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I. Introduction

In recent years, the federal govenunent has broadened its focus on the statug of Native
Americans throughout the United States. Tribes have been recognized as sovereign cntities since
the formation of the union; over time, sclf-governance has increased on tnbal lands. As such,
tribal govemments have operated in isolation. Duta sharing is rare.! One issue in particular—
crime on tribal lands -has gamered much attention. A 1996 Justice Depariment repori indicated
that existing statistics were unreliable und limited, thus unable to reveal much about the true
extent of ¢crime on tribal lands, In 2003 the New Mexico Pueblo Crime Data Project was created.
The project aimed 10 improve tribal crime data management, integrate justice infonnation
systerus, and foster cnime data sharing between tribal, stale, and federal agencies (Townsdin and
Melton 2004). The BIS has undenaken cifors to improve the National Cnme Vichimization
Survey (NCVE), in onder to expand our knowledge of offending and victiniization smong
American Indians (Greenfeld and Sruth 1999). Trbal data traditionally suffer from
underreporting due to the shame of cenain types of crime and lear of retaliation from outsidc law
enforcement authonties {Wakeling 2001:13). Ultimately, the woa! of these effons is to cnhance
data collection while at the same timc maintaining respect for tnbal traditions—in particular, the
cmphasis on restorative justice (Townsdin and Melton 2004).

There are twenty-two recogmized Indian Comununitics in the state of New Mexico. This report is
a prelimmary step toward greater knowledge of the trends impacting crimic on tribal lands. Here,
we will examine trends among and between sixteen of the bwenty-two New Mexico tribes. This
report explores issues of offending and crime on New Mexico tnbal lands, investigating trends
and patterns, We contextualize the crime rates of the different reservations, companng each of
them o Albuquerque, the state of New Mexico, and to the United States as a whole.

II. Literature Review

Nuative dmericans and Crime

Native Amencans are not immune to the cnme problems plaguing the Untted States. They
gxpenence crime—both as victims and offenders. Native Americans experience high rates of
interracial violence. Over scventy percent of violent victiimizations of Native Americans arc
committed by members of other races; this interracial violence rate is substantially higher than
that for Afncan Americans and whites (Greenfeld and Smith 1999). According to the Bureau of
Justice Statistics, on any given day, one in twenty-live Native Amencans 18 or older is under
some form of criminal justice supervisicn. This is 2.4 times the per capita rate for Anglo
Americans, 9.3 times the rate for Asian Amencans. Native Americans arc offending on and ofl

' One important issue related to Native Americans and crime involves alcohol and driving under the influence. In
April 2003, the state passed HB 278, legislation encouraging tribes and the siate to uxchange waflic-citation data.
Dur tribes are not required to share information about DWT arrests - information which may be vital to the satety of
New Mexico roads. Though some puebio leaders may be open to sharing this information, others are resistant. Tn a
recent article in the Santa Fe New Mexican, Pojoaque tribal judge Frank Demolli indicated that the new information
sharing arrangement might threaten wibal soversignty, arguing that the tribe had stricter DWT law than the stae
(Waranjo 2004).



tribal lands. According to a survey of trbal jails, city or county jails held over three times as
many Native Americans as tribal jails in 2001 (Minton 2002)." Also in 2001, the rate of
incarceration for Native Americans was 19% higher than the overall national incarceration rate
{Minton 2002) (849 per 100,000 vs. 690 per 100,000).

At a national level, here arc some recent findings (for the years 1992-1996).°

»  Between 1992 and 1996, Native Amcricans were ofien the victims of interracial violence:
seven limes cut of ten the oftender was of a different race (non-Native Amencan)

» Each year approximately 150 Native Americans arc murdered (about the per capita rate
for the general population)

¢ The arrest rate for alcohol-related offenses among Native Americans (drunk driving,
liquor law violations, public intoxication) was more than double that of the total
population in 1996

+ Almost four in ten Native Americans held in local Jails were charged with public order
offenses (most commonly dnving while under the influence/intoxicated)

s When compared to other racial/ethnic groups, Native Amencan victims of violence were
niore likely to indicate that the offender committed the offense while under the influence
of alcohaol

Narive Americans and Alcoliol Related Crime

Alcohel related olfenses conshitute a mujor oflending category for Native Americans, both in
New Mexico and nationally. Tribal police expend an inordinate aniount of cnerey and resourccs
dealing with alcohel related crime.

Across all survey responses, for example, the consteilation of crimes that were
direectly relaled to aleohol abuse (such as driving under the influence {DUIL), the
sale of alcohel to minors, and drunk and disorderly conduct) or were indirectly
related ta alcohol abuse (such as domestic violence, child abuse and neglect, and
assault) constituted the leading calegory of calls for service, incident reports, and
arrests (Wakeling 2001:19).

Ameng Native Americans acress the United States, the armest rate for all aleohol vialations (DUI,
liquer laws, public intoxication) was 2545 per 100,000 population, as compared to 1079 per
100,000 population for all races. Dnving while imoxicated is the most costly of the alcohol
related violations—in both human and economic tenns, New Mexico’s DW| rates are
consistently amongst the highest in the nation. In 2001, the city of Albugquerque made 5175
D'WT arrests; this resulted in a rate of 1153.6. In the vear 2000, the New Mexico tnbal DWI

i Some of Ihese ndividuals may have been adjudicared on tribal lands, and then housed in nun-tmbal jails.
* Data drawn from Burean of Justice Statistics 1999 Report: "American Indians and Critne.”




arrest rate was 1698.6.* This is considerably higher than the national rate {for all races), which
was 491.6 in 2001.° The national DWT arrest rate for Native Americans, on the other hand, is
quite similar to Albuquerque’s, at 1069 arrests (for the vears 1992-1996).°

Native Americans, Health Indicators, and Risk-Taking Behaviors

Crime is highly correlated with poverly and other features of social disorganization (see William
Julius Wilson 1996; Roberl Bursik 1988). Areas with high ratcs of crime also tend to exhibit
high rates of other social ills, from drug usc to uncmployment. Thus, social health and well-
being are vital in maintaining low crime rates. Native Amencan communities struggle with
many of these problems. Similarly, at the individual level, cnme and “risk-taking" behaviors are
correlated. A 2001 ULS. Depannment of Health and Human Services (USDHHS} study of high-
risk bchaviors among Native American youth {aged 12 to 17 in 1999-2001) reported that illicit
drug use conlinues to be more common among Native Amcrican youth, when compared (0 their
NOn-Mative peers.

According to Beauvais {1996}, about 20% of Native American adolescents are heavily involved
i drug vsc (this figure has remained steady since 1980} (Beauvais 1996). Motor vehicle (and
other) accidents are the leading cause of death among Native Aincrican vouth 15-24  arate
three times (hat of the total United States population (USDHHS 1999). Among all Amencan
gthnic groups, Native Americans have the highest suicide rates (Grossman et al. 1991). Among
Native Amencans, suicide is the second leading cause of death for those 15-24 years old; this
rate 1s 2.5 times that of the general population {(USDHHS 1999). New Mexico—the state with
the fourth largest Native American population—has a suicide rate that consistently exceeds the
national average. Though this is not the focus of this repon, future rescarch might further
explore the connection between risk taking and erime amongst Native Americans.

1. Tribal and Other Data Analyzed

Tribal Deta

We were provided with data for sixteen individual reservations within the state of Now Mexico:
these reservations arg: Acoma, Isleta, licarilla, Laguna, Mescalcro, Nambe, 7.\«131«'3_]::-*3 Picuris,
Pojoaque, San Juan, Sandia, Santa Ana, Santa Clara, Taos, Tesugque, and Zuni.

**I'his rate excludes the Mavajo ribe. San Felipe Pueblo, Santo Domingo Pueble, Jemez Pueblo, San lldefonso
Pueblo, Zia Pueblo, and Ute Mountain, We do nat have data for the vear 20 for any of the reservations.

* Data ubtained from the National Highway Traffic Safery Association—2000 data not available, hutp:iinww-
rreh.ohtsa. dotyov pdEnyd-20NESA T SF20 2 - 200 2alc facts, puf

o httpes S oppousdo .o ‘ysipub-pdate pdf

* For the raw and rate data tables, see Appendix, We were not provided with data for the following reservations:
San Felipe Pueblo, Santo Domningo Pueblo, Jemezr Pueblo, San Lldefonse Pueblo, Zia Pueblo, Ute Mountain, Thus,
these reservations/geograpluc areas are not referenced in this report.

