officer, were questioned by a 
Wyoming police officer, or were arrested by a Wyoming police officer.  We hypothesize that increased 
(and potentially negative) contact with a Wyoming police officer would lead to citizens having a more 
pessimistic view of the WHP compared to those citizens who did not share these experiences. 
 
Social capital variables were utilized in both the WHP and citizen confidence in government analyses.  
Social capital refers to the level of civic engagement and political participation on the part of citizens 
within a community.  Many scholars have pointed to the importance of social capital in maintaining a 
strong and vital democracy.  It has also been suggested that social capital can influence both confidence in 
government and citizen perceptions of police agencies.  The indicators used in this section, level of general 
trust among individual citizens (how much respondents agree with the statement ―In general, most people 
can be trusted‖) and civic participation (whether citizens voted in the last general election), come from the 
work of Putnam (1994) who found these two indicators to be among the most consistent measures for 
predicting levels of social capital within a community.   
      
The final set of measures consists of Wyoming citizen attitudes toward government agencies and their 
local communities.  Previous research has noted that citizen viewpoints marked by cynicism about the 
state of their communities, public agencies, and officials can have a profound impact on shaping public 
opinion.  A particularly powerful explanation rooted within this concept of institutional and community 
legitimacy is the belief among citizens that their public officials can be expected to do not only the right 
thing but that their government should be procedurally fair in their dealings with them.  This is known as 
the procedural justice argument.  Procedural justice has been shown to have not only a significant impact 
upon determining levels of citizen satisfaction with law enforcement but it has also been associated with 
citizen confidence in government as a whole.  In order to measure these feelings of procedural justice and 
citizen cynicism, three distinct but related measures were utilized.  The first, Racial Profiling Perception, 
measures both procedural justice and citizen cynicism toward public officials.  In particular, the question 
asks respondents if they believe that the WHP engages in the patently unfair and undemocratic practice of 
racial profiling (1=yes, 0=no).  The second measure, Police Legitimacy scale, is a compound measure 
(Alpha =.81) that examines the level of confidence (1=Very Confident to 5=Not at all confident) that 
Wyoming citizens have in their city police, county sheriff, and the WHP to do what’s right.  The final 
measure, perception of community safety, measures how cynical and fearful Wyoming residents are about 
the level of perceived safety in their community by asking survey respondents how safe they feel in their 
community (1=Always Safe to 5=Never Safe) .      
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5.2 Key Findings (Multivariate Analysis) 
 
5.2.1 WLS Regression Analysis of Negative Perceptions of Wyoming Law Enforcement 

As noted earlier in the report, younger age ranges were underrepresented in the survey data.  It was 
determined that a Weighted Least Squares (by age), rather than Ordinary Least Squares, analysis would be 
the more appropriate form of multivariate analysis for citizen level measures.  The first WLS model 
predicts Wyoming citizens negative perceptions of Wyoming Law Enforcement. The results are 
summarized in Table 5.2.1.1. 

 
Table 5.2.1.1.  WLS model predicting negative impressions of Wyoming law enforcement (n=592) 

 
 
Independent Variable 

Slope/SE 
(beta weight) 

 

  
Racial Profiling Perception (1 = yes) 2.732/.242*** 

(.397) 
  
Personal Experience with Crime (1=yes) 1.124/.266*** 

(.154) 
  
Direct Experience with Wyoming L.E. -.026/.257 

(-.004) 
  
Perception of community safety scale .076/.198 

(.014) 
  
Perception of general trust .560/.143*** 

(.145) 
  
Education Level -.357/.162* 

(-.034) 
  
Race (Latino) (1=yes) -.615/.521 

(-.043) 
  
Age -.366/.076*** 

(-.177) 
  
Household Income -.583/.173** 

(-.124) 
  
Gender (1 = Male) -.275/.242 

(-.040) 
  
Constant 9.512*** 
  
Model F 27.176*** 
Model R-Square .32 
  

 
* = p<.05, ** = p<.01, *** = p<.001 
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The model generally showed good predictive power in line with other individual–level analyses of citizen 
satisfaction with law enforcement as evidenced by its strong R-square of .32.  Earlier we hypothesized that 
citizen perceptions of racial profiling, community safety, and a lack of general trust would be positively 
associated with negative perceptions of Wyoming Law Enforcement (H1). The WLS regression analysis 
revealed partial support for the hypothesis with both citizen’s perceptions of racial profiling and citizen’s 
perceptions of lack of fellow citizens’ trustworthiness achieving statistical significance at the p<.001 level.  
Indeed, the perception of racial profiling enjoyed the greatest amount of explanatory power (slope = 
2.732, beta = .397) of all variables included in the model.  However, citizens’ perceptions of their 
communities’ lack of safety failed to achieve statistical significance in the multivariate analysis.     
      
As noted earlier, one of the more consistent predictors of citizen dissatisfaction with law enforcement is a 
citizen’s race or ethnicity (in particular, being of Hispanic or Latino decent).  Our second hypothesis, 
posited that a citizen’s racial and ethnic background would be strongly associated with negative 
perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement.  The analysis failed to find support for this hypothesis with our 
race indicator failing to achieve statistical significance.   While there has been evidence from prior studies 
that the perception of racial profiling and other attributions of procedural justice can mitigate the effect of 
respondent race (Lee, et al. 2007; Lee 2009) on citizens’ perceptions of police agencies, we are hesitant to 
suggest that here due to the low numbers of minorities in the sample (which is reflective of Wyoming’s 
demographic population). 
      
Finally, we hypothesized that direct and personal experiences of citizens would be positively associated 
with negative perceptions of Wyoming law enforcement.  As was the case with the first hypothesis, we 
found only partial support for the hypothesis.  Direct (and potentially negative) experience with Wyoming 
law enforcement failed to achieve statistical significance.  However, personal experience with crime 
victimization did achieve statistical significance (p<.001).  Indeed, it had the second largest effect in the 
model (slope= 1.124, beta=.154).   
      
