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The protocols implemented for this study were per the federal guidelines set up in 2012, which distinguish it from all 

prior surveys of seat belt use in Wyoming. The standards and protocols align with the Uniform Criteria for State 

Observational Surveys of Seat Belt Use, 23 CFR Part 1340. The 2017 survey analysis was the fifth survey conducted 

under the 2012 guidelines for seat belt use in the state of Wyoming 
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Executive Summary 

Seat belt use in Wyoming during 2017 is the subject of the narrative and appendices in this report. The study was 

developed in accordance with the Uniform Criteria for State Observational Surveys of Seat Belt Use, 23 CFR § 1340. 

Per the required procedures, the sample first created in 2012 reached its expiration date and required a new sampling 

for the 2017 data collection period. Therefore, this study represents a new baseline survey, which means that no 

comparisons with prior surveys or the results of those surveys are directly comparable with the 2017 estimates of seat 

belt use in Wyoming. The details of the procedures used to develop the new 2017 sample are in another section of this 

report. 

The narrative begins with a presentation of the estimates of seat belt use for all vehicle occupants, and separate 

estimates for drivers and front-seat outboard passengers.1 The seat belt use rates are then presented within the 

categories of several other variables that offer more details about patterns of seat belt use. For example, the reader will 

find estimates by urban and rural population density, estimates for each of the counties, estimates by the roadway 

type, and estimates by in-state and out-of-state vehicle licenses, by vehicle type, by the gender of the vehicle 

occupants, and by the combination of gender and vehicle types. 

In the report, the measures of seat belt use are characterized as “estimates” rather than raw numbers. These estimates 

were derived from data that was weighted by the probabilities associated with the sampling methodology. In this case, 

the weighting process used the Complex Samples module in the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences to develop 

the estimates. 

Here is a summary of the major findings: 

• Statewide Estimate. The overall estimate of seat belt use for all vehicle occupants was 84.8 percent belted, 

with a standard error of 0.1 percent. This total estimate was based on observations of 23,775 vehicle 

occupants. Included in the vehicle occupants were drivers, whose estimated rate of belt use was 82.7 percent, 

and front seat outboard passengers, whose estimated rate of belt use was 90.0 percent. Among the 23,775 

vehicle occupants, there were 17,342 drivers and 6,433 passengers. The standard errors for drivers and 

passengers were each 0.2 percent.  

• Urban and Rural Sites. In Wyoming, observations collected in sites with populations of 5,000 or more are 

considered urban; if less than 5,000, the observations are classified as rural.2 In this year’s survey, vehicle 

occupants observed in urban areas were belted at a rate of 72.3 percent, while occupants in rural areas were 

belted at a rate of 86.8 percent, a difference of 14.5 percentage points. In the sample, there were almost four 

times more observations from rural than urban sites, which is indicative of Wyoming’s rural character. 

• Counties. Of the seventeen Wyoming counties in the sample, seven had seat belt use estimates above the 

statewide average (84.8%) and ten had rates below the statewide average. Seven of those ten had estimates 

                                                           
1 Throughout this report, the term “vehicle occupants” refers to the combined driver and outboard passenger totals. 

2 An exception is for sites in Teton County, which we believe to be defined as “rural” regardless of the actual population of those sites. 
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below 80 percent. The county seat belt use rates for all vehicle occupants range from a low of 64.4 percent 

belted in Sweetwater County to a high of 93.1 percent belted in Crook County. 

• In-State and Out-of-State. Observers noted whether vehicle occupants were in vehicles registered in 

Wyoming or out-of-state. Occupants in Wyoming vehicles accounted for more than half of all observations 

(55.7%). However, the seat belt use rate for occupants of Wyoming vehicles was 78.7 percent, while the rate 

for occupants in out-of-state vehicles was 90.7 percent.  

• Roadways. The seat belt use rate for vehicle occupants observed on primary roadways was 87.9 percent; the 

rate on secondary roads was 83.7 percent; and the rate for vehicle occupants observed within the catch-all 

category of “local roads, rural roads and city streets” was 72.4 percent. 

• Gender. Males accounted for more than six of every 10 vehicle occupants observed for this survey. Males 

had an estimated rate of 81.2 percent belted. Female vehicle occupants were outnumbered, but their seat belt 

usage estimate was 89.9 percent belted, which was 8.7 points higher than the male rate. 

• Vehicle Type. The highest rates of seat belt use were for vehicle occupants in vans (90.5%) and sport utility 

vehicles (87.5%). The seat belt use rate was 86.8 percent for occupants in automobiles, still higher than the 

statewide rate (84.8%). However, the rate for combined drivers and passengers in pickup trucks was 77.6 

percent belted, an estimated rate 9.2 points lower than the next lowest rate of 86.8 percent for automobile 

vehicle occupants. 

• Gender and Vehicle Type. The analysis of the combination of vehicle type and gender shows higher rates 

of seat belt usage for females than for males in every vehicle type. The highest difference between the genders 

was the rate of belt use for females in pickup trucks, 86.3 percent, which was 11.6 points higher than the rate 

for males in pickup trucks, which was 74.7 percent. 

 

One final note before the body of this report: with few exceptions, the only detailed presentation of raw frequencies 

for the variables in this study are in the appendix. While many readers like to see raw frequencies to provide some 

context for the data analysis, such a presentation tends to be confusing when frequencies are comingled with estimates 

based on sample weights derived from probabilities. For that reason, most of the report will focus on estimates with a 

mention of frequencies only as needed for background information.  
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Introduction to the Survey 

From Monday June 5, 2017 to Sunday June 11th, 2017, seventeen trained observers were dispatched to their assigned 

counties. There were two alternate observers, but only one was needed in the field to collect data.  

There were seventeen counties in the sample, each with seventeen sites: that amounts to 289 total sites. However, 

some sites had no vehicle traffic, which means no seat belt use data was collected. A total of 13 of the 289 sites had 

no data. One site and its associated alternates could not be observed because of road closures. Per the guidelines, the 

assigned observer documented the site as unobservable. 

Observers identified 239 vehicle occupants whose seat belt use could not be determined and were coded as “unsure.” 

Dividing 239 “unsure” by 23,775 total vehicles produces an “unknown” rate of .0100526, or 1.0 percent. 

The list of counties, observers, the one alternate observer (Cindy Pope), and the number of observations collected by 

each observer are in Table 1. 

Table 1: Frequencies by Observer 

 

COUNTY OBSERVER FREQUENCY 

ALBANY Monty Byers 1,497 

BIG HORN Dixie Elder 882 

CAMPBELL Dee Sibelius 1,388 
 

Cindy Pope 27 

CARBON Russel Loestcher 1,276 

CONVERSE Kris Smith 1,170 

CROOK Derald Maddison 1,801 

FREMONT Jaclyn Davison 1,559 
 

Cindy Pope 111 

JOHNSON Deb Eutsler 1,163 

LARAMIE Brooke Darden 501 

LINCOLN Dawn Edwards 1,310 

NATRONA Molly Laidlaw 581 

NIOBRARA Bill Spencer 941 

PARK Donna Lucas 1,311 

PLATTE Doug Peterson 1,453 

SHERIDAN Susan Parkinson 1,334 

SWEETWATER Kayla Schear 2,125 

TETON Peggy Dowers 3,345 
 

Total 23,775 
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Seat Belt Observer Training 

iPads were used to collect the 2017 seat belt survey, which required an iPad and survey tool training segment. The 

observers received basic iPad training related to the functions, features, and maintenance. All iPads were preloaded 

with the 2017 Seat Belt Survey data collection tool. All the observers and quality control staff received training on the 

individual components of the application in audio, visual, and tactile format. On day one each of the training 

participants practiced using the program for a period during the training session. After practicing in the classroom, the 

observers had an opportunity to complete a mock data collection period. On day two, the observers completed four 

data collection sessions. Three of the four data collection sessions were used to calculate their individual inter-accuracy 

ratios. 
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Quality Control 

For the 2017 Wyoming Seat Belt Use Survey, observer training began in the classroom. The assembled observers 

were presented with survey procedures and methods, using the protocols set up for surveys of seat belt use. The DLN 

staff placed special emphasis on directions for parking and locations for optimal observation of seat belt use. 

Following the classroom training, observers took part in a series of pilot tests to assess their skills and measure the 

accuracy of their observations. Pairs of observers viewed the same traffic but independently recorded their 

observations. The staff calculated each pair’s inter-accuracy ratios, which needed to show a minimum of 85 percent 

agreement before observers could qualify. This step exists to insure the reliability of the data before any observations 

are collected. 

A third part of the training involved written tests of each observer’s knowledge of observation rules and procedures. 

A minimum passing grade of 80 percent was required for all the observers. The same standards applied to the alternate 

observers and the quality control supervisors. 

Once in the field, quality control monitors conducted random spot checks on the reliability of the observations for 

different observers. These monitors were required to attend training sessions with observers, and received additional 

training separate from the observers in a half-day session. That quality control monitoring session included an 

extensive review of the directions that applied to the monitors. During that session, the random site selections were 

determined for reliability spot checks where monitoring would occur. 

During the survey, DLN staff were always available to help observers with questions and issues. This included 

situations where conditions might require changes to alternate sites or other adjustments that observers might need to 

make to insure the quality of observations. 

When observers completed an electronic record of observations for each site, the observers transferred the data 

electronically to the DLN staff person assigned the task of compiling the data. DLN staff took steps to insure the data 

was accurate and contained correct codes, working with observers to resolve any issues to insure reliable data going 

forward. Once the data was “cleaned” of any errors, it was moved to Excel files and examined further for any 

anomalies. At that point, the Excel files were loaded into the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences, where variable 

and value labels were created along with other preparations for analysis. The initial SPSS files were reviewed for any 

additional cleaning that might be needed. At that point, the Complex Samples plan in SPSS was developed to weight 

the data by the sampling probabilities required to generate estimates of seat belt use. 

At every step, from observer training to data analysis, DLN followed standard protocols to insure the reliability and 

accuracy of the data utilized to compile this report. 
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The Overall Estimates of Belt Use 

The estimated rate of belt use for 23,775 vehicle occupants, drivers and outboard passengers combined, was 84.8 

percent belted. Observers found 14.2 percent as “not belted,” and they were unsure about the belt use for 1.0 percent 

of the vehicle occupants. The table shows the standard error rate and the 95 percent confidence intervals.3 

Table 2: Occupant Seat Belt Use, with Standard Errors and Confidence Intervals 
 

 

Estimate Standard 

Error 

95% Confidence 

Interval 

Unweighted 

Count  
  Lower Upper  

BELTED 84.8% 0.1% 84.5% 85.1% 19,574 

NOT BELTED 14.2% 0.1% 14.0% 14.5% 3,962 

UNSURE 1.0% 0.0% 0.9% 1.0% 239 

TOTAL 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 23,775 

 

In past Wyoming surveys, the estimated belt use for drivers has been lower than the overall rate, while the rate for 

passengers tended to be higher than the overall rate. For this new baseline survey, the results were similar. The 

estimated belt use for drivers was 82.7 percent, or 2.1 percentage points below the rate for all vehicle occupants. For 

passengers, the rate was 90.0 percent belted, or 5.2 percentage points above the overall rate. Because drivers represent 

72.9 percent of all vehicle occupants, their belt use has a much greater effect on the overall rate. Passengers made up 

27.1 percent of all vehicle occupants, so while they tend to inflate the overall rate, their small number does not pull 

the overall rate up as much as the larger number of drivers pull the rate down. 