* The discussion of Navajo crime in this report covers the entire Navajo nation (Nuw Muexico, Arizona, and Utah).
We were not given data that separated our New Mexico,  We originally received Mavajo population estimaies for
oniy the New Mexico portion of the Navajo nation and criminal statistics for the entire Navajo hation. We corrected
for this by obtaining the populanion estimate for the entire Navajo nation.



The data analyzed here reflects incidents reported to tribal police at each reservation.” The data
includes all criminal aets committed on specified tribal lands (by trihal members or non-
mecmbers); it does not include any criminal acts comnuitted ofl of tribal lands (whether by tribal
members or non-members). This data dees not reflect ethuicity of the oifender; it details
cniminal behavior by geographic area (reservation land). Thus, though we may be interested in
Native American offending, we cannot specifically address that here.

Unfortunately, the data provided to us was somewhat inconsistent. Althoueh we have data for
the years 1996 through 2002, we do not have data for each of those years for each of the
rescrvations. Additionally, in many cases, there was a great deal of fluctuation in the numbcr of
oflenses reporied over the years for which we had data. For example, in Jicarilla, there were no
aleoho] related offenses reported in 1997 and 1998, but a substantial amount was reported in the
other two years. Some [luctuation may be a true variation in the amount of cnminal activity, but
it could be due to reporting changes or some other Factors of which we are not aware.

Other data utilized

In cur analysis, we've ulilized 2000 Census redistricting data for reservation population
information.'® The Census bureau itself does not collect information on individual tribes. Thus,
we have no population infonnation for the years between 1990 and 2000. Our redistricting data
was tallied by the Bureau of Busincss and Econormic Research {BBER), with information
obtained from the United States Census Bureau. We cannot compare 1990 populations to 2000
populations because the 1990 (otals were never updated after the redistricting of the reservation
land was conducted. Consequently, we are using the 2000 redistricting data.

Additionally, we included the Albuguerque, New Mexico and U.S. Part I Index Crime data for
cornparison; tlus data was extracted from the BJS website. It includes all offenses reported,
wlhether an arrest was nade or not,. DWI data was extracted from two sources. First, Uniform
Crime Report DWI arrest data in the U.S. was gathered from the FBI website.'! Second, DWI
arrests in New Mexico and Albuguerque was gathered from the DWI Resource Center.

1¥. Research Mcthodology

This analysis 1s preliminary and exploratory, We focus primanly on Part One Index Crimes and
DWTI offenses on tribal lands. Our analytical approach is two-fold. First, we cxamine erime on
tribal lands as a whole; that is, we treat the tribes as one homogenous unit. Second, we look at
crimes reponed by each (nbe 1o discern any interiribal and intrairibal differences. We focus on
three broad questions:

* While we were also given other data from the BIA, we only utilized the uibal police data because it appeared to be
nwost inclusive.

I Sea *Census 2000 P.LO-171 Redisiricting Dada ™ bup:Sawse unonedu ~bher’censusplielion2. hom

" See hup:fiwww bl goviueruer. btm

12 See Itpzswnw dwinesourcecenter,ary, The UCR data on the FBI website does not include data from
Albuquerque. Wew Mexice data was available fram the FR website, however, tor most vears it appeared to have
Fewer reported arrests than the DW! Resource Center data. Thus, we chose the latter presuming it w be the most
conprehensive.




Is there a change in the amount of erime reporied over time?

How do ¢rime rates on tribal Jands compare to reles in Albuguenque, New Mcxico and
the United States?

Which crimes are most prevalent and where?

Each of these questions is described in more detail below, Throughout the three enalylical
subsections, statisticel significance was determined tsing a proportional z-test, testing for the
equality of proportions.”” When considering these analyses, it is important to realize that arrest
and repott patterns may be inconsistent across ribes, and any interpretation of the results are
complicated by this fact.

Change over time
We [irst looked al fluctuations in criminal behavior over Lhe years for which we have data for

both the tribes es a whole end individually. The purpose of this analysis i o determine the
relative stability of offending rates over time. For this analysis, we totaled the Part I Index
Crimes commitied within cach year by all of the tnikes as a whole, and compared those rates
across years. This *Index Crime™ total includes both Pan I violent crimes (homicide, forcible
rape, Tobbery, aggravated assaults) and Pert § property crimies (burglary, larceny, motor vehicle
thefl, arson). Because aloohol related offenses tend to be overrepresented for Native Americans,
we also examnined these ollenses.

Comparison tg Atbuguergue, New Mexico, and the United States

Second, we compared crime rates on tribal lands to that of Albuguenque, New Mexico, and the
United States over time. The purpose here is to compare the reservation o the nearest major
metropolilan area, the state in which the rescrvation resides, and (o the nation as a whole. We
locked at Part One crimes and DWI offending.

Crimme prevalence

Finaily, we looked at all of the types of cnimes being committed on tribral lands. We aggregated
the tribes over time to determine which ¢rimes were most frequent. By (reating the Uribes as a
unit, we ¢could determine which oflenses, overall, are most prevalent on Lribal lands.

Additionally, by averaging the offenses over time, we can reduce the effects of varzation over
lime. Thrs is important hecanse it is impossible to determine whether the change in cime rales
over time for each tribe is due to actual changes in offending or changes in reporiing.

* Comparisons conducted here were done using the crime proportion so that the correct stendard deviation for the
comfidence interval for the difference in the population propentions would be calculated according to the bue
population proportion {not the rate per 100,000 people}. Mote: Comparisons can only be conducted where at least
five incidents occurred In & given year.




We then disaggregated the data for each reservation and locked at the average rate of offenses
committed over time in each cnme category for cach reservation. We determined which tribes
had the highest rates of offending for the reporning period for each crime type. We included both
Part I and Part Il cnmes in this analysis.

Finally, through the data-mining techniques of discriminant analysis and cluster analysis, we
determined that four reservations were significantly different statistically from the rest in Part I
Crime offense patterns. We compared these tribes to one anather in order to get a better grasp of
the differences among these four tnbes. We performed the same proportion test we performed in
the sbove comparisons. We examined the tribes on Part 1 Index Crimes (for which they were
comparable). This exercise helped us identify which of these four tribes were driving particular
crime rates, revealing which tribes has the most problems with particular categorics of criminal
behavier or offending.

¥. Research Findings

Change aver timne

Chauge over time on all tribal lands
As can be seen from the charl below, there is no particular pattern for Part One Crinies over time

for all ol the tnbes. There was a peak in Parl One OfTenses in 1998, but this decreased the
following year. By 2002, the Parl One Offense rate had dropped to below the 1996 level.

Part One Offenses for all tribes
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Among Part 1l cnmes, parlicular attention was paid to both DW! ofTending since the litcrature
indicates that these offenscs are particularly problematic. 'We found that when looking at the
tribes as a group, therc appears to be a rise in DWI offending. However, there is a great deu] of
Muctuation.

DWI offensas for all tribes

Fatd per 100,000

Changes in Crime at Each Reservation

Acoma

We were provided with data for the years 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, and 20{2.

Part 1 Index Crime oflenscs remained stable from 1996 to 2000; in 2002 there was a significant
increase in the number of offenscs reported. Pamicularly high for Acoma in 2002 werc arson

offenses, forcible rape and burglary,

Aygravated Assault olfenscs were stabie the Oirst three years followed by a significant dmop in
2000; the number of ofTenses remained lower in 2002,

Burglary offenses were stable from 1996 to 2000 with a sigmficant increase in 2002.
The number of alcchel related offenscs vaned each year: there was a significant increase

between 1996 and 1997, a significant decrease between 1997 and 1999, no significant change
was found between 1999 and 2000 followed by a significant increase in 2002, The number of



offenses was greatest in 1996, almost double the number in the next highest yvear, which was
2002, DWI1 and drunkenness constituted the highest offense categones in 1996, while liquor law
viclations were highest in 2002, The highest rates of DW/I[ occurred in 1996, There wasa
significant decrzase in 1997; this rate rematned rclatively stable over the remaining years.