While we were unable to find complete support for our hypothesized relationships, there are some notable 
findings that can be gleaned from the analysis.  One, citizen perceptions do have a significant effect on 
shaping public attitudes toward their law enforcement agencies.  In particular, when citizens believe that 
their police agencies (and their agents) engage in undemocratic practices such as racial profiling (even 
without evidence to suggest this is true) and that others within their communities cannot be trusted, these 
views can significantly shape their perceptions of law enforcement for the worse.  Second, the level of 
crime victimization does appear to be related to shaping citizens’ negative perceptions of law enforcement.  
When a citizen personally experiences crime (even in a safe state such as Wyoming), their attitudes toward 
the legitimacy of their police agencies and its officers (and by extension the rest of the criminal justice 
system) could potentially be harmed as well.  
 
5.2.2 WLS Regression Analysis of Wyoming Citizen Lack of Confidence in City and State 

Government  

The second model seeks to predict Wyoming citizens’ lack of confidence in city and state government.  
Results can be found in Tables 5.2.2.1. and 5.2.2.2. 
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Table 5.2.2.1. WLS model predicting Wyoming citizens lack of confidence in city government (n=660) 
 

 
Independent Variable 

Slope/SE 
(beta weight) 

 

  
Racial Profiling Perception (1 = yes) .008/.071 

(.004) 
  
Police Legitimacy Scale .185/.017*** 

(.391) 
  
Perception of community safety scale .301/.059*** 

(.185) 
  
Perception of general trust .135/.044** 

(.110) 
  
Voted in last general election (1=yes) .002/.092 

(.001) 
  
Education Level .008/.023 

(.006) 
  
Non-White Minority (1=yes) -.156/.165 

(-.032) 
  
Age .046/.023* 

(.074) 
  
Household Income -.054/.050 

(-.038) 
  
Gender (1 = Male) .103/.070 

(.050) 
  
Constant .409* 
  
Model F 22.805*** 
Model R-Square .26 
  

 
* = p<.05 
** = p<.01 
*** = p<.001 
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Table 5.2.2.2. WLS model predicting Wyoming citizens lack of confidence in state government (n=666) 
 

 
Independent Variable 

Slope/SE 
(beta weight) 

 

  
Racial Profiling Perception (1 = yes) .228/.066** 

(.123) 
  
Police Legitimacy Scale .146/.016*** 

(.340) 
  
Perception of community safety scale .133/.059** 

(.091) 
  
Perception of general trust .160/.041*** 

(.145) 
  
Voted in last general election (1=yes) .006/.086 

(.003) 
  
Education Level .035/.043 

(.030) 
  
Non-White Minority (1=yes) -.196/.151 

(-.045) 
  
Age -.010/.021 

(-.018) 
  
Household Income .004/.047 

(.003) 
  
Gender (1 = Male) -.036/.065 

(-.019) 
  
Constant .720*** 
  
Model F 17.725*** 
Model R-Square .21 
  

 
* = p<.05 
** = p<.01 
*** = p<.001 

 
The models enjoyed modest explanatory power similar to other individual level analyses of citizen 
satisfaction as exhibited by R-squared of .26 (city) and .21(state).  It was hypothesized earlier that citizen 
perceptions of Wyoming police agencies (city, county sheriff, and WHP) and their beliefs about racial 
profiling would be associated with citizen lack of confidence in government (H4).  We found partial 
support for the fourth hypothesis.  Surprisingly (given its explanatory power in the previous model), the 
perception of racial profiling failed to achieve statistical significance in the city model at all.  However, it 
did achieve statistical significance (p<.01) in the state model and enjoyed the second greatest explanatory 
effect in the second model (slope=.228, beta=.123).  The analysis revealed that if citizens believed that 
officers of the WHP engaged in racial profiling, their lack of confidence in state government to do the 
right thing grew as well.  Lack of police legitimacy did achieve statistical significance across both models 
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(p<.001) and was positively associated with lack of confidence in city as well as state government showing 
the greatest explanatory power of any variable in the models (City Model: slope=.185, beta=.391; State 
Model: slope=.146, beta=.340).  These findings suggest that there is a potential ripple effect occurring 
where the legitimacy of one government agency (and in the case of the state analysis, its agents) can tend 
to influence larger attributions of citizen confidence in government agencies as a whole.   
      
Our fifth hypothesis posited that social capital (as represented by general trust and citizen voting behavior) 
would be associated with citizen confidence in city government.  Once again, we found only partial 
support for the hypothesis.  Citizen voting behavior failed to achieve statistical significance in either the 
city or state models.  Citizen perceptions of general trust did achieve statistical significance across both 
models (p<.001).   The city and state models showed that as citizen attributions of mistrust toward their 
fellow citizens increased, so too did their lack of confidence in city and state governments to do the right 
thing, lending partial credence to the social capital hypothesis.   
      
Significant conclusions can be drawn from the city and state analysis.  Once again, our results tend to 
suggest that citizens’ perceptions of the general trustworthiness of their fellow citizens as well as 
perceptions of basic fairness in their public officials’ conduct can influence their perceptions of larger 
institutional bodies.  Secondly, the results suggest the potential of a ripple effect – where the legitimacy of 
other government bodies (such as city/county/state law enforcement agencies) can influence citizen 
perceptions of their government as a whole at both the city and state level.   
 
5.2.3 WLS Regression Analysis of Wyoming Citizen Lack of Confidence in Federal Government 

 
The regression analysis of Wyoming citizens’ lack of confidence in the federal government did not enjoy 
nearly as great explanatory power as the previous three models.  Results can be found in Table 5.2.3.1. 
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Table 5.2.3.1.  WLS model predicting Wyoming citizen lack of confidence in federal government (n=671) 
 

 
Independent Variable 

Slope/SE 
(beta weight) 

 

  
Racial Profiling Perception (1 = yes) -.139/.094 

(-.056) 
  
Police Legitimacy Scale .116/.022*** 

(.203) 
  
Perception of community safety scale .070/.078 

(.036) 
  
Perception of general trust .058/.058 

(.039) 
  
Voted in last general election (1=yes) .300/.122** 

(.102) 
  
Education Level -.036/.062 

(-.023) 
  
Non-White Minority (1=yes) -.128/.212 

(-.023) 
  
Age .108/.030*** 

(.145) 
  
Household Income .091/.067 

(.053) 
  
Gender (1 = Male) .204/.093* 

(.082) 
  