  

                                                           
3 The very low standard error rates and the very narrow confidence intervals tell us that our estimates were statistically accurate. 
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Table 3 and Table 4 show the overall estimates for the drivers and passengers including the standard error and 95 

percent confidence intervals. 

Table 3: Driver Seat Belt Use, with Standard Errors and Confidence Intervals 

 

 
Estimate Standard 

Error 

95% Confidence  

Interval 

Unweighted 

Count    
Lower Upper 

 

BELTED 82.7% 0.2% 82.4% 83.0% 13,940 

NOT BELTED 16.4% 0.2% 16.1% 16.7% 3,236 

UNSURE 0.9% 0.0% 0.8% 1.0% 176 

TOTAL 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 17,342 

  

 

Table 4: Passenger Seat Belt Use, with Standard Errors and Confidence Intervals 

 

 

Estimate 
Standard 

Error 

95% Confidence 

Interval 

Unweighted 

Count 

   Lower Upper 
 

BELTED 90.0% 0.2% 89.6% 90.4% 5,634 

NOT BELTED 8.9% 0.2% 8.5% 9.3% 736 

UNSURE 1.1% 0.1% 0.9% 1.2% 63 

TOTAL 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 6,433 
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Occupant Belt Use for Selected Variables 

Seat Belt Use Rates by County 

Seat belt use rates were calculated for factors that were either of interest to WYDOT or were presumed to be associated 

with rates of seat belt use because of past surveys. Figure 1 depicts the first rates presented for each of the counties in 

the sample, arranged from the lowest to the highest rates.  

  

There were counties in Wyoming with seat belt use rates generally more typical of states with primary laws. They 

include the county with the highest rate, Niobrara (94.9% belted). Other counties with such high rates included Crook 

(93.1%), Johnson (91.9%), and Teton County (89.7%). Some Wyoming counties had relatively low rates of belt use 

by vehicle occupants in this survey. They include Laramie (71.9%) and Sweetwater (64.4%). The rate for Sweetwater 

County, 64.4 percent, was a full 20.4 points below the overall state rate (84.8%). 

These rates will serve as the baseline county rates going forward to future surveys for Wyoming. However, it is 

important to note that smaller numbers of observations for some counties in prior surveys made the rates less stable 

and more subject to fluctuation across the years. In this case, the counties with the smallest number of observations 

include Big Horn (882), Laramie (501), Natrona (581), and Niobrara (941). In future surveys, significant changes may 

occur in the rates for these counties. 
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91.9%
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86.6%
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Figure 1: Occupant Belt Use by County, Wyoming 2017 
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Occupant Belt Use by Population Density 

In Wyoming, sites in areas with more than 5,000 residents are defined as “urban,” while sites in areas with fewer than 

5,000 residents are defined as “rural.” DLN staff consulted maps and U.S. Census data and determined the appropriate 

code for each site. For example, a site found within a city with a population of 5,000 or greater, was coded as urban. 

If the site was located outside of a city, the basis of the code became the area within the county population. Similarly, 

sites in cities or outside a city in a county were coded as rural when the population density was fewer than 5,000 

residents.  

The threshold of 5,000 residents may seem less than urban to observers of densely populated states, but Wyoming is 

the land of “wide open spaces” and relatively few people. The U.S. Census Bureau estimated the 2016 Wyoming 

population at 585,501 people, which ranks fiftieth in population among the fifty states. The largest city in Wyoming 

is Cheyenne; in 2015, the U.S. Census bureau estimated Cheyenne’s population as 63,335, which would be much 

smaller than major cities in states with larger populations.  

Given this context, it is not surprising that 79.0 percent of the vehicle occupants in this survey were observed in sites 

classified as rural, and 21.0 percent were coded as urban. 

In past surveys of Wyoming seat belt use, vehicle occupants in rural areas were more likely to be wearing their seat 

belts. That result is also true for this new baseline survey: 86.8 percent of vehicle occupants in rural sites were belted, 

while 72.3 percent of vehicle occupants in urban areas were observed wearing their seat belts. The urban seat belt rate 

was 12.5 points lower than the statewide rate for all sites, but the small percentage of observations in urban areas did 

not have much of an effect on the overall rate. It appears that the urban rate pulls down the state average by about 2.0 

percentage points from the 86.8 percent in the rural areas to the overall rate of 84.8 percent. Figure 2 shows these 

results.  

72.3%

86.8% 84.8%

0.0%

20.0%

40.0%

60.0%

80.0%

100.0%

Urban Rural Total

Figure 2: Occupant Belt Use by Population Density, Wyoming 2017 
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Occupant Belt Use by Vehicle Registration 

Observers noted whether the occupants were in vehicles with either Wyoming license plates or out-of-state plates. 

The observations were coded to show occupant belt use: belted, not belted, or unsure when the observers were not 

able to identify the type of license plate.  

The results in this survey indicated a lower rate of belt use for vehicle occupants in Wyoming-licensed vehicles. That 

rate was 78.7 percent belted. This compares to a rate of 90.7 percent for occupants of vehicles with out-of-state plates. 

The difference was 12.0 percentage points lower for occupants of Wyoming vehicles.  

Observers were unable to identify registration for 392 vehicle occupants, or 1.6 percent of all vehicle occupants. Figure 

3 illustrates these results, showing the various rates of belt use by license registration.4  

 

 

  

                                                           
4 Throughout the report the data presented is depicted in table or chart format. For the purposes of analysis, the data shown represents the 

belted percentages. The detailed tables for each of the observed categories are included in the appendices to this report. The appendix will also 

have all the frequencies for the variables in this survey. 

78.7%

90.7%

81.2%
84.8%

0.0%

20.0%

40.0%

60.0%

80.0%

100.0%

Wyoming License Out-of-State License Unsure Total

Figure 3: Occupant Belt Use by State Registration, Wyoming 2017 
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Occupant Belt Use by Roadway Types 

Site descriptions from NHTSA included a description of the roadway types. The assigned codes were S1100, S1200, 

and S1400. Roads coded as S1100 are generally federally or state-maintained primary roads, and include the interstate 

highways that run through Wyoming. These were likely to be the four-lane roadways in our sample. The data collected 

revealed that 97.2 percent of the “S1100” observations occurred when observers were entering data for vehicles across 

two lanes of traffic, showing that those observations were collected on four-lane highways. Overall, the data shows 

that 29.2 percent of the collected observations came from these primary roads. 

Roads coded as S1200 were likely to be a mixture of two- and four-lane roads. The data showed that 58.6 percent of 

the observations in this category were from one-lane traffic, while 41.3 percent came from observations of two-lane 

traffic (or four-lane roadways). Overall, the data revealed that 67.0 percent of the observations in this survey came 

from these secondary roadways. 

The S1400 classification was for a mixture of local, rural, and city roadways. While all the observations in this survey 

were collected on paved roadways, these “S1400” roads were likely to have the least amount of traffic. The data 

showed that only 3.8 percent of the observations in our sample came from this category. However, the sites within 

this roadway type were almost equally distributed among two- and four-lane roadways. We found that 53.7 percent 

of the 896 observations collected on these S1400 roadways involved observations of one-lane traffic, 46.3 percent 

were collected across two-lanes (four-lane roads). 

 

Figure 4 shows that the data in this 2017 survey of Wyoming seems to follow this pattern. 

 

S1100 - Primary, 
29.2%

S1200 -
Secondary, 67.0%

S1400 -
Loc/Rural/City, 

3.8%

Figure 4: Occupant Frequencies by Type of Roadway, Wyoming 2017 
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The highest rate of seat belt use was for occupants observed in vehicles on primary roads; that rate was 87.9 percent 

belted. The largest number of observations was from vehicles within secondary roadways, and those vehicle occupants 

were belted at a rate of 83.7 percent. The lowest rate of belt use was for occupants observed in vehicles on local roads, 

city roads, and rural roads, at 72.4 percent belted. 

 

 

 

Prior surveys in Wyoming and elsewhere have typically found the highest rates of seat belt use on interstate-primary 

roads, perhaps because higher speeds and more traffic encourage a higher perception of risk and greater seat belt use 

to diminish the risk. Secondary roads may often share some of the characteristics of primary roads and show similar 

rates of seat belt use. The lowest rates often come from the least-traveled roads, or the roads with the lowest level of 

perceived risks from traffic. These were likely to be those local roads, rural roads, and city streets.  
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Figure 5: Occupant Belt Use by Type of Roadway, Wyoming 2017 
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Occupant Belt Use by Occupant Gender 

The results for the 2017 seat belt use survey in Wyoming show females belted at a rate of 89.9 percent and males 

belted at a rate of 81.2 percent, a difference of 8.7 points. The lower male rate tends to depress the overall rate because 

males made up 58.7 percent of all vehicle occupants. Females were 41.3 percent of the vehicle occupants, so their 

higher rate of seat belt use has less effect on the overall rate. Figure 6 illustrates this result.  

 

 

  

Male, 58.7%

Female, 41.3%

Figure 6: Occupant Frequencies by Occupant Gender, Wyoming 2017 
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Occupant Belt Use by Vehicle Type 

Drivers and passengers, the “occupants” in our survey, were more likely to be observed in pickup trucks than any 

other type of vehicle. For Wyoming 2017, 36.4 percent of vehicle occupants were observed in pickup trucks. Next 

highest type of vehicle was “vans,” which carried 32.0 percent of vehicle occupants. Pickups and vans together 

comprised 68.4 percent of the vehicles in which occupants were observed. The dominance of pickups and vans may 

be peculiar to Wyoming, perhaps reflecting residents’ preferences for vehicles connected to work and rugged 

conditions. Automobiles have declined in popularity in Wyoming; 24.6 percent of vehicle occupants were observed 

in automobiles in this 2017 survey. The fewest number of occupants were observed in sport utility vehicles (SUVs), 

with a frequency of 7.0 percent of the total occupants.  

The dominance of the pickup truck is important because the lowest seat belt use has typically been found for occupants 

observed in pickup trucks. This is also true for this survey. The seat belt use rate for occupants in pickup trucks was 

77.6 percent, a rate that was 7.2 percentage points lower than the overall rate of 84.8 percent. It appears that the higher 

frequency of occupants and the lower rate of belt use in pickup trucks tends to pull the overall rate down. The rates 

for occupants in each of the other vehicle types was higher: 86.8 percent in automobiles, 90.5 percent in vans, and 

87.5 percent in SUVs.  

Figure 7 demonstrates the results for these variables. 
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Figure 7: Occupant Belt Use by Vehicle Type, Wyoming 2017 
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Occupant Belt Use by Vehicle Type and Gender 

As previously noted in this report, male vehicle occupants outnumber females, 58.7 percent to 41.3 percent. It was 

also noted that females had higher rates of seat belt use. This section continues to explore those factors by examining 

gender differences in seat belt use across the different types of vehicles. 

There were differences between males and females in terms of the types of vehicles. Figure 8 shows these distinctions.  