The number of offenses for all cnmes was generally unstable across the years for which we have
data. The number of all oflenses was significantly lower in 1997 as compared to the previous
year. This was followed by a significant increase in 1999, The number of ofTenses remained
about the same from 1999 to 2000, followed by another significant increase in 2002,

Isleta
We were provided with data for the years 1999, 2000, and 2002,

Oflense rales for Par | Index Cnimes, aggravated assault, burglary and total alcohol offenses and
DWT were stable over time, with no significant differences found.

Howevcer, the number of offenses reperted for alt crimes was signiflicantly higher in 2004 than in
1999 or 2002, The peak in crime during 2000 can primanly be attributed to the “all other
offenses” category; the number of offenses is siemificantly higher in 2000 {(644) a5 compared 1o
the other two years (42 in 1999 and 81 in 2002).

Jicarilla
We werne provided with data for the vears 1996, 1997, 1998, and 2002,

Part [ Index Crimes and aggravated assault rates were highest in 1996; the number of oflenses
dropped significantly in 1997 and remained at the lower rate for 1998 and 2002,

Burgiary offenses also dropped from 1996 to 1997, aud remained lower, but the difference was
not statistically signilicant.

Alcohol offense rates were reported as () in years 1997 and 1998; they were signilicantly higher
in 2002 as compared to 1996. However, there was no significant difference in DWI offending
between 1996 and 2002.

The number of offcnses reponed for all cimes varied over the four years. The number of
offenses for all cnmes dropped significantly from 1996 to 1997, remained low in 1998 and rose
significantly from 1998 w0 2002. The greatest number of ofTenses occurred in 2002 followed by
1997. Therc were several Pan 1l crime categories that were sigmificantly higher in 1997 and
2002 as compared to 1997 and 1998, These included assauvlt, drug abuse violations, aleohol
offenses, disorderly conduct, and all other offenses. Additionally, fraud was signilicantly higher
in 1996 as compared to the other years. This suggests that there was a differcncc in the reporting
of cnimes in 1996 and 2002.



Laguna
We were provided with duta for the years 1997, 1998, 1999, and 2000.

In general, Part [ Index Crimes increased over time. Pan [ Index Crime offenses and aggravated
assaults were significantly igher in 1998 than in 1997, The number of offenses in 1999 was not
significantly diflerent to oflenses in 199§, but increased significantly in 2000,

The number of burglanes was significantly higher in 1998 than in 1997, The rate remained the
same for 1999 and 2000,

The number of alcohol offenses rose significantly from 1997 to 1998, followcd by a significant
decrease in 1999, The number of oflenses rose again significantly in 2000 {rom the previous
year, but remained significantly lower thai 1997

DWI offending pattcrns varied over ime. There was no significant difference noted between
1997 and 1998, in 1999 there was a signilicant increase followed by a significant decrease in
2000. When comparing the lirst and last years {1997 to 2000), there was no significant
difference found.

The number of oflenses reporied for all comes varied, but was highest in 1997 and 1998, The
number of offenses was significantly higher in 1998 than 1997, significantly decreased in 1999
and rose significantly in 2000.

Mescalero
We were provided with data for the vears 1997, 1998, 1999, aud 2000,

The number of crimes reporied varicd over this four penod. Par I Crime offenses increased
significantly from 1997 to 1998. There was then a sigmificant decrease in 1999, followed by a
significant increase in 2000. The number of Part [ Index Crimes was lowest in 1999,
Particularly low duning 1999 as compared to the other years was burglary and larceny offenses.

The number of aggravated assaults was stable between 1997 and 1998. The number of
agaravated assaults decreased significantly in {999 decreased sigmficantly again in 2000,

Burglary offense rates were sinular in 1997 and 1998, decreased significantly in 1999, The rate
was signilicantly higher in 2000 than in 1999.

The number of alcchol offenses varied over ime. Alcohol offenses were highest in 1998, over
three and one-half times the nuniber of offenses in 1997. There was a significant decrease in the
number of offenses in 1999 and then a significant increase again in 2000,

DWI] offending peaked in 1998. There was a significant decrease to the onginal level in 1999;
rates remained stable alter that.



The number of all erimes, like Part T crimes, varied over time. There was a significant difference
in the number of crimes over each vear reported. The greatest number of crimes reported
occurred mn 1999, followed by 1995,

Nambe
We were provided with data for the years1996, 1997, 2000.

The number of Panl [ Crime oflenses reported was stable over time.  There was virtually no
difference in the number of aggravated assaults over the reporting period. The number of
burglary offenses were lowest 1 2000.

The number of alcohol offenses sieadily increased over time. While the year (0 yeur diflerence
was not statistically significant, there was a significant increase between 1996 and 2000. DWI
offenses did not account for that pattern. Rather, DW1 offenses increased significantly from
1996 to 1997, then dropped some in 2000,

The rate for all crimes increased signiftcanily from year to year. The number of simple assaults,
disorderly conduct and all other offenses increased over time. There was a significant increase in
the number of sex offenses and suspicion oflenses in 2000 as compared to the previous years.

Navajo
We were provided with data for the years 1998, 1999, and 2000."

Part [ Index Crimes peaked in 1999, there was a signilicant increase in the number of offenscs
from 1998 to 1999 and a significant decrease from 1999 to 2000.

Aperavated assaults vaned over time. Unlike all Pant [ Index Crimes, the number of reported
agpravated assaults was lowest in 1999,

Burglary rates peaked in 1999, There was a significant increase in burglaries from 19498 to 1999
and a decrease in burglanes from 1999 to 2000,

The remaining oflcnse categorics tested follow the same pattem: they had a signilicant decrease
berween 1998 and 1999, but then a significant increasc between 1999 and 2000. The following
offenses conformed to that paltern: aggravated assault, assaull, weapons olfenses, driving whilc
mmtoxicaled, liquor law violations, drunkenness, and overall violent enme.

However, as a group, alcohaol otfenses steadily increased over the three-year period; the increase
was statistically signilicant from year to year. Likewise, all olfenses steadily increased over
time; this increase reflects the pattern of the Pan [I Crime offenses.

'* Navajo ‘Itibal Police provided us with data from 1997 35 well. However, they changed their data reporting systern
in 1998, and therefore the 1997 data was nol comparable to the data from the subsequent years.
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Picuris
We were provided with data for the years 1996, 1998, 1999, and 2000,

The Part I Index Crime rate varied over time. The number of offenses increased significantly
from 1996 to 1998, The number of offenses was similar in 1998 and 1999. The rate in 2000 was
significantly lower than in 1599,

The increase in offenses between 1996 and 1998 may be attributablc to the great increase in the
number of aggravated assaults. Therc was a singlc aggravated assault in 1999; in 1998 that
number rose to 18. The number of assaults decreased alter 1698,

The number of burglanes increased slightly over the first three years of data, but dropped in
2000,

The number of alcohol ofTenses peaked 1n 1999, There was a significant increase in the number
of offenses from 1998 to 1999 and a signilicant decrease from 1999 to 2000. The rate of
olfending in 1996 campared to 1998 and 1998 compared to 2000 were similar and not
statistically diflerent. There were fewer than 5 DWI offenses reported in 1996, therefore we
could not compare that year with the other years. No significant difference was found in DW1
ollending in the remaining years.

The rates for all cimes [luctuated over time. The number of all erimes was highest in 1999,
The number of all cime offenses was not significantly diflerent between 1996 and 1998, In

1999, the rate was sigmficantly higher than in 1998. In 2000, the rate was significantly lower
than in 1999,

Pojoaque

We were provided with data for the years 1996, 1997, 1999, and 2000,

Part 1 Crimc rates were highest in 1996 and 1997, There was not a significant diflerence
between 1996 and 1997. There was a sigmificant decrease in the number of Part ] cimes in 1999
and remained the same 1n 2000,

The Aggravated Assauit rate increased significantly in 1997 from1996. The number of
aggravated assaults decreased significantly in 1997, There was another significant decrease in
2000).

Burglary offenses were stable over timne and did not differ signilicantly.