Constant 1.424*** 
  
Model F 7.776*** 
Model R-Square .11 
  

 
* = p<.05 
** = p<.01 
*** = p<.001 

 
The federal government model received a relatively low R-square of .11.  This suggests that there are 
other, potentially more influential variables, which are missing from this model.  As was the case with the 
previous analyses, we found only partial support for the hypothesized relationships.  Similar to the city 
government analysis, the perception of racial profiling failed to achieve statistical significance.   However, 
much like the previous models the police legitimacy scale achieved not only statistical significance (p<.001) 
but also enjoyed the greatest explanatory power in the model (slope=.116, beta=.203).  Based on the 
results from the previous two analyses, it would be tempting to suggest that once again we are seeing 
potential evidence of a ripple effect. However, the low model R-square makes us hesitant to draw such a 
conclusion.  More research in this area is clearly warranted.   
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The federal government model also showed partial support for the social capital argument.  However, 
unlike the city and state analysis, perceptions of general trustworthiness failed to achieve statistical 
significance.  Voting behavior (p<.01) did exhibit a positive relationship with the dependent variable.  One 
possible explanation for this result could be that the trustworthiness of fellow citizens is less important 
than the actual process of civic engagement in determining Wyoming citizens’ lack of confidence in the 
federal government.  However, as was the case with police legitimacy, the low model R-squared makes us 
hesitant to draw any further conclusions.  Clearly, more research is needed in this area before one can draw 
any substantive conclusions. 
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6. Complete Survey Results 
 
What follows are the complete results from the 2011 Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey. Questions are 
presented in the order and with the verbatim phrasing used in the survey questionnaire. While frequency 
counts represent the actual number of responses for each survey question, the percentage distributions are 
calculated using weighted data. Responses of Don’t Know, No Answer or Refused are excluded from the valid 
responses, and are not included in the percentage calculations. Percentages for Check All that Apply survey 
items (i.e., questions for which multiple responses are possible) may total more than 100%. 
 
 
[If a landline record] Hello, my name is [First Name]. I'm calling from the University of Wyoming 
Survey and Analysis Center and I'm not selling anything. Your phone number was randomly 
selected for a survey about crime in Wyoming. I need to speak with the adult in your household 
with the soonest upcoming birthday. 
 
Is that person available? 
 
[If a cell phone record] Hello, my name is [First Name]. I'm calling from the University of Wyoming 
Survey and Analysis Center and I'm not selling anything. Your phone number was randomly 
selected for a survey about crime in Wyoming. 
 
Respondent's Sex.  Code without asking. 
 
1. (Male) 
2. (Female) 
 
I won't ask for your name, address or other personal information that may identify you. Your 
participation in this survey is voluntary. You don't have to answer any questions you don't want to 
and you may end the interview at any time. If you have questions about your rights as a research 
subject you can all the University of Wyoming IRB. I can provide you with that number. 
 
The interview takes about 15 minutes. The information you provide will be confidential. If you 
have questions about the survey, I can provide you with a telephone number to get more 
information.  
 
[If needed: Michael Dorssom (307) 766-6183 for more SURVEY information UW Institutional Review 
Board (IRB) Administrator (307) 766-5320.] 
 
May I continue with the survey?  
 
[If Yes]  Thanks! I need to ask. Have I reached you on a cell phone? 
 
[If Yes]  I am not allowed to interview you if you are driving or doing something else that might 
put you in danger. May I continue, or should I call at another time? 
 
[OK to keep going] Is this a private household in Wyoming? 
 
[If Yes] And am I speaking with someone 18 or older? 
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[If Yes] 
 
1. In which county in Wyoming do you live? (cnty) 

 
(Respondents who live in Fremont or Hot Springs County answered Question 2.) 
 
 
2. Do you live within the Wind River Indian Reservation? (q2) 

 
 

 
 
The first set of questions asks about crime and safety in the community where you live. 
 
3. How safe do you feel in your community?  Would you say that you feel... (q3) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Always safe 718 44.8% 

Almost always safe 878 49.2% 

Sometimes safe 80 4.6% 

Almost never safe 14 1.1% 

Never safe 5 0.3% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  

 
 
  

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 34 20.3% 

No 117 79.7% 

Total Valid 151 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1544  

Total Missing 1547  

Total 1698  



WYSAC, University of Wyoming                                                           Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

 

33 

4. How often are you fearful of being the victim of a violent crime?  (q4) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Never 861 53.1% 

Almost never 679 38.4% 

Sometimes 137 7.6% 

Almost always 10 0.5% 

Always 8 0.4% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  

 
 
5. Over the past three years, do you believe that crime in your community has... (q5) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Greatly decreased 18 1.4% 

Somewhat decreased 144 8.0% 

Stayed the same 807 51.6% 

Somewhat increased 564 33.2% 

Greatly increased 91 5.8% 

Total Valid 1624 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 70  

No Answer/Refused 4  

Total Missing 74  

Total 1698  
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6. To what degree do you think crime is a problem in your community? (q6) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Never a problem 80 7.3% 

Almost never a problem 368 23.7% 

Sometimes a problem 1033 57.7% 

Almost always a problem 131 7.0% 

Always a problem 71 4.3% 

Total Valid 1683 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 14  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 15  

Total 1698  

 
 
7. How often does fear of crime prevent you from doing things you would like to do? Is it... (q7) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Never 1243 74.4% 

Almost never 306 16.4% 

Sometimes 120 7.6% 

Almost always 14 1.1% 

Always 8 0.5% 

Total Valid 1691 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 6  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 7  

Total 1698  
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8. Over the next three years, do you believe that crime in your community will... (q8) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Greatly decrease 19 1.1% 

Somewhat decrease 154 10.4% 

Stay the same 828 52.9% 

Somewhat increase 560 31.2% 

Greatly increase 67 4.4% 

Total Valid 1628 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 70  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 70  

Total 1698  

 
 
Next are questions about the likelihood and your concern that certain behaviors and criminal acts 
may occur IN WYOMING.  Please consider only Wyoming and not when traveling out of state. 

