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GUNS, GUN CONTROL AND CONCEALED CARRY
by G Donald Ferree, Jr.

A nunber of questions related to gun control in general and the matter of
all owi ng carrying of conceal ed weapons in particular have been debated recently
in Wsconsin. In order to guage public opinion on some of the related
di mensi ons, the nost recent Badger Poll ™t el ephoned a randomy sel ected sanpl e
of Wsconsin residents and asked them a series of questions. Answers depended
very rmuch on what facet of the issue was being tapped.

If the issue is franed as limting carrying a handgun to those with | aw
enforcenent or security responsibilities, the Wsconsin public is torn
Specifically by a close 53% 46% split, the public agrees that "no one but police
and people like private detectives or security guards should be allowed to carry
a handgun". The overall split carries over into a nunber of denographic groups,
al t hough each tends to cone down a bit nore clearly on one side or the other

Thus, by a five to four margin, nen oppose this idea while wonen, by a three
to two margin, agree with it. The youngest respondents are |ess positive (five
to four against) while the next older group is evenly split and noving up the
age ladder to the final two categories finds a narrow majority in favor rising
to nore than two to one backi ng anong those sixty and ol der. As groups,
Denocrats tend to agree with I ndependents (each agreeing by four to three or
so), while Republicans disagree with this notion narromy. The point is that
for all groups a relatively substantial proportion comes down on the opposite
side fromthe typical nenber

Not every gun related question finds the public this split, of course. In
response to the idea "no one should be allowed to buy a handgun without a check
to make sure they have no crinminal record". Overall, some 98% of the public

agrees with this notion, and the | owest |evel of support found in any of the
groups exanmned is only 96%

When a sonewhat greater |evel of restriction (and one which is not currently
part of Wsconsin law) is on the table -- that "anyone who wants to own a
handgun shoul d have to get a pernmit fromthe police" -- near unanimty
di sappears for a three to one (76% 23% mmjority.

Groups do not display quite the same pattern of relative position as was
evi dent on the question of restricting carrying weapons. To be sure wonen are
nmore in favor than nen (seven in eight, conpared to two thirds). But partisan
differences are essentially non-existent. Except for those over sixty, the
other three age groups are quite simlar
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A final general perception |lies behind all the debates on gun control and the
ef ficacy or advisability of certain neasures. Al npst nineteen out of twenty
state residents agree that "no matter what the gun laws are, crimnals wll

always find a way to get guns". \What this suggests is that -- if the aim of gun
control measures of one sort or another is to reduce violence and crime -- the
public will want to see WHY a given neasure will be expected to inpact criminals

as well as law abiding citizens.

Respondents were renmi nded of the current status of gun control laws ("In
W sconsin, no special permit is required to own a handgun, but there is a forty-
ei ght hour waiting period and a background check before someone can purchase a
handgun from a dealer"). They then were asked the general question whether this
was too nuch, too little or about the right anount of control of handgun
purchases. Very, very few (3% felt this was too restrictive, but the remainder
split pretty evenly between those who felt there was too little control (45%
and those who felt it was about right (51%. This can be interpreted as a
general view of whether tightening of controls would be advisable, and the
public narrowWy breaks AGAINST it.

By about three to two nmen feel existing controls are appropriate, while wonen
narrowly on balance | ook to tighter controls. Denocrats and Republicans are
roughly symretric, with the forner favoring tightening by about three to two
while the latter prefers leaving things as they are by about the same nmargin.

I ndependents as a group divide al nost exactly evenly. The three youngest age
groups split pretty close to exactly evenly on tightening versus nmaintaining the
exi sting level of control. Those sixty and above feel controls are adequate by
about three to two. Overall then there is a constituency, falling short of a
majority, that would prefer gun control to be stricter (at |east as regards
purchase), and there is a substantial anpbunt of disgreement wthin groups.

Turning nmore specifically to the matter of "conceal ed carry", we began by
rem ndi ng respondents that "right now, ordinary citizens are not allowed to
carry conceal ed weapons in Wsconsin under any circunstances" but that there is
a "proposal to allow people who can legally own handguns to carry conceal ed
weapons in nost public places". The response found seven in ten (69% agai nst
this idea, and just over one in four (27% in favor.

Worren as a group (79% 16% cone closest to a onesided position. Men are nore
evenly split (58%38% . Denpcrats as a group are nost opposed, |ndependents
slightly I ess so, while Republicans cone down just under two to one agai nst on
t he general question. Qpposition is weakest anobng the youngest, strongest anong
t he ol dest.