Aleohal ofTenses steadily increased over the four years for which dala was collected. However,
the only significant increase occurred between 1996 and 1997, DWI olfense patterns were
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opposite of total alcoho!l offense patterns. That s, there was no signilicant difference found
between | 996 and 1997; however, there was a significant increase yedr to year beginning in

1997,

The number of all ofTenses reported over ime vaned. The number of all cnimes was
significantly higher in 1997 than in 1998, The rates remained stable from 1998 0 1999, and then
rose significantly in 2000, This increase in oflenses 11 2004 appears to be due primarily to the
increase in the “all other offenses”™ catezory. The number of offenscs 1n this category in 2000
was 562; the next highest number of all ather offenses occurred in 1997, which was 73.

San Juan

We were provided with data for the vears 1997, 2000, and 2002,

The number of Parl | offenses increased significantly from 1997 to 2000, The aumber of
offenses remained the same from 2000 to 2002,

There was a significant increase in the number of aggravaled assaults from 1997 to 2000, The
number of olfenses decreased significantly in 2002,

The number of burgiaries significantly increased lrom 1997 to 2000. In 2002, the number of
burglarics stayed at the same high rate and was not signihicantly different from 2000.

Alcohol olfenses significantly increased each year over the three-year period.  DWI offenses
decreascd significantly from 1997 to 2000; no significant diflercnce was found between the
TEMAining years.

The rate for all crime rose significantly from year to year.

Sandia

We were provided with data only for the year 1999; thus, we have no indication of any change or
trends for the ribe.

Santa Ana
We were provided with data for the years 1997, 1998, 1999, and 2000.

Part [ Index Crimes were particularly iow in 1997 compared with the other years. There was no
significant difference in Pari I criines for the remaining years.

Fewer than 5 aggravated assanlls and burglarics werc reported cach year; therefore we could not
test for any statistical difference.
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The number of alcohol offenses was the same lor 1997 and 1998; they peaked in 1999 and
decreased 1in 2000. These changes were statistically significant.

No significant changes were found in the rate of DWI offending over the four year peniod.

The rate for all crimes dropped some from 1997 (o 1998, but the change was not signifcuntly
diffcrent. In 1999, the rate was sigmificantly higher than 1998. In 2000, the rate was significantly
lower than in 1999,

Santa Clara

We were provided with data for the years 1997, 1998, 1999 and 2004,

The Part 1 Index Crimes varied from year 1o ycar. There was a decrease in the number of Part [
cnmes from 1997 to 1998, but this was not statistically significant. There was a signilicant

increase from 1998 10 1999, followed by a significant decrease from 1999 to 2000,

There were fewer than five aggravated assaults and burglaries during each year. The most
prevalent type of Parl [ crimes in Santa Clara was larceny.

Alcohol offenses decreased significantly from 1997 to 1998, While there was some increese
from 1995 to 1999, it was not significant. There was a significant decrease from 1999 to 2000.

DW] offending remained stable over the first three years; in 2000 there was a sigrni[icant
decrease from the previous year.

The rates for all crimes were not sigmificantly different from 1996, 1998, 1999, to 2000.

Tans

We were provided with data for the years 1997, 1998, 1999, and 2000,

Part I Index Crime rates were nol significantly different across 1997, 1998, 1999, and 2000.
However, there is a steady decrease in the total number of Pan I Index Crimes comnutted over

time.

Ageravated Assault rules were similar from 1997 to 1998, The number of oflenses rose from
1998 1o 1999 and then dropped, but not significantly, 1999 to 2000. '*

Burglary rates were not significantly different across 1997, 1998, and 2000. ¢

'* There were fewer than § aggravated assaults for the years 1997 and 1998, so these years were excluded from the
statistical analysis.
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Alcohol offenses significantly increased from 1997 to 1998, retumed to the previous level in
1999 decreased significantly in 2000,

DWI offending remained stable over the four year period.

The rate for all crimes was sigm ficantly lower in 1998 than in 1997, In 1999, the rate was
significantly lower than in 1998. In 2000, the rate was significantly higher than in1999. Most of
this change is most likely due to the change in the number ol “all other offenscs.” In 1997, there
were 863 “other offenses” reported, 24 in 1998, none in 1999 and 2026 in 2000,

Tesuque

We were provided with data for the years 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2002,

Part I Index Crime rates were unstable over time. The number of oifenses increased significantly
from 1997 to 19%8. In 1999, the rate was significantly lower than in 1998. In 2000, the rate was
significantly higher than in 1999, In 2002, the rate was significantly lower than in 2000.

There were few aggravated assaults reporicd over this time frame. The number of burglaries
reparled was less than 3 for each year exeept 2000, when 11 burglanes were noted.

The number of alcoho] related offenses remained relatively stabice over the first four years, A
significant decrease in the numbcer of aleohol related offenses occurred in 2002,

DW! offending rematned stable for the first three years. There was a significant decrease in

2002 from the previous year. This decrease was also significantly different from the olfense
rates in 1997,

The rates for all crimes were not signilicantly different from 1997, 1998, 1999, and 2000, In
2002, the rate was significantly lower than in 2004,

Zuni
We were provided with data lor the years 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000 and 2002,

Part | Index Crime plummeted signilicantly from 1997 to 1996, These cnmes increased n 1998,
then remained the same acrass the years 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2002.

Aggravated assaults and burglanes followed the same patlern as all Parl I Index Cnmes. Thal 1s,
these cimes were lowest in 1997 and were stable for the remaining years.

Alcohol olfenses varied from year to year. There was a significant increasc from 1996 to 1997
and from 1997 1o 1998. There was a significant decrease from 1998 to 1999, There was a
signilicant increase from 1999 to 2000 and again from 2000 to 2002. Thus, with the exception

'* There were fewer than 5 burglaries reported in 1999, so this year was excluded from the statistical analysis.
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of the year 1999, alcohol offenses tended to increase over time. DWI offending followed the
same pattern.

The rate for all crimes Nuctuated over time. All criminal offcnses were significantly lower in
1997 than in 1996. There was a signiicant incrcase in 1998, mostly due to a huge increase in the
“all other offenses™ category. In 1999, the number of offenses significantly dropped, followed
by a significant increase in 2000. In 2002, the rate was significantly higher than in 2000.

Summary

In general, there was no particular crime pattem discerned from the data provided for most of the
tribes: for most tnbes, crime varied over time. This may have been an actual variation in
criminal offending or could have been due 1o reporting changes over time. A few tribes did
follow & pattern, especially with respect to Part [ Index Crimes. Specifically, the Part I crime
rate was stable over time in Isleta and Nambe, although Nambe showed an increase in all crimes
(Part [ and Part Il combined) over time. The Part [ crime rate in Jicarilla decregsed initiatly, then
remained low. The Part I crinie rate increased over time for both Laguna and Navajo. Finally,
the Far [ cime rate in San Juan increased initially, then was stable. However, the Pan Il Crime
rate and all crines increased over time in San Juan.

Aunong Part IT crimes, particular attention was paid o both DWI offending and alcchol offenses
as a whole since the literaturc indicates that these offenses are particularly problematic. Several
tnbes remained stablc in their rate of DWI offending over time. These include Tsleta, Jicarilla,
Picuris, Santa Ana and Taos. Acoma and San Juan showed an initial decrease followed by stablc
olfending while Santa Clara and Tesuque DWI olfense rates were stable followed by 2 deercase.
In general, Navajo, Pojoaque and Zuni increased over time. Mescalero and Laguna were
generally stable over time with a peak noted with Mescalero and a dip at Laguna. Nambe
increased initially and remained stable afler that.

Comparing Crivte Ratey on Tribal Lands with those i Albuguergue, the State of New Mevico,
and the United States

In this section, we compare Pan I Index Crimes and DWT for all of the tribes gs a unit and each
separately to Albuquerque, New Mexico and the United States. The results are presented below.

Comparison of Part I Index Crimes

We averaged all of the Pan One offenses for all of the reservations and compared this to Pant
One olfense rate in Albuquerque, New Mexice and the United States from 1996 through 2000."
As can be seen in the graph below, the average rate of Pan One Index crimes is lower each year
among the reservations as compared to Albuguerque, New Mexico and the United States.