 
9. How concerned are you about being approached by a homeless person or panhandler in 

Wyoming?  Are you... (q9) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 994 60.0% 

A little concerned 638 36.3% 

Very Concerned 63 3.8% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  
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10. How concerned are you about being cheated or conned out of your money in Wyoming? Are 

you... (q10) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 639 39.4% 

A little concerned 868 50.1% 

Very Concerned 187 10.5% 

Total Valid 1694 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 4  

Total 1698  

 
 
11. Next, using the same scale, how concerned are you about someone breaking into your house 

while you are not there? (q11) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 599 38.2% 

A little concerned 921 52.3% 

Very Concerned 177 9.5% 

Total Valid 1697 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 1  

Total 1698  
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12. How concerned are you about someone breaking into your house while you are at home in 

Wyoming? (q12) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 1075 65.0% 

A little concerned 544 30.5% 

Very Concerned 76 4.4% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  

 
 
13. How concerned are you about being raped or sexually assaulted in Wyoming? (q13) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 1273 73.7% 

A little concerned 386 22.8% 

Very Concerned 34 3.5% 

Total Valid 1693 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 5  

Total 1698  
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14. How concerned are you about being attacked with a weapon in Wyoming? (q14) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 885 52.2% 

A little concerned 728 42.4% 

Very Concerned 82 5.4% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  

 
 
15. How concerned are you about being robbed or mugged on the street in Wyoming? (q15) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 1219 72.9% 

A little concerned 445 24.6% 

Very Concerned 32 2.5% 

Total Valid 1696 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 2  

Total 1698  
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16. How concerned are you about having property vandalized in Wyoming? (q16 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 409 22.4% 

A little concerned 1044 62.2% 

Very Concerned 241 15.4% 

Total Valid 1694 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 4  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 4  

Total 1698  

 
 
17. How concerned are you about being murdered in Wyoming? (q17) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Not at all concerned 1301 79.4% 

A little concerned 353 18.3% 

Very Concerned 38 2.4% 

Total Valid 1692 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 6  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 6  

Total 1698  
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18. How much do you agree or disagree with the following statement: "In general, most people 

can be trusted." (q18) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 304 17.8% 

Agree 1041 59.1% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 177 12.8% 

Disagree 133 8.5% 

Strongly Disagree 25 1.7% 

Total Valid 1680 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 16  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 18  

Total 1698  

 
 
19. Next, we want to know how confident or not confident you are in the following public 

agencies and institutions to do what's right. (q19) 

 
The City Police. Are you... 
 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Very confident 520 28.6% 

Somewhat confident 717 43.3% 

Neutral 269 17.4% 

Not very confident 129 8.2% 

Not at all confident 31 2.4% 

Total Valid 1666 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 24  

No Answer/Refused 8  

Total Missing 32  

Total 1698  
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20. How about the County Sheriff. Are you... (q20) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Very confident 636 36.5% 

Somewhat confident 701 42.2% 

Neutral 217 14.6% 

Not very confident 90 5.1% 

Not at all confident 25 1.6% 

Total Valid 1669 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 28  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 29  

Total 1698  

 
 
21. And what about the Wyoming Highway Patrol? (q21) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Very confident 805 44.3% 

Somewhat confident 651 40.1% 

Neutral 153 11.6% 

Not very confident 52 3.3% 

Not at all confident 13 0.7% 

Total Valid 1674 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 23  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 24  

Total 1698  
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22. And what about the City Government? (q22) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Very confident 270 16.7% 

Somewhat confident 765 46.7% 

Neutral 314 20.5% 

Not very confident 208 10.9% 

Not at all confident 77 5.1% 

Total Valid 1634 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 58  

No Answer/Refused 6  

Total Missing 64  

Total 1698  

 
 
23. How about the State Government? (q23) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Very confident 316 17.7% 

Somewhat confident 877 52.5% 

Neutral 288 18.9% 

Not very confident 143 8.2% 

Not at all confident 40 2.6% 

Total Valid 1664 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 32  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 34  

Total 1698  
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24. And finally, the Federal Government. (q24) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Very confident 100 6.4% 

Somewhat confident 486 30.7% 

Neutral 261 20.4% 

Not very confident 457 24.2% 

Not at all confident 374 18.3% 

Total Valid 1678 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 17  

No Answer/Refused 3  

Total Missing 20  

Total 1698  

 
 
The next set of questions refers to crime that YOU have personally experienced in the past 12 
months. Please only consider your own experiences in the last 12 months. 
 
25. In the last 12 months, were you the victim of a property crime such as someone attempting to 

steal or stealing your car, breaking into or trying to break into your home, or vandalizing your 

property? (q25) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 
 

Yes 196 14.6%  Skip to 26. 

No 1498 85.4%  Skip to 28. 

Total Valid 1694 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 3   

No Answer/Refused 1   

Total Missing 4   

Total 1698   
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26. Did you report it to the police? (q25c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 148 77.2%  Skip to 28. 

No 47 22.8%  Skip to 27. 

Total Valid 195 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 1   

No Answer 0   

System Missing 1502   

Total Missing 1503   

Total 1698   

 
 
27. Why did you not report the incident?  Was it because of any of the following reasons? (Check 

all that apply.) (q25d) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

It was a minor or insignificant 
offense 

33 60.2% 

Police couldn't help 23 58.7% 

Dealt with in another way 10 25.4% 

Due to own carelessness 7 10.8% 

Didn't want police involved 7 13.0% 

Offender friend/family 
member 

3 4.3% 

Afraid of offender 0 0.0% 

Felt sorry for offender 1 4.5% 

None of the above 2 5.6% 

Total Valid 46 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1651  

Total Missing 1652  

Total 1698  
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28. In the last 12 months, did anyone take, or attempt to take, something directly from you by 

using force or threat of force? (q26) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 
 

Yes 13 1.7%  Skip to 29 & 30. 

No 1684 98.3%  Skip to 32. 

Total Valid 1697 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 1   

No Answer/Refused 0   

Total Missing 1   

Total 1698   

 
 
29. Was the person who did this to you... (q26b) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

A stranger 5 N/A 

A casual acquaintance 4 N/A 

A family member, including 
an unmarried partner living in 
your home 

0 N/A 

A person or people who are 
well known to you, excluding 
family 

2 N/A 

You did not see anyone 2 N/A 

Total Valid 13 N/A 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1685  

Total Missing 1685  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 
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30. Did you report it to the police? (q26c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 10 N/A  Skip to 32. 

No 3 N/A  Skip to 31. 