 

The chart shows that females were the larger percentage of vehicle occupants only in vans (54.2% female), while 

males had slightly higher representation in automobiles (50.8%) and an even higher percentage in SUVs (56.3%). The 

greatest gender difference was found in pickup trucks: males constituted 75.9 percent of pickup truck occupants in the 

2017 seat belt use survey in Wyoming.  
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Figure 8: Occupant Percentages by Occupant Gender and Vehicle Type 
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These differences by gender are important because of the ways in which belt use varies by gender and vehicle type. 

As identified in the previous section, females had a higher overall rate of seat belt use, 89.9 percent compared to a 

rate of 81.2 percent for males. The following chart shows that the rate of seat belt use was greater for females in 

every type of vehicle. 

 

 

The most significant difference in the graph was for occupants in pickup trucks. Males in pickups had a seat belt use 

rate of 74.7 percent, and the female rate was 86.3 percent, a difference of 11.6 percentage points. The rates for males 

are typically similar until they enter a pickup truck, and then their rate falls dramatically. It falls from an overall 81.2 

percent rate for males in all vehicle types to 74.7 percent in pickups, a drop of 6.5 percentage points. The rate was 

lower for females in pickups, but the decline was from an overall rate of 89.9 percent to 86.3 percent, a drop of 3.6 

percentage points, nearly half of the decline for males. This “pickup truck effect” seems to occur for both males and 

females, but not as much for females. Seat belt use by females was more consistent across vehicle types. 
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Figure 9: Occupant Belt Use by Occupant Gender and Vehicle Type, Wyoming 2017 
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Drivers and Passengers 

For the seat belt survey, observations of seat belt use were collected for drivers and front seat outboard passengers, 

who together made up all the observed vehicle occupants. The data did not include seat belt use for middle front seat 

or back seat passengers. The frequencies for the 2017 Wyoming drivers and passengers are illustrated by the following 

chart.  

 

Drivers made up 72.9 percent of all the vehicle occupants; passengers were 27.1 percent. Although there may be other 

passengers in some vehicles -- for example, children in the back seat – it was likely that 72.9 percent of vehicles had 

only a driver. 
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Figure 10: Frequencies by Type of Vehicle Occupant, Wyoming 2017 
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It was noted previously in this report that drivers tend to have a lower rate of seat belt use than passengers. This is true 

for the Wyoming 2017 seat belt use survey, as shown by the following chart. The weighted estimates were 82.7 percent 

belted for drivers and 90.0 percent belted for passengers, a difference of 7.3 percentage points.5  

 

This relationship tends to carry over within all the other major variables examined in this report. The following 

discussion provides highlights for each of these other variables found when driver and passenger rates were examined 

for 2017 in Wyoming, with accompanying charts to illustrate the differences. 

 

  

                                                           
5 Throughout this section, the calculations used to find the differences in seat belt use were done by subtracting the rate for drivers from the 

rate for passengers. This approach made most of the differences a positive number. While the percentage differences were not presented in 

the narrative, they will appear for reference in the appendix. 

Figure 11: Occupant Belt Use by Driver and Passenger, Wyoming 2017 
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Population Density. Passengers had a higher rate of seat belt use in both urban and rural areas. As reported 

previously the vehicle occupants were more likely belted in rural areas than urban areas. The data also shows 

passengers with higher rates of seat belt use in urban areas, 6.9 points higher for passengers, and in rural areas, 

where passengers were 6.6 percentage points more likely to be belted.  
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Figure 12: Belt Use by Occupant and Population, Wyoming 2017 
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Counties. Passengers had higher rates of seat belt use in fifteen of the seventeen counties. Only Natrona and 

Sweetwater had drivers with a higher rate of belt use, and those differences (-2.9 percent in Natrona and -0.4 

points in Sweetwater) were small. The higher rates of seat belt use for passengers were particularly significant for 

Albany (13.3 %), Converse (10.7 %), Laramie (12.1 %) and Sheridan (12.8%). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 5: Belt Use by Occupant & County 

 

 

 

  

County Drivers Passengers Differences 

ALBANY 81.9% 95.2% 13.3% 

BIG HORN 84.5% 92.0% 7.5% 

CAMPBELL 76.9% 83.3% 6.4% 

CARBON 85.6% 89.8% 4.2% 

CONVERSE 80.3% 91.0% 10.7% 

CROOK 91.6% 96.1% 4.5% 

FREMONT 73.6% 77.2% 3.6% 

JOHNSON 91.1% 94.0% 2.9% 

LARAMIE 69.1% 81.2% 12.1% 

LINCOLN 83.3% 88.4% 5.1% 

NATRONA 80.7% 77.8% -2.9% 

NIOBRARA 94.5% 95.7% 1.2% 

PARK 74.3% 81.6% 7.3% 

PLATTE 75.9% 83.3% 7.4% 

SHERIDAN 76.4% 89.2% 12.8% 

SWEETWATER 64.5% 64.1% -0.4% 

TETON 87.2% 94.4% 7.2% 

TOTAL 82.7% 90.0% 7.3% 
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Figure 13: Belt Use by Occupant and County, Wyoming 2017 
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License. Passengers had higher estimates of seat belt use than drivers for both Wyoming and out-of-state vehicles. 

The difference was a passenger rate 6.5 points higher for passengers in Wyoming vehicles and 4.6 points higher 

for passengers in out-of-state vehicles.  
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Roadway. Passenger seat belt estimates were higher than driver estimates across all three types of roadways. 

Passengers were belted at a rate 5.6 points higher on primary roads, 8.0 points higher on secondary roads, and 6.4 

points higher on the composite local-rural-and city roadways.  

 

 

  

86.4%
81.4%

71.1%

82.7%

92.0% 89.4%

77.5%

90.0%

0.0%

20.0%

40.0%

60.0%

80.0%

100.0%

S1100 Primary Road S1200 Secondary
Road

S1400
Local/Rural/City

Total

Drivers Passengers

Figure 15: Belt Use by Occupant and Type of Roadway 
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Gender. Both male and female passengers had higher rates of seat belt use than their driver counterparts. The 

passenger rates were 2.0 points higher for males and 5.6 points higher for females.  
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Vehicle Type. Passengers had higher rates of seat belt use in every type of vehicle, as illustrated by the following 

chart. The most notable rate difference was found in pickup trucks: passengers had a belt use rate of 84.3 percent 

while the comparable rate for drivers was 75.3 percent, a difference of 9.0 points. This difference appears to be a 

product of a higher rate of belt use for female passengers in pickup trucks, as illustrated by the next chart.  
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Vehicle Type and Gender. This gender-vehicle type relationship is more complex than rate comparisons for 

other variables. As the accompanying chart indicates, belt use for males across the different vehicle types was 

relatively small. In fact, male passengers were only slightly less likely to be belted than male passengers in SUVs 

and pickup trucks. Overall, male passengers were only 2.0 percentage points more likely to be belted, a difference 

that occurs primarily in automobiles. On the other hand, female passengers were more likely than female drivers 

to be belted in every type of vehicle, especially in pickup trucks, where the difference was 9.5 percentage points. 

Overall, female passengers were more likely to be belted, at 92.7 percent, than female drivers, at 87.1 percent, a 

difference of 5.6 points. However, it should be noted that females, both drivers and passengers, had rates of belt 

use higher than the statewide average for all vehicle occupants (84.8%) in every type of vehicle. 

 

 

 

This comparative examination of seat belt rates for drivers and passengers shows that passengers typically had higher 

rates of seat belt use than drivers in nearly every instance. The only exceptions to the pattern occurred in a couple of 

counties and for males in SUVs and pickup trucks.  
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Seat Belt Use from 2012 to 2017 

The year 2012 marked a new baseline survey of seat belt use for Wyoming. A new sample was drawn under new 

guidelines found in the Uniform Criteria for State Observational Surveys of Seat Belt Use. As is true with new baseline 

surveys, especially as associated with a new universe of counties and sites, the results for a baseline year cannot be 

compared directly with any other annual surveys. A real comparison cannot occur because any trends in belt use may 

be due to changes in samples rather than real changes in belt use.  

With that caveat in mind, trends are offered here, but only for informational purposes. Readers should be very cautious 

about reaching any conclusions. 

The main thing to notice about the trends is the similarly across the years from 2012 to 2017. For example, the 

following chart presents the total observations of vehicle occupants. The range of frequencies was from 18,703 in 

2012 to 24,893 in 2016, with most frequencies closest to the overall six-year average of 22,776 vehicle occupants. 

The new baseline frequency for 2017 was not far off, at 23,775 vehicle occupants. 

 

 

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Frequencies 18,703 20,877 23,723 24,682 24,893 23,775

0

5,000

10,000

15,000

20,000

25,000

Figure 19: Occupant Frequencies by Year, Wyoming 2017 
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The estimates of seat belt use across the years is another matter. The new 2017 baseline of 84.8 percent belted is the 

highest estimate for the last six years, and it is greater than the highest rate for the five years attached to the 2012 

baseline (81.9 percent in 2013) by 2.9 percentage points. The accompanying chart below illustrates these results. 

 

 

The 2012 baseline rate is the lowest rate across the five-year life of the previous set of surveys. What the rates would 

be in Wyoming over the next five years was unknown in 2012. However, it is known that the 2017 baseline rate is 

84.8 percent and the results over the next five years should be open to comparison. 

The remainder of this report primarily consists of SPSS or Excel data tables that were produced for the report. The 

following appendices provide the data that is known about the 2017 Wyoming survey of seat belt use. The data tables 

are the same as those used by the author of this report and serve as a reference for readers.  
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APPENDIX 
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Appendix A: State Seat Belt Use Reporting Form 

state seat belt use reporting form 





 

 

5820 York Ave. S. 
Edina, MN. 55410 

Phone 952.922.0018 
E-mail 1jleibert@gmail.com 

 

James G. Leibert, PhD. 
 

Summary – Creative problem solver with knowledge of and experience in a broad array of statistical 

and computational tools and techniques. I understand that there is no one tool or technique that 

can be used for every situation. I can quickly see connections and use tools and techniques from 

other fields as appropriate. 

 

 

Employment 
 

Research Scientist III, Minnesota Department of Human Services, Disability Services Division, St. 

Paul, MN. Current 

 

 
Chair, Dept. of Political Science and Public Administration / Director of the Master of Public 

Administration Program / Dean of Graduate and Undergraduate Studies, Kazakhstan Institute of 

Management, Economics, and Strategic Research (KIMEP), Almaty, Republic of Kazakhstan, 2001-

2002. 

 

 
Associate Professor (1999-2001) / International Programs Coordinator (2000 – 2001) 

Chairman of the Department of Social Sciences (1999 – 2000) \ Assistant Professor (1993-

1998), Dickinson State University Dickinson, ND, 1993-2001. 