" 2002 data was not available for New Mexico, thus, that year is excluded from this analysis
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The total Part [ Index Crime rate on individual rescrvations tends to be lower than, or similar to,
that in Albuquerque, Now Mexico or the United States. However, there ure some exceptions.
For example, Mescalero’s overall Part | Index Crime rate was significantly higher than that of
Albuquerque’s, New Mexico’s or the United States’ in 1998 and higher than New Mexico’s and
the United States’ in 1997, Navajo's overall Part [ Index Crime rate was consistently higher than
that of the United States, but lower than Albuquerque or New Mexico. When looking at specific
Parl | Crime Index oilenses, the difference in crime rates vary compared to the metro area, the
State and the nation. The following section describes our findings in morc detail.

Acoma

Acoma cnimes rates compared to Albuguerque crime rates
The Part [ Index Crime rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s for every year.

Agpravated Assault rates were the same as Albuquerque’s rates in 1996, 1997, and 1999, In
2000, the rate was signilicantly lower than Albuquerque’s rate. In 2002, the rate retuned to
Albuguergue’s rate.

The rate ef rape increased in 2002 compared to previous years, but was not signilicantly diflerent
than Albuquerque’s rate.

Burglary offense rates could only be compared in 1996 and 2002 due to the fow number of
offenses in the other years. The burglary rates were signilicantly lower in Acoma in cach of
these years.

Acoma ¢cnmes rates compared to New Mexico crime rates
Acoma’s Farl [ Index Crime rates were signilicantly lower than New Mcoxico's .
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Agpravated Assault rates were the same as New Mexico’s rates in 1996, 1997, and 1999, In
2000, the ratc was significantly lower than New Mexico's rate. In 2002, the rates returned to
New Mexico's rate. The burgiary rates were significantly lower in Acoma in the two years for
which we were able to compare.

Aconia crimes rates compared to United States cnme rates
Pari 1 Index Crimes were significantly lower than the cnme rate in the US|

Aggravated assault rates were significantly higher than the US rates in 1996, In 1997, the rate
was naot different from the US rate. In 1999, the rate was significantly higher than the US rate. In
2000 and 2002, the rate was not different from the US rates.

The rale of rapes in 2002 was significantly higher in Acoma than in the United States.

The burglary rates were lower than the US rate in 1996 and 2000 and not different from the US
rate in 2002,

Isleta

Isleta crime rates compared to Albuguerque
Pant | Index Crime rales are significantly lower thun Albuguergue’s rates every year.

Aguravated Assault rates were significantly lower than Albuguerque’s rates in 2000. In, 2002 the
rate was not signiflicantly dilTerent than Albuquerque’s rate. These rates could not be compared
in 1599 because Isleta had fewer than five aggravated assaults,

The Burglary rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates in 1999, 2000, and 2002,

Isleta cnme rates compared to New Mexico
Part | Index Crime rates are significantly lower than New Mexico’s rates every vear.

Aggravated Assault rates were significantly lower than New Mexico's rates in 2000. In, 2002 the
rate was not signihicantly different than New Mexico’s rale.

The Burglary rates were significantly lower than New Mexico's rates every year.

Islera erime rates compared to the United States
Pan I Index Crime rates were significantly lower than the US rates.

Aygpravated assault rates were not different from the US rates 1in 2000 and 2002
The burglary rate was significantly lower than the US rate in 1999, In 2004, the burglary rate

was nol different Fom the US rate, In 2002, the burglary rate was significantly lower than the US
rate.
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Jicarilla

Jicanilla crime rates compared to Albuguergue
Part I Crime rates were significantly lower than Albuquergue’s rates every yeur.

Homicide rates were significantly higher in Jicanlla in 1998 as compare 10 Albuguenque.

The Aggravaled Assaull rate for 1996 was significantly highcr than the Albuguerque rate. In
1597 the rate dropped to significantly lower than the Albuguerque rate and rernained at the lower
rate for 1998 and 2002.

The rate of rapes committed in Jicanlla was not significantly differcnt than that committed in
Albuquerque n 1997 and 1998,

Fewer than {ive burglaries were recorded cach repoming year, therefore we are unable to
compare rates for this offense.

Jicarilla erime rules compared to New Mexico
Parl I Index Cnime rates were signilicantly lower than New Mexico's rate in 1996, 1997, 1998
and 2002.

Homicide rates in 1998 were sigmificantly higher in Jicarillz as compared 10 Albuguergue.

Agpravated Assault rates were sipnificantly lower than New Mexico’s in 1996 and 1997, In 1998
and 2002, the rates wore the same as New Mexico's.

Rape rates in 1997 and 1998 were the same as New Mexico’s rates.

Jicarilla erime rates compared to New Mexico
Par 1 Index Crnimes rates were lower than the US rates for 1996, 1997, 1998, and 2002,

Apgravated Assault rates were signilicantly higher than US rates in 1996, In 1997, 1995, and
2002, the rate was not different from the US rate.

Rape rates were not different fron: the US rates in 1997 and 1998,
Homicide rate in 1998 was signilicantly higher than the US rate.
Lapuns

Laguna crnime vates compared to Albuquerqug
Part I Crime rates were significantly lower than Albuguerque’s rates.

Aggravated Assault rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates in 1997, 1998, and
1999, The rate was significantly higher than Albuguerque’s rate in 2000.
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Burglary rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates.

Laguna crimie rates compared to New Mexico
Part I Crime rates were significantly lower than New Mexico’s rates.

Ageravated Assault rates were significantly lower than New Mexico’s rates in 1997, 1998, and
1999. The rate was significantly higher than New Mcxico’s ratc in 2000.

Burglary rates were significantly lower than New Mexico’s tate in 1997, 1998, 1999 and 2000.

Laguna ¢rime rales compared to the United States
Part | Come rates were signilicantly lower than the US rates.

Aggravated Assault rates were significantly lower than the US rate in 1697, In 1998, 1959 and
2000, the rate was sigmficantly lower than the LS rate.

Burglary rates were significantly lower than the US rate in 1997, In 1998 and 1999, the rate was
not different from the US rate. In 2000, the rate was signiflicantly lower than the US rate.

Mescalero

Mescalero come rates compared to Albuguergee

Part ] Index Crime rate was not significantly different from Albuquerque’s rate in 1997, In 1998,
the rate was higher than Albugquerque’s rate. In 1999 and 2000, the rales were significantly lower
than Albuquerque’s rates.

The Aggravated Assault rates were significantly higher than Albuquergue’s rate in 1997, 1998,
and 1999. In 2000, the rate was significantly lower than Albuguerque’s rate.

The burglary rate was signilicantly higher than Albugquerque’s rate in 1997 and 1998. In 1999,
the rate was significantly lower than Albuguerque’s rate. In 2000, the rate was, again,
significantly higher than Albuguerque’s rate.

Mescalero crinmie rates compared to New Mexice
Part [ index Crime rates were significantly higher than New Mexico's rates in 1997 and 1998, In
1999 and 2000, the rates were signilicantly lower than New Mexico’s rates.

Aggravated Assaults rates were significantly higher than New Mexico's rates i 1997, 1995, and
1999, In 2000, the rate was significantly lower than New Mexico’s rate.

Burglary rates were significantly higher than New Mcxice’s rate in 1997, 1998, In 1998, the rate

was significantly lower than New Mexico’s rate. In 2000, the rate was significantly higher than
New Mexico's rate.
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Mescalero cnime rates compared to the United States
Part I Crime rates were significantly higher than the US rates in 1997 and 1998. In 1999, the rate
was significantly lower than the US rate. In 2000, the rates were not significantly dilferent.

Aggravated Assaull rates were significantly higher than the US rates in 1997 and 1998, In 1999,
the rate was signihcantly lower than the US rate. In 2000, the rales were not significantly
different.

Burglary rates were significantly higher than the US rates in 1997 and 1998. In 1999, the rate
was significantly lower than the US rate. In 2000, the rates were signilicantly higher than the US
rate.

Mambe

Nambe cime rates compared to Albuguerque
Part I Crime rales were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates.

There were fewer than ive agpravated assanlts each year, thus no compansons were made,
Burglary was significantly lowcr in Nambe than in Albuquerque.

Nambe ¢cnme rates compared to New Mexico
Part | Crime rates were significantly lower than New Mexico's rates.