O course, no single question can capture all the nuances of an actual bil
(what are "npst public places", for instance). And the question did not
specifically mention required training. But, while the proposed nmeasures would
require paying for a pernmt, they also nake issuance of the permt essentially
non-di screti onary providing one pays the fee and gets the training.

It may be that this aspect of the proposals are what causes a problemfor
sonme. There is clearly support for people having to denmonstrate a need for
carrying a conceal ed weapon. "If conceal ed weapons are all owed, do you think
peopl e shoul d have to prove a special reason why they should carry a weapon, or
shoul d any | aw abiding citizen be able to get a permt to carry a conceal ed
weapon." Just shy of three in four (72% require showi ng special cause. One in
four woul d back allowi ng any |law abiding citizen to get a permt.
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Worren are sonewhat nore |ikely than men to back requirenent of showi ng why a
conceal ed weapon is necessary. Denpcrats are nost likely to favor this, and
Republ i cans least. There are quite nodest age based differences.

The el ectoral inpact of a change in state | aw woul d depend, naturally, on
what ot her issues there were in a race, and on the precise nature of the actua
law. But the public disposition is not especially favorable, although Ilimted.
"Suppose a state |egislator who was running for re-election voted in favor of a
law to allow ordinary residents to carry conceal ed weapons”. One in eight said
this woul d make them either much nmore (4% or sonewhat nmore (8% likely to vote
for such a person. Half said it would make them either sonewhat (24% or nuch
(27% less likely. But one in three (34% said it would not make much
di fference.

The public is not clear on what the effect of allow ng concealed carry m ght
be. To be sure, the largest single group (44% overall, thinks that "if people
were allowed to carry conceal ed weapons"” the crinme rate would increase. But
this is partially counterbal anced by the 17% who think conceal ed carry would
decrease the crinme rate. It is diluted by the alnost four in ten (37% who
think it would not nake much difference.

Here there are some group differences. Men tend to see little net inpact
(31% i ncrease, 25% decrease with conceal ed carry), but wonen rather clearly (56%
to 9% think crime would increase rather than decrease. NMre than four tines as
many Denobcrats expect an increase in crinme with concealed carry as expect a
decrease. This ratio drops to a bit over two to one anpng | ndependents and
rather under that for Republicans. The youngest respondents are somewhat nore
likely than their ol der counterparts to expect an increase in crine.

One's reaction to concealed carry relates sharply to the expected inpact on
the crime rate. Anpong those who believe conceal ed carry would increase the
crime rate, the very broad question allow ng | egal gun owners to carry conceal ed
weapons in nost public places cones in for strong (92% 7% opposition, while the
i dea of requiring showi ng of special need if conceal ed weapons are allowed is
al so onesi dedly backed (by 89% 7% . Anpbng those who do not expect nuch i npact
on crime one way or the other, the direction of opinion is the same, but the
bal ance is | ess clear (64% 28% agai nst the basic notion, 67% 28% for having to
show a need if concealed carry is permtted at all).

But sentiment anong the group which thinks conceal ed carry woul d DECREASE t he
crime rate is another matter. By 77% 19% this group favors the notion of |ega
gun owners being able to carry conceal ed weapons in nmost public places. By
68% 28% t hey oppose requiring a showi ng of special need to get a permt for
conceal ed weapons.

Correlation is not causation, so one cannot be certain whether one's view of
the i mpact of conceal ed carry shapes one's reaction to the idea, or vice versa.
But the expected inpact is an inportant facet of overall opinion on this subject
and it is one on which there is not presently a consensus.

The question of inpact of gun regulation is nurkier if one changes the focus
to nmeasures designed "to make it harder for ordinary citizen to purchase and own
handguns". Six in ten (62% would not expect nuch difference in the crine rate
one way or the other. Just under one in four (23% think the crine rate would
be reduced, but alnbst one in six (1594 think it would increase if gun ownership
were made nmore difficult. There are no clear differences based on age or
gender. On bal ance Denocrats thought that if there were an inmpact, it was nore
likely to bring about a decrease, while Republicans had no net expectation, but
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the | argest proportion of all three groups expected tightening of controls on
gun ownership to not make much difference.

Overall, then, save for supporting background checks for gun purchase and
suspicion that crimnals will find a way to get guns no natter what the lawis,
i ssues of gun control in general and concealed carry nore particularly fail to
find consensus in Wsconsin. The public seens especially torn about whether the
exi sting level of control on ownership is sufficient or not, and doubts (on
bal ance) that it would affect the crime rate much. There is a constituency,
though a minority one, for a very perm ssive conceal ed carry regine. But there
appears to be substantial sentiment that citizens wanting to carry conceal ed
weapons shoul d have to denonstrate a need to do so, rather than sinply being
accorded an automatic permission to carry such weapons.