 

 
Leadership 

Team Player 

Problem 

Solving 

mailto:1jleibert@gmail.com
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Appendix B: Survey Design  

Wyoming survey design 

 

 

The Wyoming Department of Transportation Highway Safety Program in collaboration with DLN Consulting, Inc. 

designed the following sampling, data collection, and estimation plan. The National Highway Traffic Safety 

Administration accepted and approved the plan on April 24, 2012. A copy of the approval notification can be found 

in Appendix C. 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 



 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

2017 certification form 

Uniform Criteria for State Observational Surveys of Seat Belt Use 

 

Per the required procedures, the sample first created in 2012 reached its expiration date and necessitated a new 

sampling. What follows is the certification form submitted for NHTSA approval. 
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Appendix C: NHTSA Approval 

NHTSA approval and final review 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

2017 NHTSA Approval 
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Appendix D: Data Tables 

Detailed table of collected data 

  



 

 

Seat Belt Use Estimates 

 

Occupant Belt Use 

 Estimate Standard Error 95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

% of Total 

Belted 84.8% 0.1% 84.5% 85.1% 

Not Belted 14.2% 0.1% 14.0% 14.5% 

Unsure 1.0% 0.0% 0.9% 1.0% 

Total 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Driver Seat Belt Use 

Standard Error 95% Confidence Interval Unweighted Count 

Lower Upper 

0.2% 82.4% 83.0% 13940 

0.2% 16.1% 16.7% 3226 

0.0% 0.8% 1.0% 176 

0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 17342 

 

Passenger Seat Belt Use 

 Estimate Standard Error 95% Confidence Interval Unweighted Count 

Lower Upper 

% of Total 

1 90.0% 0.2% 89.6% 90.4% 5634 

2 8.9% 0.2% 8.5% 9.3% 736 

3 1.1% 0.1% 0.9% 1.2% 63 

Total 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 6433 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Occupant Frequencies 

 

County 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Albany 1497 6.3 6.3 6.3 

Big Horn 882 3.7 3.7 10.0 

Campbell 1415 6.0 6.0 16.0 

Carbon 1276 5.4 5.4 21.3 

Converse 1170 4.9 4.9 26.2 

Crook 1801 7.6 7.6 33.8 

Fremont 1670 7.0 7.0 40.8 

Johnson 1163 4.9 4.9 45.7 

Laramie 501 2.1 2.1 47.8 

Lincoln 1310 5.5 5.5 53.4 

Natrona 581 2.4 2.4 55.8 

Niobrara 941 4.0 4.0 59.8 

Park 1311 5.5 5.5 65.3 

Platte 1453 6.1 6.1 71.4 

Sheridan 1334 5.6 5.6 77.0 

Sweetwater 2125 8.9 8.9 85.9 

Teton 3345 14.1 14.1 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Population 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Urban 4989 21.0 21.0 21.0 

Rural 18786 79.0 79.0 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

  



 

 

 

 

Day 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Sunday 2114 8.9 8.9 8.9 

Monday 3501 14.7 14.7 23.6 

Tuesday 3802 16.0 16.0 39.6 

Wednesday 4047 17.0 17.0 56.6 

Thursday 3291 13.8 13.8 70.5 

Friday 4448 18.7 18.7 89.2 

Saturday 2572 10.8 10.8 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Weekday and Weekend 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Weekend 4686 19.7 19.7 19.7 

Weekday 19089 80.3 80.3 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Roadway Type 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

S1100 Primary Road 6951 29.2 29.2 29.2 

S1200 Secondary Road 15928 67.0 67.0 96.2 

S1400 Local/Rural/City St 896 3.8 3.8 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

  



 

 

 

Occupant Gender 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Male 13963 58.7 58.7 58.7 

Female 9812 41.3 41.3 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Occupant Belt Use 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Belted 19574 82.3 82.3 82.3 

Not Belted 3962 16.7 16.7 99.0 

Unsure 239 1.0 1.0 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Vehicle Type 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Automobile 5849 24.6 24.6 24.6 

Van 7611 32.0 32.0 56.6 

Sport Utility Vehicle 1657 7.0 7.0 63.6 

Pickup Truck 8658 36.4 36.4 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 

 

State Registration 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Wyoming License 13252 55.7 55.7 55.7 

Out-of-State License 10131 42.6 42.6 98.4 

Unsure 392 1.6 1.6 100.0 

Total 23775 100.0 100.0  

 



 

 

Occupant Seat Belt Use 

County * Occupant Belt Use 

 

County Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Albany % within County 
Estimate 85.6% 14.3% 0.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1277 218 2 1497 

Big Horn % within County 
Estimate 86.6% 13.4%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 764 118  882 

Campbell % within County 
Estimate 78.3% 16.8% 4.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1111 234 70 1415 

Carbon % within County 
Estimate 86.9% 12.9% 0.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1110 164 2 1276 

Converse % within County 
Estimate 81.6% 14.0% 4.4% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 953 165 52 1170 

Crook % within County 
Estimate 93.1% 6.7% 0.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1672 125 4 1801 

Fremont % within County 
Estimate 74.6% 25.3% 0.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1246 423 1 1670 

Johnson % within County 
Estimate 91.9% 5.7% 2.3% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1067 69 27 1163 

Laramie % within County 
Estimate 71.9% 26.0% 2.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 357 133 11 501 

Lincoln % within County 
Estimate 84.7% 13.9% 1.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1109 182 19 1310 

Natrona % within County 
Estimate 80.2% 17.9% 1.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 466 104 11 581 

Niobrara % within County 
Estimate 94.9% 4.6% 0.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 893 43 5 941 

Park % within County 
Estimate 76.0% 23.6% 0.4% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 996 310 5 1311 

Platte % within County 
Estimate 78.0% 22.0%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1128 325  1453 

Sheridan % within County 
Estimate 78.8% 21.1% 0.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1054 279 1 1334 

Sweetwater % within County 
Estimate 64.4% 35.5% 0.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1371 751 3 2125 

Teton % within County 
Estimate 89.7% 9.5% 0.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3000 319 26 3345 



 

 

Total % within County 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 239 23775 

 

Population * Occupant Belt Use 

Population Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Urban % within Population 
Estimate 72.3% 27.2% 0.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3634 1326 29 4989 

Rural % within Population 
Estimate 86.8% 12.2% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 15940 2636 210 18786 

Total % within Population 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 239 23775 

 

Day * Occupant Belt Use 

Day Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Sunday % within Day 
Estimate 88.5% 10.6% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1808 283 23 2114 

Monday % within Day 
Estimate 83.8% 14.6% 1.6% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2839 600 62 3501 

Tuesday % within Day 
Estimate 83.8% 15.0% 1.3% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3048 698 56 3802 

Wednesday % within Day 
Estimate 87.1% 11.7% 1.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3462 533 52 4047 

Thursday % within Day 
Estimate 84.0% 15.6% 0.3% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2740 537 14 3291 

Friday % within Day 
Estimate 83.5% 16.0% 0.4% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3581 845 22 4448 

Saturday % within Day 
Estimate 83.3% 16.0% 0.7% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2096 466 10 2572 

Total % within Day 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 239 23775 

 

Weekday and Weekend * Occupant Belt Use 

Weekday and Weekend Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure 

Weekend % within Weekday and Estimate 85.9% 13.3% 0.8% 



 

 

Weekend Unweighted Count 3904 749 33 

Weekday 
% within Weekday and 

Weekend 

Estimate 84.5% 14.5% 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 15670 3213 206 

Total 
% within Weekday and 

Weekend 

Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 239 

 

Weekday and Weekend * Occupant Belt Use 

Weekday and Weekend Occupant Belt 

Use 

Total 

Weekend % within Weekday and Weekend 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 4686 

Weekday % within Weekday and Weekend 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 19089 

Total % within Weekday and Weekend 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 23775 

 

  



 

 

Time of Observation * Occupant Belt Use 

Time of Observation Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure 

7:30-9:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 83.2% 15.5% 1.3% 

Unweighted Count 3101 673 53 

9:30-11:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 85.6% 13.3% 1.1% 

Unweighted Count 4107 772 50 

11:30-1:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 86.5% 12.7% 0.8% 

Unweighted Count 4497 868 50 

1:30-3:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 84.7% 14.6% 0.6% 

Unweighted Count 3159 733 24 

3:30-5:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 83.7% 15.2% 1.1% 

Unweighted Count 4710 916 62 

Total % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 239 

 

Time of Observation * Occupant Belt Use 

Time of Observation Occupant Belt 

Use 

Total 

7:30-9:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3827 

9:30-11:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 4929 

11:30-1:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 5415 

1:30-3:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3916 

3:30-5:30 % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 5688 

Total % within Time of Observation 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 23775 

 

 

Roadway Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Roadway Type Occupant Belt Use 



 

 

Belted Not Belted 

S1100 Primary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 87.9% 11.0% 

Unweighted Count 6027 845 

S1200 Secondary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 83.7% 15.4% 

Unweighted Count 12859 2926 

S1400 Local/Rural/City St % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 72.4% 25.8% 

Unweighted Count 688 191 

Total % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 

 

Roadway Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Roadway Type Occupant Belt Use 

Unsure Total 

S1100 Primary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 79 6951 

S1200 Secondary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 143 15928 

S1400 Local/Rural/City St % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 17 896 

Total % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 239 23775 

 

Occupant Gender * Occupant Belt Use 

Occupant Gender Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Male % within Occupant Gender 
Estimate 81.2% 17.9% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 10959 2863 141 13963 

Female % within Occupant Gender 
Estimate 89.9% 9.1% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 8615 1099 98 9812 

Total % within Occupant Gender 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 239 23775 

Vehicle Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Vehicle Type Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 86.8% 12.4% 0.8% 

Unweighted Count 4880 916 53 

Van % within Vehicle Type Estimate 90.5% 8.6% 0.9% 



 

 

Unweighted Count 6749 792 70 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 87.5% 11.7% 0.8% 

Unweighted Count 1439 205 13 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 77.6% 21.3% 1.1% 

Unweighted Count 6506 2049 103 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 239 

 

Vehicle Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Vehicle Type Occupant Belt 

Use 

Total 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 5849 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 7611 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1657 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 8658 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 23775 

 

  



 

 

 

Vehicle Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Occupant Gender Vehicle Type Occupant 

Belt Use 

Belted 

Male 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 84.4% 

Unweighted Count 2398 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 88.8% 

Unweighted Count 3029 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 84.3% 

Unweighted Count 779 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 74.7% 

Unweighted Count 4753 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 81.2% 

Unweighted Count 10959 

Female 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 89.2% 

Unweighted Count 2482 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 92.0% 

Unweighted Count 3720 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 91.6% 

Unweighted Count 660 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 86.3% 

Unweighted Count 1753 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 89.9% 

Unweighted Count 8615 

 

 

  



 

 

Vehicle Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Occupant Gender Vehicle Type Occupant 

Belt Use 

Not Belted 

Male 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 15.0% 

Unweighted Count 551 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 10.3% 

Unweighted Count 425 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 14.9% 

Unweighted Count 146 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 24.2% 

Unweighted Count 1741 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 17.9% 

Unweighted Count 2863 

Female 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 9.8% 

Unweighted Count 365 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 7.1% 

Unweighted Count 367 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 7.7% 

Unweighted Count 59 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 12.7% 

Unweighted Count 308 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 9.1% 

Unweighted Count 1099 

 

  



 

 

Vehicle Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Occupant Gender Vehicle Type Occupant 

Belt Use 

Unsure 

Male 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.6% 

Unweighted Count 22 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 31 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.8% 

Unweighted Count 8 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.1% 

Unweighted Count 80 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 141 

Female 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 31 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.9% 

Unweighted Count 39 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.7% 

Unweighted Count 5 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.1% 

Unweighted Count 23 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 98 

 

  



 

 

Vehicle Type * Occupant Belt Use 

Occupant Gender Vehicle Type Occupant 

Belt Use 

Total 

Male 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2971 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3485 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 933 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 6574 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 13963 