Burglary rates were signilicently lower than New Mexico’s rates in 1996 and 1997

Nambe erime rates compared to the United Statcs
Part I Cime rates were significantly lower than the Umited States” rates in 1996, 1997, and 2000.

The Burglary rate was significantly lower than the United States’ rate.
Navajo

Navajo crime rates compared to Albuguergue
Overall, Part 1 Index Crime rales for the Navajo tnbe were lower than Albuguerque.

Over the years sampled, Navajo homicides rates were not significantly difTerent from
Albaquerque’s.

Rape rates for the Navajo were lower than Albuguerque’s in 2000, but in 1998 and 1999 there
was no signilicant difference between the rates.

Burglary and robbery rates were lower for the Navajo for all three years.

Aggravaled assault rates were sigmiicantly higher for the Navajo for all three years.
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Navajo crime rales compared to New Mexico

The comparison Rere 1s similar to that between the Navajo tribe and the city of Albuquerque.
Navajo’s Part [ Index Crime rates were significanily lower than those of the state of New Mexico
for 1998, 1999, and 2000.

Homicide rates were not significantly different for any of the years.

While rape was lower for the Wavajo in 1999 and 2000, in 1998 the rate was not significantly
different.

Burglary and robbery rates were lower for the Navajo tribe than the state in all three years.

Apgeravated assault is the one criminal category for which the rate is consistently higher for the
Mavajo tribe than for the statc—again in each of the three years sampled,

Navajo erime tates compared to the United States
The Part I Index Crime rate for the Navajo tnbe was significantiy higher than the United States
in 1998, 1999, and 2000,

There was some variation across the three years for homcide rates. While there was no
significant dilference in 1999, in 1998 and 2000 the Navayjo homicide rate was higher than the
United States’ rate.

The ratc of rape in 1998 in the US was lower, but in 1999 and 2000, therc was no significant
difference as compared to the Navajo rates.

Navajo robbery rates were lower than the United States in alj three years; however, burglary and
aggravated assault rates were higher in all three years.

Picuris

Picuris erime rates compared 10 Albuguergue
Pari [ Index Cnime rates were significantly lower than Albuguerque’s rates.

The Aggravated Assault rate was not significantly differcnt from Albuquergue’s rate in 1998,
There were (oo few agpravated assaults in the olber years to make any comparisons.

Burglary rates were significantly lower than Albugquerque’s rates in 1998 and 1999.
Picuris cnime ratcs compared to New Mexico

Part I Index Crime rates were significantly lower than New Mexico's rates in 1996, 1998, 1999,
and 2000,

The Ageravated Assault rate was not significantly different from New Mexico’s rate in 1998,
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Burglary rates were significantly tower than New Mexico's rates in 1998 and 1999,

Picuris crime rates compared to the United States
Par 1 Index Crime rates were significantly lower than the US’s rates in 1996, 1598, 1999, and
2000.

The Aggravated Assault rate was significantly higher than the US’s rate in 1998,

Burglary rates were significantly lower than the US’s rates in 1998 and 1999,

Pojoaque

Pojoaque erime rates compared te Albuguergue
Part [ Index Crime rates were significantly lower then Albuguerque’s rates.

The Aggravated Assault rate was sigrmificantly lower than Albuquerque’s rate in 1996. In 1997,
the aggravated assault rate was sigmficantly higher than Aibuquerque’s rate. In 1999, there was
not a significant difference in the rates. Fewer than five aggravated assaults were reported in
2000, therefore, no compansons were made for that year.

The Burglary rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates 1o 1997, 1999, and 2000,
Pojoaque crime rales compared to New Mexico

Part [ Index Cnime rates were signilicantly lower than New Mcexico’s rates in 1996, 1997, 1999,
and 2000,

The Aggravated Assault rate was not significantly different from New Mexico's rate in 1996, In
1997, the rate was significantly higher. In 1999, the ratc was not a significant difference.

The Burglary rate was significantly lower than the New Mexico's in 1996, 1997, and 1999, In
2000 there was not a sigmiicantly different.

Pojoaguc erime rates compared to the Uniled States
Part | Index Cnme rates were significantly lower than the United States’ rates in 1996, 1997,
1999, and 2000.

The Aggravated Assault rate was not signilicantly different from the United States’ rate in 1996.
In 1397, the rate was sigmficantly higher. In 1999, the rate was not significantly different.

The Burglary rate was significantly lower than the US rate in 1997, In 1999 and 2000 the
burglary rate was not significantly different.
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San Juan

San Juan erime rates compared to Albuguerque
Part I Index Cnme rates were significantly lower than the Albugquerque’s rates in 1997, 2000,
and 2002,

Apgravated Assault rates were significantly lower than the Albuquerque’s rates in 2000 and
2002. There were not enough oifenses 1o compare in 1999,

Burglary rates were significantly lower than the Albuquerque’s rates n 1997, 2000, and 2002,
San Juan erime rates compared 1o New Mexico

Part I Index Crime rates were significantly lower than New Mexico's rates in 1997, 2000, and
2002.

Aggravated Assault rates were sigmificantly lower than New Mexice's rates in 2000 and 2002.
Burglary rates were sigmificantly lower than New Mexico's rates in 1997, 2000, and 2002.
San Juan crime rates compared to the United States

Part I Index Crime rates were significantly lower than the United States’ rates in 1997, 20040, and
2002,

The Agpravated Assault rate was not signilicantly different than the US rate in 2000. The
Aggravated Assauit rate was signilicantly lower than the LS rate in 2002,

Burglary rales were significantly lower than the United States™ rates in 1997, 2000, and 2002.

Sandia
Cnly one year of data, 1999, was available to compare.

Sandia cnme rates compared to Albuguerque
The Part I Index Crime rate was signiicantly lower than Albuguerque’s rate in 1999,

Burglary was significantly lower in Sandia.
There were not enough aggravated assaults to compare for this year.

Sandia crime rates compared to hew Mexice
The Part | Index Crimne rate was significantly lower than New Mexice’s rate in 1999,

The Burglary rate was sigmificantly lower than New Mexico’s ratc in 1999,
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Sandia crime rates comparcd to the United States
The Pari | Index Crime rate was signihicantly lower than the US’s rate in 1999,

Burglary was significantly lower in Sandia as compared to the US.
Santa Ana

Santa Ana come rates compared to Albuguergue
Pant I Index Cnmes were sigmficantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates for 1998, 1999, and 2000.

There were too few aggravated assaults and burglaries to compare for these years. Larceny and
motor vehicie thell are the predominant Parl I erimes commilled in Santa Ana.

Santa Ana ¢enme rates compared to New Mexico
Pant [ Index Cnimes were not significantly dilferent from Now Mexico™s rates for 1998, 1999,
and 2040,

Santa Ana ¢nme rates compared to the United States
Pan [ Index Cnmes were not significantly different from the 1S rates for 1998, 1999, and 2000,

Santa Clara

santa Clara cnme rates compared to Albuguerque

Part [ Index Crime rates were signilicantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates in [996, 1997, 1698,
and 2000. Therc were too few aggravated assaults and burglaries to ¢compare here. The
predominant Part T Index Crime in Santa Clara for these years is larceny.

Santa Clara crime rates comparcd to Now Mcxico
Parl [ Index Crime rates were signilicantly lower than New Mexico’s rates in 1996, 1697, 1998,
and 2000.

Santa Clara crime rates compared to the United States
Part | Index Crime rates were signihicantly lower than the US rates in 1696, 1697, 1998, and
2000,

Taos

Taos cime rates compared to Albuguerque
Part [ Index Cnime rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates.

Aggravated Assault rates were significantly lower than Albuguerque’s rates in 1999 and 2000,
There were too few offenses reponied in the other years to be able to comparc.

Burglary rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates in 1997, 1998, and 2000.
There were too few burglanes in 1999 for comparison.
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Taos cnime rates conppared to New Mexico
Part [ Index Come rates were signilicantly lower than New Mexico’s rates in 1997, 1998, 1969,
and 204,

Aggravated Assauit rates were significantly lower than New Mexico's rates in 1999 and 2000,
Burglary rates were significantly lower than New Mexico’s rates in 1997, 1998, and 2000.
Taos crime rates compared to the United States

Parl [ Index Crime rates were significantly lower than the United States’ rates in 1997, 1998,
1999, and 2000,

Aggravated Assault rates were signiflicantly lower than the United States’ rates in 1999 and
2000.