Total Valid 13 N/A 
 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 0   

System Missing 1685   

Total Missing 1685   

Total 1698   

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 

 
 
31. Why did you not report the incident?  Was it because of any of the following reasons? (Check 

all that apply.) (q26d) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

It was a minor or insignificant 
offense 

1 N/A 

Police couldn't help 0 N/A 

Dealt with in another way 2 N/A 

Due to own carelessness 0 N/A 

Didn't want police involved 0 N/A 

Offender friend/family 
member 

0 N/A 

Afraid of offender 1 N/A 

Felt sorry for offender 0 N/A 

Total Valid 2 N/A 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 1  

System Missing 1695  

Total Missing 1696  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 
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32. In the last 12 months, did anyone THREATEN to hit, attack, or assault you? (q27) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 78 7.1%  Skip to 33, 34 & 35. 

No 1620 92.9%  Skip to 37. 

Total Valid 1698 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 0   

Total Missing 0   

Total 1698   

 
 
33. Were you threatened with... (q27a) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Physical force 54 73.3% 

A knife 1 6.2% 

A gun 3 9.6% 

A club 1 2.4% 

Another weapon 8 8.5% 

Total Valid 67 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 9  

No Answer/Refused 2  

System Missing 1620  

Total Missing 1631  

Total 1698  
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34. Was the person who did this to you... (q27b) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

A stranger 29 34.7% 

A casual acquaintance 28 33.5% 

A family member, including 
an unmarried partner living in 
your home 

10 14.2% 

A person or people who are 
well known to you, excluding 
family 

10 15.5% 

You did not see anyone 1 2.1% 

Total Valid 78 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1620  

Total Missing 1620  

Total 1698  

 
 
35. Did you report it to the police? (q27c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 34 48.0%  Skip to 37. 

No 43 52.0%  Skip to 36. 

Total Valid 77 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 1   

No Answer/Refused 0   

System Missing 1620   

Total Missing 1621   

Total 1698   
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36. Why did you not report the incident? Was it because of any of the following reasons? (Check all 

that apply.)  (q27d)  

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

It was a minor or insignificant 
offense 

20 60.7% 

Police couldn't help 10 16.4% 

Dealt with in another way 23 54.0% 

Due to own carelessness 0 0.0% 

Didn't want police involved 10 15.4% 

Offender friend/family 
member 

8 20.4% 

Afraid of offender 4 4.9% 

Felt sorry for offender 8 25.0% 

Total Valid 42  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 1  

System Missing 1655  

Total Missing 1656  

Total 1698  

 
 
37. In the last 12 months, did anyone injure you with a weapon or assault you with physical force? 

(q28) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 
 

Yes 17 1.8%  Skip to 38, 39 & 40. 

No 1681 98.2%  Skip to 42. 

Total Valid 1698 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 0   

Total Missing 0   

Total 1698   
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38. Was the injury caused by... (q28a) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Physical force 14 N/A 

A knife 0 N/A 

A gun 0 N/A 

A club 0 N/A 

Another weapon 2 N/A 

Total Valid 16 N/A 

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1681  

Total Missing 1682  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 

 
 
39. Was the person who did this to you... (q28b) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

A stranger 7 N/A 

A casual acquaintance 4 N/A 

A family member, including 
an unmarried partner living in 
your home 

4 N/A 

A person or people who are 
well known to you, excluding 
family 

1 N/A 

You did not see anyone 1 N/A 

Total Valid 17 N/A 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1681  

Total Missing 1681  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 
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40. Did you report it to the police? (q28c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 13 69.0%  Skip to 42. 

No 4 31.0%  Skip to 41. 

Total Valid 17 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 0   

System Missing 1681   

Total Missing 1681   

Total 1698   

 
 
41. Why did you not report the incident?  Was it because of any of the following reasons? (Check 

all that apply.) (q28d) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

It was a minor or insignificant 
offense 

1 N/A 

Police couldn't help 2 N/A 

Dealt with in another way 1 N/A 

Due to own carelessness 0 N/A 

Didn't want police involved 0 N/A 

Offender friend/family 
member 

2 N/A 

Afraid of offender 0 N/A 

Felt sorry for offender 0 N/A 

Total Valid 3 N/A 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 1  

System Missing 1694  

Total Missing 1695  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 
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42. In the last 12 months, did anyone force you, or attempt to force you, into any unwanted sexual 

activity? (q29) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 
 

Yes 5 1.0%  Skip to 43 & 44. 

No 1692 99.0%  Skip to 46. 

Total Valid 1697 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 1   

Total Missing 1   

Total 1698   

 
 
43. Was the person who did this to you... (q29b) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

A stranger 3 N/A 

A casual acquaintance 1 N/A 

A family member, including 
an unmarried partner living in 
your home 

0 N/A 

A person or people who are 
well known to you, excluding 
family 

1 N/A 

You did not see anyone 0  

Total Valid 5  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1693  

Total Missing 1693  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 
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44. Did you report it to the police? (q29c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 1 N/A  Skip to 46. 

No 4 N/A  Skip to 45. 

Total Valid 5 N/A  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 0   

System Missing 1693   

Total Missing 1693   

Total 1698   

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 

 
 
45. Why did you not report the incident?  Was it because of any of the following reasons? (Check 

all that apply.)  (q29d) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

It was a minor or insignificant 
offense 

3 N/A 

Police couldn't help 2 N/A 

Dealt with in another way 3 N/A 

Due to own carelessness 2 N/A 

Didn't want police involved 3 N/A 

Offender friend/family 
member 

2 N/A 

Afraid of offender 0 N/A 

Felt sorry for offender 2 N/A 

Total Valid 4  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1694  

Total Missing 1694  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 
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46. In the last 12 months, have you felt threatened by another person following or spying on you? 