Female 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2878 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 4126 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 724 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2084 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 9812 

 
 

  



 

 

 

State Registration * Occupant Belt Use 

State Registration Occupant Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted 

Wyoming License % within State Registration 
Estimate 78.7% 20.2% 

Unweighted Count 10254 2851 

Out-of-State License % within State Registration 
Estimate 90.7% 8.6% 

Unweighted Count 9007 1042 

Unsure % within State Registration 
Estimate 81.2% 16.5% 

Unweighted Count 313 69 

Total % within State Registration 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 

Unweighted Count 19574 3962 

 

State Registration * Occupant Belt Use 

State Registration Occupant Belt Use 

Unsure Total 

Wyoming License % within State Registration 
Estimate 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 147 13252 

Out-of-State License % within State Registration 
Estimate 0.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 82 10131 

Unsure % within State Registration 
Estimate 2.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 10 392 

Total % within State Registration 
Estimate 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 239 23775 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Driver Seat Belt Estimates 

Driver Seat Belt Use 

 Estimate Unweighted Count 

% of Total 

Belted 82.7% 13940 

Not Belted 16.4% 3226 

Unsure 0.9% 176 

Total 100.0% 17342 

 

County * Driver Seat Belt Use 

County Driver Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Albany % within County 
Estimate 81.9% 18.1%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 886 199  1085 

Big Horn % within County 
Estimate 84.5% 15.5%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 535 98  633 

Campbell % within County 
Estimate 76.9% 17.8% 5.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 845 194 58 1097 

Carbon % within County 
Estimate 85.6% 14.2% 0.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 748 123 2 873 

Converse % within County 
Estimate 80.3% 14.7% 5.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 823 153 51 1027 

Crook % within County 
Estimate 91.6% 8.2% 0.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1101 102 3 1206 

Fremont % within County 
Estimate 73.6% 26.3% 0.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 893 319 1 1213 

Johnson % within County 
Estimate 91.1% 7.1% 1.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 746 60 15 821 

Laramie % within County 
Estimate 69.1% 28.3% 2.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 266 112 10 388 

Lincoln % within County 
Estimate 83.3% 15.1% 1.7% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 796 144 16 956 

Natrona % within County 
Estimate 80.7% 17.5% 1.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 396 86 9 491 

Niobrara % within County 
Estimate 94.5% 4.8% 0.6% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 605 31 4 640 

Park % within County 
Estimate 74.3% 25.5% 0.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 744 256 2 1002 



 

 

Platte % within County 
Estimate 75.9% 24.1%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 793 256  1049 

Sheridan % within County 
Estimate 76.4% 23.6%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 827 253  1080 

Sweetwater % within County 
Estimate 64.5% 35.5%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1032 565  1597 

Teton % within County 
Estimate 87.2% 12.6% 0.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1904 275 5 2184 

Total % within County 
Estimate 82.7% 16.4% 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 13940 3226 176 17342 

 

Roadway Type * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Roadway Type Driver Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted 

S1100 Primary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 86.4% 12.4% 

Unweighted Count 4312 685 

S1200 Secondary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 81.4% 17.8% 

Unweighted Count 9065 2383 

S1400 Local/Rual/City St % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 71.1% 27.0% 

Unweighted Count 563 158 

Total % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 82.7% 16.4% 

Unweighted Count 13940 3226 

 

  



 

 

Roadway Type * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Roadway Type Driver Seat Belt Use 

Unsure Total 

S1100 Primary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.3% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 62 5059 

S1200 Secondary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 0.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 100 11548 

S1400 Local/Rual/City St % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 14 735 

Total % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 176 17342 

 

Population * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Population Driver Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Urban % within Population 
Estimate 70.9% 28.6% 0.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2851 1098 24 3973 

Rural % within Population 
Estimate 84.8% 14.2% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 11089 2128 152 13369 

Total % within Population 
Estimate 82.7% 16.4% 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 13940 3226 176 17342 

 

Driver Gender * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Driver Gender Driver Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Male % within Driver Gender 
Estimate 80.9% 18.1% 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 9461 2508 127 12096 

Female % within Driver Gender 
Estimate 87.1% 12.1% 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 4479 718 49 5246 

Total % within Driver Gender 
Estimate 82.7% 16.4% 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 13940 3226 176 17342 

 

 
  



 

 

Vehicle Type * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Vehicle Type Driver Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 84.8% 14.4% 0.8% 

Unweighted Count 3502 741 39 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 89.0% 10.1% 0.9% 

Unweighted Count 4658 630 49 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 85.9% 13.7% 0.5% 

Unweighted Count 952 154 7 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 75.3% 23.5% 1.1% 

Unweighted Count 4828 1701 81 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 82.7% 16.4% 0.9% 

Unweighted Count 13940 3226 176 

 

Vehicle Type * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Vehicle Type Driver Seat 

Belt Use 

Total 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 4282 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 5337 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1113 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 6610 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 17342 

 
  



 

 

Vehicle Type * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Driver Gender Vehicle Type Driver Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted 

Male 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 83.8% 15.5% 

Unweighted Count 2052 484 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 88.6% 10.5% 

Unweighted Count 2552 365 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 84.5% 14.9% 

Unweighted Count 651 120 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 74.7% 24.1% 

Unweighted Count 4206 1539 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 80.9% 18.1% 

Unweighted Count 9461 2508 

Female 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 86.4% 12.6% 

Unweighted Count 1450 257 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 89.6% 9.5% 

Unweighted Count 2106 265 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 89.2% 10.5% 

Unweighted Count 301 34 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 80.1% 19.3% 

Unweighted Count 622 162 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 87.1% 12.1% 

Unweighted Count 4479 718 

 

  



 

 

Vehicle Type * Driver Seat Belt Use 

Driver Gender Vehicle Type Driver Seat Belt Use 

Unsure Total 

Male 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.6% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 20 2556 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 26 2943 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 6 777 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 75 5820 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 127 12096 

Female 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 19 1726 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 23 2394 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.3% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1 336 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.6% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 6 790 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 49 5246 

 
  



 

 

State Registration * Driver Seat Belt Use 

State Registration Driver Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted 

Wyoming License % within State Registration 
Estimate 77.3% 21.5% 

Unweighted Count 7961 2371 

Out-of-State License % within State Registration 
Estimate 89.0% 10.5% 

Unweighted Count 5761 805 

Unsure % within State Registration 
Estimate 79.3% 17.5% 

Unweighted Count 218 50 

Total % within State Registration 
Estimate 82.7% 16.4% 

Unweighted Count 13940 3226 

 

State Registration * Driver Seat Belt Use 

State Registration Driver Seat Belt Use 

Unsure Total 

Wyoming License % within State Registration 
Estimate 1.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 125 10457 

Out-of-State License % within State Registration 
Estimate 0.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 41 6607 

Unsure % within State Registration 
Estimate 3.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 10 278 

Total % within State Registration 
Estimate 0.9% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 176 17342 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Passenger Seat Belt Estimates 

Passenger Seat Belt Use 

 Estimate Standard Error 95% Confidence Interval Unweighted Count 

Lower Upper 

% of Total 

1 90.0% 0.2% 89.6% 90.4% 5634 

2 8.9% 0.2% 8.5% 9.3% 736 

3 1.1% 0.1% 0.9% 1.2% 63 

Total 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 6433 

 

County * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

County Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Albany % within County 
Estimate 95.2% 4.3% 0.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 391 19 2 412 

Big Horn % within County 
Estimate 92.0% 8.0%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 229 20  249 

Campbell % within County 
Estimate 83.3% 13.0% 3.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 266 40 12 318 

Carbon % within County 
Estimate 89.8% 10.2%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 362 41  403 

Converse % within County 
Estimate 91.0% 8.3% 0.7% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 130 12 1 143 

Crook % within County 
Estimate 96.1% 3.7% 0.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 571 23 1 595 

Fremont % within County 
Estimate 77.2% 22.8%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 353 104  457 

Johnson % within County 
Estimate 94.0% 2.5% 3.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 321 9 12 342 

Laramie % within County 
Estimate 81.2% 17.9% 0.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 91 21 1 113 

Lincoln % within County 
Estimate 88.4% 10.7% 0.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 313 38 3 354 

Natrona % within County 
Estimate 77.8% 20.0% 2.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 70 18 2 90 

Niobrara % within County 
Estimate 95.7% 4.0% 0.3% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 288 12 1 301 

Park % within County 
Estimate 81.6% 17.5% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 252 54 3 309 



 

 

Platte % within County 
Estimate 83.3% 16.7%  100.0% 

Unweighted Count 335 69  404 

Sheridan % within County 
Estimate 89.2% 10.4% 0.4% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 227 26 1 254 

Sweetwater % within County 
Estimate 64.1% 35.3% 0.6% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 339 186 3 528 

Teton % within County 
Estimate 94.4% 3.8% 1.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1096 44 21 1161 

Total % within County 
Estimate 90.0% 8.9% 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 5634 736 63 6433 

 

Roadway Type * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Roadway Type Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted 

S1100 Primary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 92.0% 7.2% 

Unweighted Count 1715 160 

S1200 Secondary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 89.4% 9.5% 

Unweighted Count 3794 543 

S1400 Local/Rual/City St % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 77.5% 21.0% 

Unweighted Count 125 33 

Total % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 90.0% 8.9% 

Unweighted Count 5634 736 

 

  



 

 

Roadway Type * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Roadway Type Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Unsure Total 

S1100 Primary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 0.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 17 1892 

S1200 Secondary Road % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 43 4380 

S1400 Local/Rual/City St % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.5% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 3 161 

Total % within Roadway Type 
Estimate 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 63 6433 

 

Population * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Population Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Urban % within Population 
Estimate 77.8% 21.8% 0.4% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 783 228 5 1016 

Rural % within Population 
Estimate 91.4% 7.5% 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 4851 508 58 5417 

Total % within Population 
Estimate 90.0% 8.9% 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 5634 736 63 6433 

 

Passenger Gender * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Passenger Gender Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure Total 

Male % within Passenger Gender 
Estimate 82.9% 16.2% 1.0% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1498 355 14 1867 

Female % within Passenger Gender 
Estimate 92.7% 6.2% 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 4136 381 49 4566 

Total % within Passenger Gender 
Estimate 90.0% 8.9% 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 5634 736 63 6433 

 

 

Vehicle Type * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Vehicle Type Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted Unsure 



 

 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 91.5% 7.6% 0.9% 

Unweighted Count 1378 175 14 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 93.7% 5.4% 1.0% 

Unweighted Count 2091 162 21 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 90.6% 7.9% 1.4% 

Unweighted Count 487 51 6 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 84.3% 14.5% 1.2% 

Unweighted Count 1678 348 22 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 90.0% 8.9% 1.1% 

Unweighted Count 5634 736 63 

 

 

Vehicle Type * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Vehicle Type Passenger 

Seat Belt Use 

Total 

Automobile % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 1567 

Van % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2274 

Sport Utility Vehicle % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 544 

Pickup Truck % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 2048 

Total % within Vehicle Type 
Estimate 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 6433 

 
  



 

 

State Registration * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

State Registration Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Belted Not Belted 