Burglary rates were significantly lower than the United States’ rates in 1997, 1998, and 2000.

Tesugque

Tesuque cnime rates compared to Albuquergue
Part [ Index Crime rates were significantly lower than Albuguerque’s rates in 1998, 1699, 2000,
and 2002.

The Ageravaled Assault rate was not significantly different from: Albuquergue’s rate in 1998, the
only year for which we could make comparisons.

The Burglary rate was not sigmificantly different from Albuguerque’s tate in 2000,
Tesuque crime rates compared to New Mexico

Part | Index Crime rates were significantly lower than New Mexico's rates in 1997, 1998, 1999,
2000, and 2002,

The Agpravated Assault rate was not significantly different from New Mexico’s rate in 1998,
The Burglary rate was not significantly different fromi New Mexico’s rate in 2000,
Tesuque crime rates compared to the United States

Part | Index Crime rates were significantly lower than the Umted States” rates in 1997, 1998,
1999 and 2002, In 2000, the rate was not significantly different from the United Stales rate.

The Aggravated Assault rate was not significantly different fromy New Mexico’s rate in 1998,

The Burglary rate was not significantly dilferent from New Mexico's rate in 2000.
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Zuni

Zuni crime rates comparad 1o Albuquerque
Fart I Index Crime rates were significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rates.

Ageravated Assault rates were significantly lower than Albuquerquc’s rates for cvery year
except 2002, when the rate was not significantly different from Albugquergue.

Burglary rates were signihicantly lower than Albuguerque’s rales.

We also compared robbery rate 1n 1996; it was significantly lower than Albuquerque’s rate.

Zuni crime rates compared to dew Mexico
Part | Crime rates were lower than New Mexico's rates every year.

Ageravated Assault rates were significantly lower than New Mexico’s rates in 1996, 1997, 1998,
and 1999, In 2000 and 2002, the aggravated assault rates were not significantly different from

New Mexico's rates.

Burglary rates were significantly lower than New Mexico’s rates every year,

The robbery rate was not significantly different from New Mexico’s rate in 1996.

Zuni cnme rates compared to the United States
Part | Index Crime rates were significantly lower than the United States rates.

The Ageravated Assault rate was not significantly different from United States’ rate in 1996. In
1997, the rate was significantly lower than the United States” rate. In 1998, 1999, and 2000, the
rales were not signilicantly difTerent from the United States’ rate. Lo 2002, the rate was
significantly higher than the United States’ rate.

The Burglary rates were signilicantly lower than the United States’ rates in 1598, 1999, and
2000,

The Robbery rate was not sigmficantly different from the United States’ rate in 1996.

Comparison of DWI offenses to U.S., New Mexico and Albuguergue

In this section, we compare DWI offenses reported on the reservations with DWI arres! rates in
the United States, New Mexico and Albuguerque. We chose to compare only DW] olilenses
rather than all alcohol related offenses because the data available for companson includes arveses
rather than all reporicd offenses. Thus, we determined that it would be more accurate to compare
DW1 oflenses since these are most likely to include an arrest, whereas the other alcohol oflenses
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may or may not include an arrest. Additionally, arrest data for all aleohol offenses was only
available for New Mexico and the Uniled States, not for Albuguerque.

We found when compared to Albuquergue, New Mexico and the Uniled States, the ratc of
olfending on some reservations was sighificantly higher, some were the same and seme were
significantly lower, Rather than present the data according to each reservation, we chose to
group the data by year for ease of comparison. Those results are prescnted below.

1996

Scven rescrvations had 1996 DWI1 offense data. Comipared to the United States, New Mexico
and Albuquerque’s DWI rates, both Acoma and Jlicarilla’s rates were significantly higher. There
was no signilicant difference in DWI offending in Zuni or Nambe as compared to NM or
Albuquerque; however, both were significantly higher than the United States’ rate. Pojoaque
and Santa Clara’s rates were similar to that of the United States; Picuns was significantly lower.
Both New Mcxico and Albuguerque’s DWI1 offense rates were significantly higher than that of
Pojoaque, Santa Clara or Piguris.

1997

Nine reservations had DWI data in 1997, Santa Ana, Laguna, Tesugque Acoma, Mescalero,
Narnbe and Zuni all had significantly higher DW1 offense rates in 1997 as compared to both
Albuquerque, New Mexico and the United States. San Juan's DWI rate was not significantly
different than either Albuguerque or New Mexico, but was signilicantly higher than the United
States. Pojoaque, Taos and Santa Clara were all significantly lower than Albuguergue and New
Mexico’s DWI rate.

1998

We were able to compare DWI offense rates with nine reservations. Santa Ana, Mescalero,
Laguna, Navajo, Tesuque and Zuni were all significantly higher than Albuguerque, New Mexico
and the Umted States. The DWI rates were significantly lower as compared to both Albuguerque
and New Mexico in Tacs, Santa Clara and Picuris. T20$ rales were comparable to that of the
United States, but Santa Clara and Picuris DW | rates were sigmficantly lower.

1999

DW]I offense rates were available for thirleen of the reservations in 1999, The following had
significantly higher DW] offense rates in 199%9: Santa Ana, [sleta, Navajo, Laguna, Tesuque,
Acoma, Zuni and Mescalero. Pojoaque offense rutes were not significantly different than
Albuquerque’s or New Mexico’s, but was higher than the United States. Sandia, Taos, Santa
Clara and Picuns al! had significantly lower DWI offense rates than Albuquerque or New
Mexico.
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2000

Fouricen reservations had D'W! data we could compare. Navajo, Santa Ana, Isleta, Laguna,
Tesquque, Zuni, Acoma, Pojoagque and Mescalero all had ligher DW]1 rates than Albuquerque,
New Mexico or the Umied States. Wambe's DW] offense rate was not significantly different, but
was higher than the U.S. rate. San Juan, Taos, Santa Clara and Picuns all had lower rates of
DWWl offending.

2002

Six reservations had DWI data for 2002, All were significantly higher than the U S, ratc.
Albuquerque and New Mexico’s rates were significant]y lower as compared to Jicarilla, Zuni,
Isleta and Acoma. Therc was no significant difference found with Tesuque and San Juan as
compared to New Mexico. Compared to Albuguerque, there was no significant difference found
with Tesuque, but San Juan was significantly lower than the city.

DWT averaged over all tribes over time

In addition to the analysis of DWI reporied by the individual tribes completed above, we
averaged the DWI rate among all of the reporting tnibes for gach year and compared that average
to Atbuquerque, New Mexico and the United States. This data is presented in the graph below.
When the rates are averaged for each year, reporied DWI on (ribal lunds is significantly greater
than Albuquerque, New Mexico or the United States. However, recall from the seclion above
that there is significant variation in the rate of DW{ offending among the reservations. For
example, in 1996, the rate varies from a low of 11.1 per 100,000 to 4782 per 100,000. These
averages over time are may be inflated by the influence of a limited number of tnbes that have a
significantly lgher rate of DWI offenses.

DWI rates averaged (or all rescrvations over time

2500

2000 L _e—All tribes
—a— Albugquergue

1500 a G
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Q s e

1986 1997 1998 1898 2000 2002

28



Summary

The DW] offense rates vary froni tribe to tribe. Some tribes experience consistently higher DW1
ratés over time as corapared to both Albuquergue and New Mexico for the years DWI offcnses
were reported. These tribes include Acoma, Isleta, Jicarilia, Laguna, Mescalero, Picuris, Navajo,
Santa Ana, and Taos. Pojoaque’s DWI oflense rates appear to be on the rise: in 1996 and 1997
their rate was significantly lower than that of the Statc or metropolitan area; in 1999 there was no
significant difference found between thesc entitics; in 2000, Pojoaque’s rate was significantly
higher than either. This is consistent with the within reservation trends noted previcusly. For
most years, the DWI rates were higher than Albuquerque or New Mexico in Nambe, Tesuque
and Zuni; for the remaining year, each were the same as the city and state. San Juan's DWI
oflensc rates were always lower than that of Albuquerque, and only one year was the same as
New Mexico’s; otherwise, it was lower. The rate of DWI offending was always lower in Picurs,
Santa Clara and Taos compared to New Mexico and Albuguerque.