(q30) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 92 6.6% 

No 1603 93.4% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  

 
 
47. In the last 12 months, have you felt threatened by another person sending you unsolicited 

letters? (q31) 

 
If needed: Do not include emails or text message. 
 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 35 1.6% 

No 1660 98.4% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  
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48. In the last 12 months, have you felt threatened by another person making unsolicited phone 

calls to you? (q32) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 113 6.5% 

No 1581 93.5% 

Total Valid 1694 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 4  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 4  

Total 1698  

 
 
49. In the last 12 months, have you felt threatened by another person sending unsolicited text 

messages to you? (q32a) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 61 5.2% 

No 1634 94.8% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  
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50. In the last 12 months, have you felt threatened by another person sending you unsolicited 

messages over email, instant message, or social networks? (q32_int) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 92 6.9% 

No 1604 93.1% 

Total Valid 1696 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 2  

Total 1698  

 
 
51. In the last 12 months, did anyone use or attempt to use any of your credit cards or credit card 

numbers without your permission? (q33) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 176 10.6% 

No 1515 89.4% 

Total Valid 1691 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 6  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 7  

Total 1698  
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52. In the last 12 months, other than a credit card account, did anyone use or attempt to use any of 

your accounts, such as telephone account, bank account, without your permission? (q34) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 59 4.0% 

No 1637 96.0% 

Total Valid 1696 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 2  

Total 1698  

 
 
53. In the last 12 months, did anyone use or attempt to use your personal information without 

permission to obtain NEW credit cards or loans, run up debts, open other accounts, or 

otherwise commit theft, fraud, or some other crime? (q35) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 63 4.4% 

No 1627 95.6% 

Total Valid 1690 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 8  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 8  

Total 1698  

 
(Respondents who answered ‘Yes’ to Question 33, 34 or 35 answered Question 35a and 35c, the remaining respondents 
skipped to Question 36.) 
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54. Please estimate the total dollar amount the person obtained while misusing your credit cards, 

accounts, and/or personal information.  (q35a) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Less than $500 140 68.7% 

$500 to $1,000 30 15.6% 

$1,001 to $10,000 30 13.7% 

More than $10,000 4 2.0% 

Total Valid 204 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 16  

No Answer/Refused 4  

System Missing 1474  

Total Missing 1494  

Total 1698  

 
 
55. Did you report this misuse of credit cards, personal information, etc., to the police? (q35c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 75 36.2%  Skip to 57. 

No 146 63.8%  Skip to 56. 

Total Valid 221 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 2   

No Answer/Refused 1   

System Missing 1474   

Total Missing 1477   

Total 1698   
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56. Why did you not report the incident?  Was it because of any of the following reasons? (Check 

all that apply.) (q35d) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

It was a minor or insignificant 
offense 

26 17.5% 

Police couldn't help 32 20.8% 

Dealt with in another way 110 75.0% 

Due to own carelessness 6 5.6% 

Didn't want police involved 11 8.3% 

Offender friend/family 
member 

6 6.0% 

Afraid of offender 1 1.6% 

Felt sorry for offender 1 0.7% 

None of the Above 15 11.5% 

Total Valid 144  

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1553  

Total Missing 1554  

Total 1698  
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57. In the last 12 months, do you believe you were the victim of any crime because of any of the 

following of your personal characteristics? (q36) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Race 13 1.8% 

Religion 11 0.8% 

Ethnic background 12 1.5% 

Disability 20 0.8% 

Gender 22 2.4% 

Sexual orientation 6 0.4% 

None of the Above 1632 95.3% 

Total Valid 1692  

Don't Know/Not Sure 4  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 6  

Total 1698  

 
 
58. During the past 12 months, have you been the victim of any other crime that we have not 

already discussed? We will not ask you to name the crime. (q37) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 
 

Yes 57 3.7%  Skip to 59. 

No 1640 96.3%  Skip to 61. 

Total Valid 1697 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 1   

Total Missing 1   

Total 1698   
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59. Did you report it to the police? (q37c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 34 49.6%  Skip to 61. 

No 23 50.4%  Skip to 60. 

Total Valid 57 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 0   

System Missing 1641   

Total Missing 1641   

Total 1698   

 
60. Why did you not report the incident?  Was it because of any of the following reasons? (Check 

all that apply.) (q37d) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

It was a minor or insignificant 
offense 

8 N/A 

Police couldn't help 7 N/A 

Dealt with in another way 12 N/A 

Due to own carelessness 3 N/A 

Didn't want police involved 4 N/A 

Offender friend/family 
member 

2 N/A 

Afraid of offender 3 N/A 

Felt sorry for offender 1 N/A 

None of the Above 3 N/A 

Total Valid 23  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1675  

Total Missing 1675  

Total 1698  

*Weighted percentages are not displayed due to low cell counts. 

 
(Respondents who were not a victim of a crime in the past 12 months skipped to Question 39.)  
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61. As a result of being the victim of a crime in the last 12 months, have you: (q38) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 
 

Received medical treatment? 18 7.6%  

Talked to a psychologist, 
psychiatrist, or mental health 
professional? 

25 12.3%  

Lost time from work? 22 7.3%  Skip to 62. 

Contacted a crisis support 
hotline? 

9 4.9%  

Had any out-of-pocket 
medical expenses as a result 
of being a crime victim? 

21 5.2%  Skip to 63. 

None of the Above 377 77.4%  

Total Valid 436   

Don't Know/Not Sure 2   

No Answer/Refused 3   

System Missing 1257   

Total Missing 1262   

Total 1698   

 
 
62. Please estimate the number of days lost from work as a result of being a crime victim.  Was 

it... (q38a) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

1-5 days 12 64.4% 

6-10 days 3 11.8% 

More than 10 days 7 23.8% 

Total Valid 22 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1676  

Total Missing 1676  

Total 1698  

  



WYSAC, University of Wyoming                                                           Wyoming Crime Victimization Survey, 2011 

 

63 

63. Please estimate your out-of-pocket medical expenses as a result of being a crime victim.  Was 

it... (q38b) 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Less than $500 9 37.7% 

$500 to $1,000 2 3.4% 

$1,001 to $10,000 7 45.0% 

More than $10,000 2 13.9% 

Total Valid 20 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1677  

Total Missing 1678  

Total 1698  

 
The next few questions are about your contact with Wyoming Law Enforcement agencies and 
officers.  What we mean by Wyoming Law Enforcement agencies and officers are city police 
departments, county Sheriff's Offices, Wyoming Highway Patrol, the Wind River Police 
Department, as well as the officers that work for those agencies.   
 
64. Thinking back through the past 12 months, did you have contact with Wyoming Law 

Enforcement for any of the following reasons? (Check all that apply.) (q39) 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid Percent 

 

Casual conversation 949 76.2%  

Traffic violation/accident 345 35.3%  

Officer responded to a call 386 32.4%  

You reported a crime to the police 315 28.5%  

You asked police for information 335 28.2%  

You were questioned by the police 225 23.3%  

You were arrested 12 2.4%  

None of the Above 497 24.0%  Skip to 73. 