St at ewi de Margi nal s and Percentages for Key G oups

VWhat follows is the exact question wording for each of the itens referred to
inthe release. All results shown are for the basic sanple of state residents.
The first columm is the percentage of the entire sanple giving each response.
The second and third reports the percentages for nen and wonen separately. The
fourth, fifth, and sixth colums show sel f-described Denocrats, |ndependents,
and Republicans. Colums seven through ten group respondents by age.

Q1. [INTERVI EWER: (DO NOT ASK) Enter respondent's gender

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE I N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
MALE 49% 100% --% 43% 48% 58% 53% 54% 46% 43%
FEMALE 51 -- 100 57 52 42 47 46 54 57

CARRY01. Wbuld you agree or disagree with the follow ng statenments. No one but
police and people |ike private detectives or security guards should be all owed
to carry a handgun.

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE | N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
AGREE 53% 44% 60% 58% 57% 46% 43% 49% 52% 68%
DI SAGREE 46 55 37 41 42 53 55 50 46 30
DON' T KNOW 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 -- 1
REFUSED 1 -- 1 1 1 -- -- -- 1 1

CARRY03. No one should be allowed to buy a handgun without a check to make sure
t hey have no crimnal record.

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE | N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
AGREE 98% 97% 99% 98% 100% 97% 96% 97% 99% 100%
DI SAGREE 2 3 1 2 -- 3 4 3 1 --
DON' T KNOW * 1 -- -- -- -- -- -- 1 --

REFUSED * .- * e e - .- 1 - -
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CARRY04. Anyone who wants to own a handgun should have to get a permt fromthe
pol i ce.

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P ACGE I N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
ACREE 76% 63% 88% 79% 73% 73% 76% 72% 71% 86%
DI SAGREE 23 36 11 20 25 27 24 26 29 11
DON T KNOW 1 2 1 1 2 1 -- 2 1 3
REFUSED -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
CARRY05. No matter what the gun laws are, crimnals will always find a way to
get guns.
GENDER PARTI SANSHI P ACGE I N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
ACREE 94% 93% 96% 94% 92% 95% 92% 93% 95% 98%
DI SAGREE 5 6 4 5 8 5 8 7 6 2
DON T KNOW * 1 -- 1 -- -- -- 1 -- --
REFUSED -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
CARRY06. In Wsconsin, no special permit is required to own a handgun, but

there is a forty-eight hour waiting period and a background check before soneone
can purchase a handgun froma dealer. Do you think this is too nuch control,
too little, or about the right anpbunt of control for handgun purchases?

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE | N YEARS
TOT M F DEM I ND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
TOO MJUCH 3% 5% 1% 3% 3% 4% 10% 1% 3% 1%
TOO LI TTLE 45 37 53 57 49 37 43 49 48 37
ABOUT RI GHT 51 58 45 40 49 59 46 49 49 60
DON' T KNOW 1 -- 1 -- -- 1 1 1 -- 2

REFUSED - .- - e - e T

CARRY07. Right now, ordinary citizens are not allowed to carry conceal ed
firearns in Wsconsin under any circunstances, but there is a proposal to allow
peopl e who can | egally own handguns to carry conceal ed weapons in nost public

pl aces. |In general do you favor or oppose this proposal.
GENDER PART| SANSHI P ACE | N YEARS
TOT M F DEM | ND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
FAVOR 27% 38% 16% 20% 24% 35% 38% 25% 27% 19%
OPPCSE 69 58 79 77 71 59 59 68 69 75
FAVOR SPEC. PERM T 2 2 1 2 1 -- 3 1 2 1
DON T KNOW 3 2 5 1 3 6 -- 6 2 4
REFUSED -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
CARRY08. |If conceal ed weapons are allowed, do you think people should have to

prove a special reason why they should carry a weapon, or should any |aw abiding
citizen be able to get a pernit to carry a conceal ed weapon?

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE I N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
SPECI AL PERM T 2% 65% 78% 81% 75% 64% 68% 73% 71% 78%
ALLOW ANYONE TO CARRY 24 32 16 17 19 31 32 22 24 18
DON' T KNOW 4 3 5 2 4 4 -- 5 3 3

REFUSED 1 1 1 -- 2 1 -- * 2 1
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CARRY09. Suppose a state |egislator who was running for re-election voted in
favor of a lawto allow ordinary residents to carry conceal ed weapons. Wul d
this make you nuch nore likely to vote for him somewhat nore |ikely, sonewhat
LESS |ikely, much LESS |ikely, or wouldn't it nmake nuch difference to you?