Wyoming License % within State Registration 
Estimate 83.8% 15.4% 

Unweighted Count 2293 480 

Out-of-State License % within State Registration 
Estimate 93.6% 5.1% 

Unweighted Count 3246 237 

Unsure % within State Registration 
Estimate 85.6% 14.4% 

Unweighted Count 95 19 

Total % within State Registration 
Estimate 90.0% 8.9% 

Unweighted Count 5634 736 

 

State Registration * Passenger Seat Belt Use 

State Registration Passenger Seat Belt Use 

Unsure Total 

Wyoming License % within State Registration 
Estimate 0.8% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 22 2795 

Out-of-State License % within State Registration 
Estimate 1.2% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 41 3524 

Unsure % within State Registration 
Estimate  100.0% 

Unweighted Count  114 

Total % within State Registration 
Estimate 1.1% 100.0% 

Unweighted Count 63 6433 

 

  



 

 

Driver & Passenger Comparisons 

County 
 

Drivers Passengers Difference 

Albany 81.9% 95.2% 13.3% 

Big Horn 84.5% 92.0% 7.5% 

Campbell 76.9% 83.3% 6.4% 

Carbon 85.6% 89.8% 4.2% 

Converse 80.3% 91.0% 10.7% 

Crook 91.6% 96.1% 4.5% 

Fremont 73.6% 77.2% 3.6% 

Johnson 91.1% 94.0% 2.9% 

Laramie 69.1% 81.2% 12.1% 

Lincoln 83.3% 88.4% 5.1% 

Natrona 80.7% 77.8% -2.9% 

Niobrara 94.5% 95.7% 1.2% 

Park 74.3% 81.6% 7.3% 

Platte 75.9% 83.3% 7.4% 

Sheridan 76.4% 89.2% 12.8% 

Sweetwater 64.5% 64.1% -0.4% 

Teton 87.2% 94.4% 7.2% 

Total 82.7% 90.0% 7.3% 

 

Population 
 

Drivers Passengers Difference 

Urban 70.9% 77.8% 6.9% 

Rural 84.8% 91.4% 6.6% 

Total 82.7% 90.0% 7.3% 

 

 

  



 

 

State Registration 
 

Drivers Passengers Difference 

Wyoming License 77.3% 83.8% 6.5% 

Out-of-State License 89.0% 93.6% 4.6% 

Unsure 79.3% 85.6% 6.3% 

Total 82.7% 90.0% 7.3% 

 

Type of Roadway 
 

Drivers Passengers Difference 

S1100 Primary Road 86.4% 92.0% 5.6% 

S1200 Secondary Road 81.4% 89.4% 8.0% 

S1400 Local/Rural/City 71.1% 77.5% 6.4% 

Total 82.7% 90.0% 7.3% 

 

Gender 
 

Drivers Passengers Difference 

Male 80.9% 82.9% 2.0% 

Female 87.1% 92.7% 5.6% 

Total 82.7% 90.0% 7.3% 

 

 

Vehicle Type 

 Drivers Passengers Difference 

Automobile 84.8% 91.5% 6.7% 

Van 89.0% 93.7% 4.7% 

Sport Utility Vehicle 85.9% 90.6% 4.7% 

Pickup Truck 75.3% 84.3% 9.0% 

Total 82.7% 90.0% 7.3% 

 

 



 

 

Gender 

Vehicle Type Driver Passenger Difference 

Male Automobile 83.8% 87.7% 3.9% 
 

Van 88.6% 90.0% 1.4% 
 

Sport Utility Vehicle 84.5% 82.9% -1.6% 
 

Pickup Truck 74.7% 74.3% -0.4% 
 

Total 80.9% 82.9% 2.0% 

Female Automobile 86.4% 92.7% 6.3% 
 

Van 89.6% 94.8% 5.2% 
 

Sport Utility Vehicle 89.2% 93.4% 4.2% 
 

Pickup Truck 80.1% 89.6% 9.5% 
 

Total 87.1% 92.7% 5.6% 
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Appendix E: Observer Field Test Ratings 

Field Test Scores by Observer 

 

  



 

 

Observer Field Test Ratings 

Written Exam & Field Observations 

 
Written Practice 1 2 3 Field Avg 

Monty Byers 100% 98.35% 93.26% 92.26% 96.60% 95.12% 

Brooke Darden 100% 78.13% 99.94% 86.75% 98.33% 90.79% 

Jaclyn Davison 100% 77.99% 99.95% 98.25% 98.25% 93.61% 

Peggy Dowers 100% 82.71% 93.22% 99.36% 93.68% 92.24% 

Dawn Edwards 85% 98.88% 99.95% 95.49% 91.51% 96.46% 

Dixie Elder 90% 99.07% 88.51% 96.10% 93.75% 94.36% 

Deb Eutsler 100% 77.77% 94.59% 86.67% 89.29% 87.08% 

Candy Hunter 100% 97.85% 94.23% 95.00% 96.28% 95.84% 

Molly Laidlaw 100% 98.87% 99.95% 95.90% 100.00% 98.68% 

Russell Loestcher 100% 98.21% 96.48% 99.89% 88.29% 95.72% 

Donna Lucas 100% 82.89% 98.36% 98.33% 100.00% 94.90% 

Derald Maddison 95% 98.28% 96.43% 95.53% 96.12% 96.59% 

Susan Parkinson 100% 99.48% 98.33% 97.67% 82.89% 94.59% 

Doug Peterson 100% 97.98% 97.67% 84.35% 75.00% 88.75% 

Vicky Peterson 100% 100.00% 89.03% 91.98% 88.29% 92.33% 

Cindy Pope 100% 98.28% 82.36% 97.64% 79.00% 89.32% 

Kayla Schear 100% 99.30% 82.10% 96.36% 96.19% 93.49% 

Daleen-Dee Sebelius 100% 82.25% 97.06% 95.24% 98.18% 93.18% 

Kris Smith 95% 75.00% 98.33% 99.87% 96.50% 92.43% 

Bill Spencer 100% 99.10% 96.48% 95.73% 79.85% 92.79% 

Bridget White 100% 100.00% 71.96% 91.92% 91.82% 88.93% 
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Appendix F: SBU Unknown Rate 

Seat Belt Survey Unknown Rates 

  



 

 

County County Code Unknown 

Driv+Pass 

Total Obsv. 

Driv+Pass 

County Rate 

Albany 01 2 1497 0.0013 

Big Horn 03 0 882 0.0000 

Campbell 05 70 1415 0.0495 

Carbon 07 2 1276 0.0016 

Converse 09 52 1170 0.0444 

Crook 11 4 1801 0.0022 

Fremont 13 1 1670 0.0006 

Johnson 19 27 1163 0.0232 

Laramie 21 11 501 0.0220 

Lincoln 23 19 1310 0.0145 

Natrona 25 11 581 0.0189 

Niobrara 27 5 941 0.0053 

Park 29 5 1311 0.0038 

Platte 31 0 1453 0.0000 

Sheridan 33 1 1334 0.0007 

Sweetwater 37 3 2125 0.0014 

Teton 39 26 3345 0.0078 
 

    

State  240 23,775 0.01009 
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Appendix G: Reporting requirements  

Data Collected at Observation Sites 

 

1. Standard Error of Statewide Belt Use Rate: 0.1 percent 

2. Nonresponse Rate as provided in §1340.9 (f) 

a. Nonresponse rate for the survey variable seat belt use:  1.0095 percent 



 

 

PART B-DATA COLLECTED AT OBSERVATION SITES 

 

Site ID Site type1 
Date 

observed 

Sample 

weight 

Number 

of 

drivers 

Number of 

front 

passengers 

Number of 

occupants2 

belted 

Number of 

occupants 

unbelted 

Number of 

occupants 

with 

unknown 

belt use 

168744812 1b- Alternate 6/10/2017 0.001650855 148 65 191 22 0 

604506604 2b-Alternate 6/10/2017 0.001650855 150 57 171 35 1 

604518733 3-Original 6/7/2017 0.001650855 128 58 176 10 0 

618090887 4-Original 6/9/2017 0.001650855 264 85 305 44 0 

168721954 5-Original 6/6/2017 0.00536996 2 1 3 0 0 

168724202 6-Original 6/5/2017 0.00536996 25 12 29 8 0 

168736409 7-Original 6/7/2017 0.00536996 4 1 4 1 0 

168736812 8-Original 6/8/2017 0.00536996 1 0 1 0 0 

168736818 9-Original 6/8/2017 0.00536996 4 0 3 1 0 

168739458 10-Original 6/9/2017 0.00536996 78 25 71 31 1 

168744758 11-Original 6/10/2017 0.00536996 34 16 42 8 0 

168755794 12-Original 6/10/2017 0.00536996 30 9 31 8 0 

168756946 13-Original 6/9/2017 0.00536996 40 10 39 11 0 

168759492 14-Original 6/9/2017 0.00536996 27 8 33 2 0 

604505737 15-Original 6/11/2017 0.00536996 70 33 87 16 0 

604508028 16-Original 6/11/2017 0.00536996 72 30 83 19 0 

639960821 17-Original 6/6/2017 0.00536996 8 2 8 2 0 

180485518 1-Original 6/8/2017 0.00675 43 17 53 7 0 

180488087 2-Original 6/7/2017 0.00675 11 8 19 0 0 

180490194 3-Original 6/6/2017 0.00675 52 27 69 10 0 

180496628 4-Original 6/8/2017 0.00675 62 17 64 15 0 

180498297 5-Original 6/92017 0.00675 21 8 27 2 0 

180499677 6-Original 6/11/2017 0.00675 40 20 53 7 0 

180499711 7-Original 6/10/2017 0.00675 17 6 20 3 0 

180499713 8-Original 6/10/2017 0.00675 38 18 55 1 0 

180500800 9-Original 6/5/2017 0.00675 44 24 66 2 0 

180502805 10-Original 6/7/2017 0.00675 95 21 91 25 0 

605615639 11-Original 6/6/2017 0.00675 21 7 21 7 0 

605622874 12-Original 6/7/2017 0.00675 7 0 5 2 0 

605628846 13-Original 6/6/2017 0.00675 36 14 40 10 0 

605634311 14-Original 6/11/2017 0.00675 5 2 6 1 0 

605635819 15-Original 6/6/2017 0.00675 43 16 46 13 0 

629140276 16-Original 6/9/2017 0.00675 50 25 71 4 0 

640075201 17-Original 6/8/2017 0.00675 48 19 58 9 0 

146322365 1-Original 6/6/2017 0.00122368 120 54 151 12 11 



 

 