Total Valid 1695   

Don't Know/Not Sure 1   Skip to 73.  

No Answer/Refused 2   Skip to 73. 

Total Missing 3   

Total 1698   
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(Respondents who had contact with Wyoming Law Enforcement in the past 12 months due to a traffic violation/accident, 
were questioned by the police, or were arrested proceeded to questions 39a – 39e. 
 
65. Did Wyoming Law Enforcement threaten to use force? (q39a) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 13 5.1% 

No 478 94.9% 

Total Valid 491 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1206  

Total Missing 1207  

Total 1698  

 
 
66. Did Wyoming Law Enforcement handcuff you? (q39b) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 17 7.8% 

No 475 92.2% 

Total Valid 492 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1206  

Total Missing 1206  

Total 1698  
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67. Did Wyoming Law Enforcement point a gun at you? (q39c) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 2 1.2% 

No 490 98.8% 

Total Valid 492 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1206  

Total Missing 1206  

Total 1698  

 
 
68. Did Wyoming Law Enforcement kick, hit, or use any other form of force against you? (q39d) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

 

Yes 6 3.4%  Skip to 69.  

No 485 96.6%  

Total Valid 491 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 0   

No Answer/Refused 1   

System Missing 1206   

Total Missing 1207   

Total 1698   
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69. If force was used, did you feel it was excessive? (q39e) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 5 88.2% 

No 1 11.8% 

Total Valid 6 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 1692  

Total Missing 1692  

Total 1698  

 
 
(Respondents who had any contact with Wyoming Law Enforcement in the past 12 months answered Questions 40-42.) 
 
70. During your most recent contact with Wyoming Law Enforcement, did you argue with, curse, 

or verbally or non-verbally insult an officer? (q40) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 13 2.6% 

No 1185 97.4% 

Total Valid 1198 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 500  

Total Missing 500  

Total 1698  
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71. During your most recent contact with Wyoming Law Enforcement, did an officer argue with, 

curse, or verbally or non-verbally insult you? (q41) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 26 3.8% 

No 1170 96.2% 

Total Valid 1196 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 2  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 500  

Total Missing 502  

Total 1698  

 
 
72. What is your over-all impression of the most recent contact you had with a Wyoming Law 

Enforcement? (q42) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Very unfavorable 33 3.8% 

Unfavorable 55 5.2% 

Neutral 131 15.6% 

Favorable 400 34.6% 

Very favorable 576 40.8% 

Total Valid 1195 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 0  

System Missing 500  

Total Missing 503  

Total 1698  
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73. Receiving a traffic citation or ticket, or being arrested, is never a pleasant experience.  If you 

have EVER IN YOUR LIFE received a traffic ticket or were arrested by a Wyoming Law 

Enforcement officer, did you feel you were treated fairly? (q43) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 1086 87.7% 

No 153 12.3% 

Total Valid 1239 100.0% 

Not Applicable (Never 
received traffic ticket or 
arrested) 

450  

Don't Know/Not Sure 8  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 459  

Total 1698  

 
 
Next, I am going to read a series of statements about Wyoming Law Enforcement.  
 
Please tell me if you agree or disagree with the statements.  Here is the first statement... 
 
74. Overall, Wyoming Law Enforcement Agencies do a good job of performing their mission. 

(q44) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 471 25.2% 

Agree 1003 57.3% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 150 12.9% 

Disagree 44 4.0% 

Strongly Disagree 12 0.6% 

Total Valid 1680 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 17  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 18  

Total 1698  
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75. In general, Wyoming Law Enforcement officers are attentive to the questions and concerns of 

citizens. (q45) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 369 20.2% 

Agree 1053 61.5% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 157 11.3% 

Disagree 79 5.9% 

Strongly Disagree 13 1.1% 

Total Valid 1671 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 26  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 27  

Total 1698  

 
 
76. In general, Wyoming Law Enforcement officers treat citizens with respect. (q46) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 375 19.4% 

Agree 1083 62.9% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 135 10.4% 

Disagree 79 6.2% 

Strongly Disagree 12 1.0% 

Total Valid 1684 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 14  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 14  

Total 1698  
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77. Wyoming Law Enforcement officers typically treat citizens the same regardless of their ethnic 

background. (q47) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 227 13.3% 

Agree 821 53.3% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 219 16.0% 

Disagree 176 14.4% 

Strongly Disagree 29 3.0% 

Total Valid 1472 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 222  

No Answer/Refused 4  

Total Missing 226  

Total 1698  

 
 
78. In general, Wyoming Law Enforcement officers are reliable. (q48) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 381 20.7% 

Agree 1129 65.8% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 111 8.2% 

Disagree 39 4.2% 

Strongly Disagree 10 1.0% 

Total Valid 1670 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 26  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 28  

Total 1698  
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79. In general, Wyoming Law Enforcement officers are competent. (q49) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 334 18.3% 

Agree 1138 67.8% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 131 9.0% 

Disagree 52 3.7% 

Strongly Disagree 9 1.3% 

Total Valid 1664 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 33  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 34  

Total 1698  

 
 
80. Generally, Wyoming Law Enforcement officers are polite and use appropriate manners in 

their contacts with citizens. (q50) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Strongly Agree 371 20.0% 

Agree 1121 67.1% 

Neither Agree nor Disagree 117 7.3% 

Disagree 54 3.8% 

Strongly Disagree 12 1.8% 

Total Valid 1675 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 22  

No Answer/Refused 1  

Total Missing 23  

Total 1698  
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It has been reported nationally that some police officers stop citizens of certain racial or ethnic 
groups because the officers believe that these groups are more likely than others to commit 
certain types of crimes. 
 
81. Do you believe that Wyoming law enforcement officers EVER engage in this practice when 

they decide to stop drivers? (q51) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 495 43.5% 

No 723 56.5% 

Total Valid 1218 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 468  

No Answer/Refused 12  

Total Missing 480  

Total 1698  

 
 
82. How widespread do you think this practice is within Wyoming law enforcement agencies? 

(q51a) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Widespread 86 23.3% 

A few officers or troopers do 
this 

259 52.5% 

Very few, if any, officers or 
troopers do this. 

128 24.2% 

Total Valid 473 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 19  

No Answer/Refused 3  

System Missing 1203  

Total Missing 1225  

Total 1698  
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We are almost done.  We now have a few questions about you and your household.   
 