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE | N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
MJUCH MORE LI KELY 4% 7% 2% 2% 6% 6% 8% 5% 5% 1%
SOVEVWHAT MORE LI KELY 8 13 3 6 5 14 9 8 9 7
SOVEVHAT LESS LI KELY 24 23 25 36 20 20 32 25 23 22
MJUCH LESS LI KELY 27 19 35 33 34 18 20 27 26 35
NOT MJCH DI FFERENCE 34 37 32 23 32 39 31 33 37 32
DON' T KNOW 2 1 3 -- 3 3 1 2 1 3
REFUSED * * * 1 - - - - - - - - - - 1
CARRY10. |If people were allowed to carry conceal ed weapons, do you think this
woul d increase the crine rate, reduce it, or not make nuch difference?
GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE | N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
| NCREASE CRI ME RATE 44% 31% 56% 53% 40% 36% 50% 44% 41% 43%
REDUCE I T 17 25 9 12 17 21 16 23 15 11
NOT MCH DI FFERENCE 37 41 32 35 40 39 34 31 41 43
DON' T KNOW 2 3 2 - - 4 4 - - 2 3 3
REFUSED * -- * -- - - -- -- -- -- *

CARRY11. And if the |law were changed to nake it harder for ordinary citizens to
purchase and own handguns, would that increase the crine rate, reduce it, or not
make nuch difference?

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE I N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
| NCREASE CRI ME RATE 15% 16% 13% 12% 15% 17% 14% 15% 15% 13%
REDUCE | T 23 21 24 33 21 14 22 21 22 26
NOT' MJCH DI FFERENCE 62 62 61 55 61 68 63 63 61 58
DON' T KNOW 1 1 2 * 4 1 -- 1 1 3
REFUSED -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

Q@05. Cenerally speaking, do you consider yourself a Denocrat, a Republican, an
| ndependent, or sonething el se?

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE | N YEARS

TOT M F DEM I ND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
DEMOCRAT 30% 27% 33% 100% --% --% 28% 28% 32% 33%
REPUBL| CAN 30 36 25 -- -- 100 41 30 25 28
| NDEPENDENT 21 21 21 -- 100 -- 8 21 25 26
OTHER 11 10 12 -- -- -- 13 10 14 6
NONE 6 6 5 -- -- -- 6 9 2 4
DON' T KNOW 1 -- 1 -- -- -- 1 1 1 -

REFUSED 2 1 3 -- -- -- 2 1 1 3
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@11. In what year were you born? (ENTER FOUR-DIG T YEAR) (Cal cul ated and
grouped as bel ow)

GENDER PARTI SANSHI P AGE | N YEARS
TOT M F DEM |IND REP <30 <45 <60 60+
18- 29 15% 17% 14% 14% 6% 21% 100% --% --% --%
30- 44 31 34 28 29 31 31 -- 100 -- --
45-59 30 29 32 32 37 25 -- -- 100 --
60 and over 21 18 23 23 26 20 -- -- -- 100
DK/ REFUSED 3 2 3 2 1 3 -- -- -- --

* denotes | ess than .5%
-- denotes 0%

HOW THE POLL WAS DONE

Thi s BADGER POLL™was conducted by the University of Wsconsin Survey Center
as part of its ongoing program of research designed to benefit the research
conmunity and the people of Wsconsin, under the direction of G Donald Ferree,
Jr., Associate Director for Public Opinion Research of the Center. The nedia
sponsors of the survey are the (Madison) Capital Tines, and the M| waukee
Journal - Sentinel. The BADGER POLL™is intended to be a "poll of record" for the
state, investigating matters of concern to Wsconsinites 1ncluding politics,
culture, and their daily lives, adhering to the highest standards of polling
net hodol ogy and ri gorous independence.

A total of 511 randomly chosen state residents were interviewed for this
survey by tel ephone between October 21 and 28, inclusive. Tel ephone nunbers
were generated by conmputer in proportion to the nunber of adults living in each
area of the state. Theoretically, results fromthis survey have a "margin of
error” of alittle over +/- 4% This neans that, had we asked every eligible
resident in Wsconsin, exactly these questions at the time the survey was
conducted, there is only a one in twenty chance that the answers would differ by
nore than that in either direction fromwhat we report here. There could be
di fferences because of changes in question wording, events occurring in the
meantime, or any of the practical difficulties involved in taking a scientific
survey. Results based on subgroups are subject to a larger "nmargin of error”.