607412531 2-Original 6/6/2017 0.00122368 68 24 76 11 5 

635167239 3-Original 6/8/2017 0.00122368 125 43 140 17 11 

146318474 4-Original 6/11/2017 0.00570204 10 4 11 3 0 

146328862 5-Original 6/6/2017 0.00570204 31 8 31 6 2 

146332262 6-Original 6/7/2017 0.00570204 96 22 84 28 6 

146339526 7-Original 6/10/2017 0.00570204 31 14 44 0 1 

146342003 8-Original 6/9/2017 0.00570204 14 6 20 0 0 

146343481 9-Original 6/10/2017 0.00570204 58 19 67 1 9 

146347374 10-Original 6/5/2017 0.00570204 6 4 6 4 0 

146350916 11-Original 6/8/2017 0.00570204 95 11 75 28 3 

146351033 12-Original 6/7/2017 0.00570204 203 45 153 84 11 

146353423 13-Original 6/8/2017 0.00570204 86 22 91 14 3 

607412366 14-Original 6/9/2017 0.00570204 17 5 19 1 2 

624031392 15-Original 6/11/2017 0.00570204 12 5 14 3 0 

633856780 16-Original 6/7/2017 0.00570204 74 21 81 9 5 

637303141 17-Original 6/7/2017 0.00570204 51 11 48 13 1 

611196911 1-Original 6/5/2017 0.0012506 116 54 161 9 0 

611197521 2-Original 6/9/2017 0.0012506 136 75 184 27 0 

611197813 3-Original 6/9/2017 0.0012506 57 31 84 4 0 

611197839 4-Original 6/8/2017 0.0012506 117 59 164 12 0 

148697142 5-Original 6/10/2017 0.004063325 88 45 118 15 0 

148703998 6-Original 6/9/2017 0.004063325 13 5 11 7 0 

148709091 7-Original 6/8/2017 0.004063325 35 13 39 7 2 

148715351 8-Original 6/7/2017 0.004063325 14 7 18 3 0 

148715791 9-Original 6/6/2017 0.004063325 15 4 17 2 0 

148729069 10-Original 6/5/2017 0.004063325 45 15 46 14 0 

148729548 11-Original 6/10/2017 0.004063325 117 52 147 22 0 

610950022 12-Original 6/7/2017 0.004063325 7 2 6 3 0 

622138132 13-Original 6/11/2017 0.004063325 58 24 66 16 0 

622152589 14-Original 6/11/2017 0.004063325 16 5 11 10 0 

634320706 15-Original 6/8/2017 0.004063325 31 11 34 8 0 

636227437 16-Original 6/6/2017 0.004063325 3 1 0 4 0 

638995814 17-Original 6/6/2017 0.004063325 5 0 4 1 0 

146991744 1-Original 6/7/2017 0.00232162 117 0 106 2 9 

147011297 2-Original 6/8/2017 0.00232162 122 26 144 2 2 

606576236 3-Original 6/6/2017 0.00232162 151 0 134 5 12 

638018831 4-Original 6/8/2017 0.00232162 101 37 123 10 5 

639999220 5-Original 6/11/2017 0.00232162 96 12 103 5 0 

146973757 6-Original 6/7/2017 0.00558606 37 7 38 0 6 

146990064 7-Original 6/8/2017 0.00558606 45 7 35 6 11 

146992776 8-Original 6/6/2017 0.00558606 40 3 31 5 7 

146999066 9-Original 6/5/2017 0.00558606 23 9 25 7 0 



 

 

147014316 10-Original 6/5/2017 0.00558606 3 1 3 1 0 

147015716 11-Original 6/10/2017 0.00558606 97 4 40 61 0 

606568024 12-Original 6/10/2017 0.00558606 41 6 40 7 0 

606572349 13-Original 6/9/2017 0.00558606 75 15 71 19 0 

606573014 14-Original 6/9/2017 0.00558606 70 16 52 34 0 

635660664 15-Original 6/11/2017 0.00558606 6 0 5 1 0 

635660675 16-Original 6/9/2012 0.00558606 0 0 0 0 0 

638996176 17-Original 6/7/2017 0.00558606 3 0 3 0 0 

147162757 1-Original 6/10/2017 0.002206125 132 72 200 4 0 

610821880 2-Original 6/8/2017 0.002206125 166 68 228 6 0 

610821966 3-Original 6/8/2017 0.002206125 162 74 234 2 0 

610822060 4-Original 6/8/2017 0.002206125 147 75 214 8 0 

634779349 5-Original 6/10/2017 0.002206125 111 47 156 2 0 

147156838 6-Original 6/5/2017 0.00527425 57 43 100 0 0 

147158424 7-Original 6/9/2017 0.00527425 36 18 52 2 0 

147159706 8-Original 6/5/2017 0.00527425 19 13 31 1 0 

147159927 9-Original 6/11/2017 0.00527425 30 14 39 5 0 

147160775 10-Original 6/11/2017 0.00527425 46 29 59 15 1 

147172557 11-Original 6/6/2017 0.00527425 95 24 65 53 1 

147177000 12-Original 6/7/2017 0.00527425 58 47 100 3 2 

610822469 13-Original 6/9/2017 0.00527425 48 17 58 7 0 

610824002 14-Original 6/6/2017 0.00527425 14 4 12 6 0 

610824055 15-Original 6/6/2017 0.00527425 37 20 54 3 0 

610824506 16-Original 6/7/2017 0.00527425 13 7 19 1 0 

636266007 17-Original 6/7/2017 0.00527425 35 23 51 7 0 

148431519 1-Original 6/11/2017 0.00525 96 30 98 28 0 

148433356 2-Original 6/8/2017 0.00525 106 32 89 49 0 

148434220 3-Original 6/7/2017 0.00525 0 0 0 0 0 

148436040 4-Original 6/10/2017 0.00525 54 11 51 14 0 

148444989 5-Original 6/11/2017 0.00525 181 84 219 46 0 

148448765 6-Original 6/6/2017 0.00525 0 0 0 0 0 

148470147 7-Original 6/6/2017 0.00525 0 0 0 0 0 

148470268 8-Original 6/6/2017 0.00525 24 10 25 9 0 

148472074 9-Original 6/7/2017 0.00525 31 19 42 8 0 

148472781 10-Original 6/6/2017 0.00525 50 17 44 23 0 

148483099 11-Original 6/6/2017 0.00525 45 10 38 17 0 

628693352 12-Original 6/9/2017 0.00525 95 21 90 25 1 

633721362 13-Original 6/10/2017 0.00525 173 54 152 75 0 

635524645 14-Original 6/5/2017 0.00525 67 36 83 20 0 

638997913 15-Original 6/9/2017 0.00525 93 40 108 25 0 

639777342 16-Original 6/11/2017 0.00525 128 63 141 50 0 

641181527 17b-Alternate 6/5/2017 0.00525 70 30 66 34 0 



 

 

147299629 1-Original 6/10/2017 0.002652 60 14 64 10 0 

147364555 2-Original 6/6/2017 0.002652 81 23 95 8 1 

147364574 3-Original 6/7/2017 0.002652 67 25 90 2 0 

147364598 4-Original 6/6/2017 0.002652 60 26 81 4 1 

147364618 5-Original 6/8/2017 0.002652 71 19 89 1 0 

635199539 6-Original 6/9/2017 0.002652 111 46 153 0 4 

635832919 7-Original 6/5/2017 0.002652 89 51 126 3 11 

641441511 8-Original 6/8/2017 0.002652 46 20 63 1 2 

147304101 9-Original 6/10/2017 0.0029853 3 1 2 2 0 

147307397 10-Original 6/7/2017 0.0029853 11 2 0 13 0 

147307449 11-Original 6/7/2017 0.0029853 12 6 12 6 0 

147318882 12-Original 6/6/2017 0.0029853 0 0 0 0 0 

147326253 13-Original 6/11/2017 0.0029853 66 43 104 5 0 

147326365 14-Original 6/11/2017 0.0029853 48 23 61 10 0 

147328662 15-Original 6/9/2017 0.0029853 3 0 1 2 0 

147375707 16-Original 6/8/2017 0.0029853 76 35 107 1 3 

635127767 17-Original 6/5/2017 0.0029853 17 8 19 1 5 

606515905 1-Original 6/9/2017 0.00003458 75 24 75 22 2 

160144721 2-Original 6/8/2017 0.00003325 49 18 43 21 3 

160143522 3-Original 6/6/2017 0.00053826 0 0 0 0 0 

160145521 4a-Alternate 6/8/2017 0.00053826 1 0 1 0 0 

160147391 5-Original 6/5/2017 0.00053826 0 0 0 0 0 

160149538 6b-Alternate 6/9/2017 0.00053826 2 0 1 1 0 

160154128 7-Original 6/5/2017 0.00053826 0 0 0 0 0 

160158288 8-Original 6/5/2017 0.00053826 16 8 17 7 0 

160158469 9-Original 6/10/2017 0.00053826 0 0 0 0 0 

160163562 10-Original 6/10/2017 0.00053826 184 48 171 60 1 

160167119 11-Original 6/7/2017 0.00053826 23 10 22 7 4 

160169067 12-Original 6/11/2017 0.00053826 1 0 1 0 0 

604943907 13-Original 6/6/2017 0.00053826 35 5 25 14 1 

604970409 14-Original 6/11/2017 0.00053826 0 0 0 0 0 

606518225 15-Original 6/10/2017 0.00053826 1 0 1 0 0 

624678718 16b-Alternate 6/8/2017 0.00053826 0 0 0 0 0 

641616454 17-Original 6/6/2017 0.00053826 1 0 0 1 0 

130301448 1-Original 6/10/2017 0.00595 29 11 24 16 0 

130306325 2-Original 6/10/2017 0.00595 22 11 33 0 0 

130309542 3-Original 6/5/2017 0.00595 33 17 45 5 0 

130310021 4-Original 6/11/2017 0.00595 9 6 9 6 0 

130314658 5-Original 6/5/2017 0.00595 21 13 33 1 0 

130315195 6-Original 6/7/2017 0.00595 29 15 38 6 0 

130320929 7-Original 6/11/2017 0.00595 16 12 25 3 0 

130326826 8-Original 6/7/2017 0.00595 115 32 123 21 3 



 

 

611004677 9-Original 6/9/2017 0.00595 8 1 4 5 0 

611005970 10-Original 6/7/2017 0.00595 76 20 80 14 2 

611009251 11-Original 6/6/2017 0.00595 149 49 181 12 5 

611012866 12-Original 6/9/2017 0.00595 52 37 83 5 1 

619637622 13-Original 6/8/2017 0.00595 22 6 14 14 0 

621121926 14-Original 6/8/2017 0.00595 115 48 142 21 0 

625338589 15-Original 6/11/2017 0.00595 20 12 27 5 0 

626692093 16-Original 6/6/2017 0.00595 128 27 122 29 4 

635537076 17-Original 6/6/2017 0.00595 112 37 126 19 4 

607714377 1-Original 6/10/2017 0.000002245 20 0 17 3 0 

149001635 2-Original 6/8/2017 0.00004725 1 1 2 0 0 

149002674 3-Original 6/5/2017 0.00004725 11 7 17 1 0 

149003362 4a-Alternate 6/5/2017 0.00004725 5 1 4 2 0 

149005355 5-Original  0.0004725 0 0 0 0 0 

149011906 6-Original 6/6/2017 0.00004725 82 18 95 2 3 

149022917 7a-Alternate 6/10/2017 0.00004725 28 8 25 9 2 

149023334 8-Original 6/9/2017 0.00004725 4 1 2 3 0 

149027199 9-Original 6/11/2017 0.00004725 6 2 3 5 0 

607713464 10-Original 6/7/2017 0.00004725 2 0 2 0 0 

607730056 11-Original 6/10/2017 0.00004725 294 44 266 68 4 

607752291 12-Original 6/6/2017 0.00004725 14 2 11 4 1 

607765363 13-Original 6/10/2017 0.0004725 0 0 0 0 0 

617964312 14-Original 6/9/2017 0.00004725 16 3 16 2 1 

633093763 15-Original 6/8/2017 0.00004725 6 3 6 3 0 

639002442 16-Original 6/6/2017 0.0004725 0 0 0 0 0 

640696510 17-Original 6/9/2017 0.00004725 2 0 0 2 0 

160334094 1-Original 6/10/2017 0.01715 7 1 6 2 0 

160336972 2-Original 6/11/2017 0.01715 51 28 76 2 1 

160337605 3-Original 6/5/2017 0.01715 120 83 195 8 0 

160344999 4-Original 6/6/2017 0.01715 74 36 107 3 0 

160345686 5-Original 6/7/2017 0.01715 64 30 88 3 3 

160347161 6-Original 6/6/2017 0.01715 43 15 52 5 1 

160348581 7-Original 6/9/2017 0.01715 6 0 3 3 0 

160348895 8-Original 6/9/2017 0.01715 5 1 6 0 0 

160349055 9-Original 6/9/2017 0.01715 3 0 0 3 0 

160351946 10-Original 6/6/2017 0.01715 87 45 131 1 0 

160353063 11-Original 6/10/2017 0.01715 12 3 15 0 0 

160353822 12-Original 6/5/2017 0.01715 53 25 75 3 0 

607001764 13-Original 6/8/2017 0.01715 4 1 5 0 0 

607027600 14-Original 6/11/2017 0.01715 2 0 2 0 0 

607028034 15-Original 6/11/2017 0.01715 6 5 5 6 0 

607029627 16-Original 6/7/2017 0.01715 30 8 37 1 0 



 