Remember, all answers are confidential and you can refuse to answer any question you don't want 
to. 
 
83. Age? (Age) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

18-24 years 38 14.6% 

25-34 years 120 18.2% 

35-44 years 178 15.5% 

45-54 years 300 19.4% 

55-64 years 403 16.2% 

65-74 years 334 8.8% 

75 years and older 266 7.3% 

Total Valid 1639 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 56  

Total Missing 59  

Total 1698  

 
84. How long have you lived in Wyoming? (YLWY) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

0-15 years 364 30.1% 

16-30 years 331 27.9% 

31-45 years 381 20.9% 

46-60 years 321 13.5% 

61 or more years 271 7.7% 

Total Valid 1668 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 6  

No Answer/Refused 24  

Total Missing 30  

Total 1698  
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85. What is the highest level of school you completed or the highest degree you received? (Edu) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Grades 1 through 8 
(Elementary) 

12 0.5% 

Grades 9 through 11 (Some 
high school) 

40 3.1% 

Grade 12 (High school 
graduate) 

434 25.6% 

GED 26 2.5% 

Some College, NO degree 356 23.5% 

AA, Technical/vocational 110 6.8% 

AA, Academic 123 7.2% 

BA, BS (college graduate) 356 19.8% 

Some graduate or 
professional school 

29 1.4% 

Graduate or professional 
degree 

195 9.5% 

Total Valid 1681 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 4  

No Answer/Refused 13  

Total Missing 17  

Total 1698  

 
 
86. Are you of Hispanic or Latino descent? (HISPANIC) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 71 6.5% 

No 1613 93.5% 

Total Valid 1684 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 4  

No Answer/Refused 10  

Total Missing 14  

Total 1698  
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87. And which one of the following would you say BEST describes your race? (RACEMULTI) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

White 1610 95.7% 

Black or African American 4 0.2% 

Asian 5 0.2% 

Native Hawaiian or Other 
Pacific Islander 

1 0.0% 

American Indian or Alaska 
Native 

34 2.1% 

Other (specify) 25 1.8% 

Total Valid 1679 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 16  

Total Missing 19  

Total 1698  

 
 
88. What is you marital status? (q56) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Married  1113 59.9% 

Single  228 26.4% 

Separated or divorced  161 8.4% 

Widowed  178 5.3% 

Total Valid 1680 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 18  

Total Missing 18  

Total 1698  
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89. Do you have children under age 18 who are living with you? (q57) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 399 35.8% 

No 1291 64.2% 

Total Valid 1690 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 8  

No Answer/Refused 0  

Total Missing 8  

Total 1698  

 
 
90. Would you tell me what your total family income was in 2010? (q58) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Less than $10,000 42 4.4% 

$10,000 to $14,999 52 4.5% 

$15,000 to $24,999 98 9.1% 

$25,000 to $34,999 119 9.4% 

$35,000 to $49,999 165 13.8% 

$50,000 to $74,999 260 23.0% 

$75,000 to $99,999 168 14.7% 

$100,000 to $149,999 161 14.4% 

$150,000 to $199,999 42 3.9% 

$200,000 or more 30 2.8% 

Total Valid 1137 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 140  

No Answer/Refused 421  

Total Missing 561  

Total 1698  
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91. Did you vote in the last general election? (q59) 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes 1397 73.6% 

No 293 26.4% 

Total Valid 1690 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 0  

No Answer/Refused 8  

Total Missing 8  

Total 1698  

 
 
92. Sex (gender) 

 

 
 
93. Is there at least one telephone INSIDE your home that is currently working and is NOT a cell 

phone? (curwrk) 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Yes (not asked, completed 
on landline) 

1492 79.2% 

Yes 112 9.1% 

No 91 11.7% 

Total Valid 1695 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 1  

No Answer/Refused 2  

Total Missing 3  

Total 1698  

 
  

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

(Male) 844 52.3% 

(Female) 853 47.7% 

Total Valid 1697 100.0% 

(Can’t tell) 1  

Total Missing 1  

Total 1698  
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94. How many total working cell phones do you or people in your household have? (wrkcel) 

 
 

 
 
95. Of all the telephone calls that you or your household receives, are... (phnuse) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Cell-Only Household 
(computed) 

91 11.8% 

All or almost all calls 
received on cell phones 

222 18.7% 

Some received on cell 
phones and some on regular 
phones 

757 43.5% 

Very few or none on cell 
phones 

437 19.1% 

Landline-Only household 
(computed) 

177 6.8% 

Total Valid 1684 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 11  

Total Missing 14  

Total 1698  

  

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

0 177 6.9% 

1 484 23.1% 

2 635 36.8% 

3 202 15.3% 

4 112 9.2% 

5 52 6.3% 

6 11 1.9% 

7 2 0.1% 

8 2 0.4% 

Total Valid 1677 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 3  

No Answer/Refused 18  

Total Missing 21  

Total 1698  
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96. Do you or does anyone in your household connect to the Internet FROM HOME? (net) 

 
If needed: Only include HOME access, not libraries, coffee shops, etc. 
 
 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 
 

Yes 1363 86.5%  Skip to 97. 

No 320 13.5%  

Total Valid 1683 100.0%  

Don't Know/Not Sure 4   

No Answer/Refused 11   

Total Missing 15   

Total 1698   

 
 
97. Do you currently access the Internet at home using... (net1) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

A regular ‘dial-up’ modem 104 6.1% 

High speed DSL or 
broadband 

1084 84.6% 

Some other way 113 9.4% 

Total Valid 1301 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 54  

No Answer/Refused 8  

System Missing 335  

Total Missing 397  

Total 1698  
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Now for my last question.  
 
98. If, at the very beginning of this survey, we had offered you the option to complete this survey 

ONLINE instead of over the phone, would you have chosen to let me guide you to our 

website so you could complete it there, or would you have continued over the phone? (net2) 

 

 
Raw 

Frequency 
Counts  

Weighted 
Valid 

Percent 

Would have chosen website 176 19.3% 

Continued over the phone 865 80.7% 

Total Valid 1041 100.0% 

Don't Know/Not Sure 41  

No Answer/Refused 2  

System Missing 614  

Total Missing 657  

Total 1698  
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