 

629141429 17-Original 6/8/2017 0.01715 73 20 90 3 0 

149193090 1-Original 6/9/2017 0.00545 94 26 83 37 0 

149201740 2-Original 6/10/2017 0.00545 34 7 30 11 0 

149201930 3-Original 6/10/2017 0.00545 51 22 59 14 0 

149202730 4-Original 6/10/2017 0.00545 19 10 19 10 0 

149211406 5-Original 6/5/2017 0.00545 45 37 66 15 1 

149216185 6-Original 6/7/2017 0.00545 154 9 125 37 1 

611835705 7-Original 6/7/2017 0.00545 117 38 109 46 0 

611870412 8-Original 6/6/2017 0.00545 15 5 13 7 0 

611874198 9-Original 6/8/2017 0.00545 117 38 115 40 0 

611879443 10-Original 6/8/2017 0.00545 111 18 106 21 2 

612517261 11-Original 6/6/2017 0.00545 43 28 63 8 0 

612522792 12-Original 6/11/2017 0.00545 16 10 25 1 0 

612523438 13-Original 6/11/2017 0.00545 21 14 32 3 0 

612523439 14-Original 6/5/2017 0.00545 16 4 9 11 0 

612525148 15-Original 6/6/2017 0.00545 78 25 90 13 0 

612525641 16-Original 6/9/2017 0.00545 55 16 44 26 1 

614771184 17-Original 6/7/2017 0.00545 16 2 8 10 0 

160436335 1-Original 6/7/2017 0.002666965 72 20 82 10 0 

604830837 2-Original 6/6/2017 0.002666965 138 60 163 35 0 

604831395 3-Original 6/9/2017 0.002666965 139 72 176 35 0 

606895018 4-Original 6/10/2017 0.002666965 114 47 143 18 0 

635826409 5-Original 6/11/2017 0.002666965 138 57 161 34 0 

638080329 6-Original 6/12/2017 0.002666965 95 35 95 35 0 

160424975 7-Original 6/13/2017 0.00488151 3 1 2 2 0 

160427396 8-Original 6/14/2017 0.00488151 16 7 14 9 0 

160433447 9-Original 6/15/2017 0.00488151 70 24 65 29 0 

160434518 10-Original 6/16/2017 0.00488151 13 5 14 4 0 

604821382 11-Original 6/17/2017 0.00488151 94 20 73 41 0 

604823624 12-Original 6/18/2017 0.00488151 23 9 19 13 0 

634659728 13-Original 6/19/2017 0.00488151 8 5 11 2 0 

635549418 14-Original 6/20/2017 0.00488151 65 14 40 39 0 

638072853 15-Original 6/21/2017 0.00488151 7 3 6 4 0 

635549382 16-Original 6/22/2017 0.00488151 2 0 2 0 0 

638522178 17-Original 6/23/2017 0.00488151 52 25 62 15 0 

608774680 1a-Alternate 6/9/2017 0.0006118 119 43 148 14 0 

639689837 2-Original 6/8/2017 0.0006118 90 22 92 20 0 

147401116 3-Original 6/6/2017 0.00455175 20 6 17 9 0 

147403821 4-Original 6/10/2017 0.00455175 172 43 171 44 0 

147404413 5-Original 6/9/2017 0.00455175 111 23 108 26 0 

147410535 6-Original 6/7/2017 0.00455175 9 1 7 3 0 

147411652 7-Original 6/7/2017 0.00455175 16 3 12 7 0 



 

 

147413279 8-Original 6/9/2017 0.00455175 149 25 139 35 0 

147419984 9-Original 6/6/2017 0.00455175 20 5 19 6 0 

605374149 10-Original 6/8/2017 0.00455175 172 28 147 53 0 

605388659 11-Original 6/5/2017 0.00455175 9 3 11 1 0 

605396189 12-Original 6/11/2017 0.00455175 17 4 18 3 0 

608774654 13-Original 6/2/2017 0.00455175 5 3 7 0 1 

618572901 14-Original 6/11/2017 0.00455175 15 3 16 2 0 

629142524 15-Original 6/8/2017 0.00455175 19 1 9 11 0 

637972373 16-Original 6/10/2017 0.00455175 124 36 119 41 0 

638535884 17-Original 6/7/2017 0.00455175 13 5 14 4 0 

618327492 1-Original 6/6/2017 0.001504 213 80 239 54 0 

618328108 2-Original 6/7/2017 0.001504 114 27 68 72 1 

634704011 3-Original 6/11/2017 0.001504 182 69 166 85 0 

637926770 4-Original 6/7/2017 0.001504 111 42 94 59 0 

641460901 5-Original 6/7/2017 0.001504 140 54 119 74 1 

149462214 6-Original 6/5/2017 0.003604 24 16 25 15 0 

149462365 7-Original 6/5/2017 0.003604 81 45 83 43 0 

149462690 8-Original 6/11/2017 0.003604 18 11 18 11 0 

149475167 9-Original 6/8/2017 0.003604 41 13 34 20 0 

149475533 10-Original 6/8/2017 0.003604 34 8 28 14 0 

149498901 11-Original 6/9/2017 0.003604 2 0 1 1 0 

149503682 12-Original 6/6/2017 0.003604 150 36 107 79 0 

612218179 13-Original 6/6/2017 0.003604 71 12 41 42 0 

618324746 14-Original 6/10/2017 0.003604 20 5 16 9 0 

618324787 15-Original 6/10/2017 0.003604 53 16 34 35 0 

618325371 16b-Alternate 6/10/2017 0.003604 325 93 286 131 1 

636258685 17-Original 6/9/2017 0.003604 18 1 12 7 0 

130412723 1-Original 6/8/2017 0.0138 132 50 167 13 2 

130415393 2-Original 6/11/2017 0.0138 123 88 181 25 5 

130422037 3-Original 6/9/2017 0.0138 196 65 227 34 0 

130422578 4-Original 6/7/2017 0.0138 190 84 244 29 1 

130427569 5-Original 6/7/2017 0.0138 303 106 361 48 0 

130435783 6-Original 6/8/2017 0.0138 173 64 186 49 2 

130437592 7-Original 6/6/2017 0.0138 37 19 51 4 1 

130437880 8-Original 6/6/2017 0.0138 60 38 94 3 1 

130438888 9-Original 6/10/2017 0.0138 131 116 233 12 2 

130441420 10-Original 6/10/2017 0.0138 65 56 117 3 1 

130450400 11-Original 6/9/2017 0.0138 47 25 69 2 2 

130450450 12-Original 6/10/2017 0.0138 60 32 85 7 0 

235938924 13-Original 6/5/2017 0.0138 101 83 169 12 3 

235940231 14-Original 6/11/2017 0.0138 83 71 138 13 3 

618913726 15-Original 6/7/2017 0.0138 186 108 267 27 0 



 

 

635879991 16-Original 6/5/2017 0.0138 124 98 201 18 3 

637241907 17-Original 6/8/2017 0.0138 173 58 210 20 1 

Total    17,342 6,433 19,574 3,962 240 

 

 

Standard Error of Statewide Belt Use Rate3: 0.1 percent 

Nonresponse Rate as provided in §1340.9 (f) 

Nonresponse rate for the survey variable seat belt use: 1.0095 percent 

 

 

 

 

 

_______________________________________________ 

1Identify if the observation site is an original observation site or an alternate observation site. 
2Occupants refer to both drivers and passengers 
3The standard error may not exceed 2.5 percent
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Appendix H: SPSS Data Codes 

SPSS Data Dictionary 



 

 

 

DISPLAY DICTIONARY. 

Variable Values 

Value Label 

County 

1 Albany 

3 Big Horn 

5 Campbell 

7 Carbon 

9 Converse 

11 Crook 

13 Fremont 

19 Johnson 

21 Laramie 

23 Lincoln 

25 Natrona 

27 Niobrara 

29 Park 

31 Platte 

33 Sheridan 

37 Sweetwater 

39 Teton 

Population 
1 Urban 

2 Rural 

Roadway 

11 S1100 Primary Road 

12 S1200 Secondary Road 

14 S1400 Local/Rual/City St 

day 

1 Sunday 

2 Monday 

3 Tuesday 

4 Wednesday 

5 Thursday 

6 Friday 

7 Saturday 

  



 

 

 

observer 

1 Donna Lucas 

7 Bridget White 

14 Vicky Peterson 

23 Monty Byers 

30 Bill Spencer 

35 Kayla Schear 

39 Dee Sebelius 

42 Dawn Edwards 

44 Doug Peterson 

47 Dixie Elder 

48 Deb Eutsler 

50 Brooke Darden 

51 Susan Parkinson 

52 Russel Loestcher 

53 Kris Smith 

54 Derald Maddison 

55 Jaclyn Davison 

56 Molly Laidlaw 

57 Candy Hunter 

58 Cindy Pope 

59 Peggy Dowers 

weather 

1 Clear Sunny 

2 Cloudy 

3 Foggy 

4 Light Rain 

5 Snow Ice 

6 Heavy Rain 

7 Occasional Rain 

lanes 
1 One Lane 

2 Two Lanes 

direction 

1 North 

2 South 

3 East 

4 West 

OccupGender 
1 Male 

2 Female 

OccupBelt 

1 Belted 

2 Not Belted 

3 Unsure 

  



 

 

 

carType 

1 Automobile 

2 Van 

3 Sport Utility Vehicle 

4 Pickup Truck 

wyPlate 

1 Wyoming License 

2 Out-of-State License 

9 Unsure 

timeStamp 

1 7:30-9:30 

2 9:30-11:30 

3 11:30-1:30 

4 1:30-3:30 

5 3:30-5:30 

Roadwaytype 

11 S1100 Primary Road 

12 S1200 Secondary Road 

14 S1400 Local/Rural/City St 

Weekend 
1 Weekend 

2 Weekday 

 

 