When we averaged the DWT oflenses for the reporting tribes, the picture changed. Specifically,
it appears that DWI offending is significanily greatcr on the reservalions than off of the
reservations. However, this finding conceals the fact that many of the reservations have offense
rates that are similar to or substantially lower than any of the comparison groups. This suggests
that this particular offense should be examined at the tnbal level rather than treating the tribes as
a similar group.

Crime Type Prevalence and Distriburion

In this section we examine which types of crimes are most prevaient on tribal lands and where
those crime occur. As noted previously, data mining techniques indicale that there are four tribes
that stand out from the others in terms of their Part T Index Crime Rates. We first look at those
four tribes and compare their crime rales, We then look at the average oflense rates over time
and determine which tnbes have the highest offending in each catcpory. Finally, we look at all
of the tribes as a whole, and determine which crimes are most prevalent overall.

Comparing crime rates among reservations

As discussed in the methodology section, Navajo is one of the lour tribes that appears (o have the
highest offending ratcs. The Navajo reservation 1s substantially larger than the other reservations
in the state of New Mexico. In addition, the crime data in this report encompasses the entire
Navajo nation, not just the area that is in New Mexico. Thus, any comparisons must be
conducted with this in mind."* In addition to the MNavajo, Mescalery, Zumi, and Jicanlla also

** Effects of population density and social disorganization are likely very different amongst the Navajo. Navaje
being the largest tribe in the state, the raw numbers appear to dwarf those of the other eribes. Remember, we are
cornparing proportions (accounting for differences in raw mumbers and larger populacion sizes).
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appear 10 differ from the other Now Mexico tribes. Here, we will compare these four tribes on
both Part [ and Pan 1l offenses.

Mesculero to Jicarifia

We were only able to compare these two (ribes for two years—1997 and 1998. For the
categories which we could compare—total Part { offenses and aggravated assault—Mescalero’s
rate was lgher than Jicarilla’s. We were unablc to compare any Parl 1T offenses because
Jicanlla’s raw nuimbers were so low.

Mescalero te Navajo

We compared these two tribes over the years 1998, 1999, and 2000. There was some fluctuation
in the pattern of reported criminal oflense rates. The total Part [ Index Crime rates were
significantly higher in Mescalero in 1998, However, the rates were significantly lower in 1999
and 2000, Intcrestingly, Mescalero is higher in every olfense category for which we could make
comparisons in 1998,'” while the Navajo tribe was higher in 1999  except for aggravated assault
and violent crime (no difference between the two tribes in these two categories). In 2000 there is
a bt more vanation across offenses, with neither tribe being consistently higher or lower.

Mescalero to Zuni

We were able to compare these twa tribes over four years—1997 through 2000. The total Part [
crime rates were significantly higher cach year in Mescalero as compared to Zuni.

Among the Pan I crimes, we were able to compare aggravated assault rates each year and
burglary and larceny rales for years 1998 through 2000. Mescalero’s aggravated assault rate was
significantly higher than Zuni's during the first three years; in 2000, Zuni’s aggravated assault
rate surpassed Mescalero’s rate. This change reflects both an increase in Zuni’s aggravated
assault rate over timne, but alse 2 huge decrease in Mescalero’s ageravated assault rate as
compared to previous years. The burglary rates were higher 1n Mescalero in 1998 and 2000; in
1999 there was no sigmificant difference between Mescalero and Zuni. Larceny rates followed
the same pattern: they were higher 1n Mescalero as compared to Zuni in 1998 and 2000 and the
the rates were the same in 199%. The burglary and larceny rates were significantly lower in
Mescalero in 1999 as compared to the other years, accounting for this shiit.

Jicarifla to Navajo
There is only one year of data available to compare Jicarilla with Navajo——1998. Jicarilla’s total
Part [ Crime rate is higher than Navajo's ratc. In terms of individual offenses, the Jicanlla rate is

higher than Navajo’s rate for homicide, forcible rape, and ageravated assault.

Jicarifla to Zuni

% Appravated assault, burglary and vielent crime,
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We were able to compare Icanlla and Zum for the years 1996, 1997, 1998, and 2002. Total Part
I Crimes were significantly higher in Jicarilla as compared to Zuni in 1996 and 1997. There was
not a significant dilference in 1998; in 2002, Zuni’s Part | cnme rate was significantly higher
than licarilla’s. Aggravated assaults were significantly higher in Heanlla in 1996 and 1997,
There was no significant difference between the two tribes in terms of aggravated assault rate in
1998, A shift occurred in 2002- the aggravated assault rate was signilicantly higher in Zuni.

This was the only Part I offense for which we could make compansons over the four year period.

Navajo to Zuni

We were able to make comparisons between Navajo and Zuni in 1998, 1999 and 2000. The total
Part [ crime offense rate was significantly higher in Navayjo across all three years. We were able
to compare the following Part T offenses: aggravaled assault, burglary and larceny/thefi. The
rates for each of these offenses across all three years was significantly higher for the Navajo as
compared to Zuni.

Comparing average offenses across alf reservations

In this section, we compare the rate of each crime averaged aver time across all of the
rescrvations. There werg several reasons that we conducted this analysis. First, for many of the
tribes, there was a great deal of fluctuation in the enme rates from year to year. We wanted 10
determine whether the palierns found above would hold when these fluctuations were accounted
for by averaging the offenses over time. Second, the reporting years vaned, so direct
compansons were limited to comparable reporting years. Third, the analysis presented above
focuses only on Pant [ Index Cnimes, we wanted to include other cnimes as well. Finally, we
wantcd to be able to look at each of the reservations individually to see il any offending patlerns
could be discerned.

We discovered that when all of the offenses are averaped over time, some diflferent pattcrns
emerge. In terms of frequency, the tribes that appear most oflen wilh the highest rate of average
number of offenses include Mescalero {as seen above), Sunta Ana (nol seen above} and Jicanlla.
We also examined the data excluding total average offenses less than live. Mescalero and Santa
Ana were still overrepresented, but Navajo also emerged primarily because it was the only tnibe
that had more than live average offenses for homicide, rape and robbery.

Table I surmmarizes the reservations with the highest average crime rate reported in ¢ach
category. The second column indicates the highest average olfenses for every tribe, regardless of
the total number of average offenses over ime. The third colurmn shows the highest average
crime rate excluding those tnbes that had fewer than [ive average offenses for that particular
offense category.*

20 : ' .. . . -
Wlhere frequencies are less Lthan five, critme rates may be elevated, giving a potentially skewed picure ol actual
Crime.
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Table I, Companson of average crime rates amony reservations

Reservation Resarvation {without an
avorage of fewer than 5
Cffensa Category offenses)
Hamicitde Wicarilla MNavajo
Forcibla Rapa lABcoma MNavajo
Robbery [Santa Ana MNavajo
Aggravated Assaulls Mescalero Mescalera
Burglary Mescalero Mescalero
Larceny - Theft {except motor vehicle}  [Santa Ana Banta Ang
Motor Vehicle Theft [Santa Ana Santa Ana
Arson Picuris Picuris
Agsault (No Weapons) Mescalero hescalero
Forgery/Counterfaiting Santa Ana Sandia
Fraud Fojoague FPajoague
Embazrlameant Isleta Navajo
Stolen Property (buying, receiving, Mescalerg Mescalero
possessing)
WVandalism anta Ana santa Ana
Weapans {carrying, possessing, etc}  |Mescalero Mescalero
Prostitution Commercialized Vice BSandia None
Sex Offense Mamba Nambe
Drug Abuse Violations (sell, Santa Ana Santa Ana
rmanufaciure, possess)
Gambling Santa Ana None
Dwi Santa Ana Santa Ana
LiguorLaws Sanla Ana Santa Ana .
Drunkenness e Picarilla WMescalero
Disorderty Conduct " Mescalero Mescalero
ARPA Viclations Picuris MNone
Al Dher Cffenss Mescalero lMescalero
Suspicion MNambe Nambe
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age Zuni Zuni
Runaways - 18 Age Mescalero Mescalero

In addition to the comes listed in the table above, Mescalero had the highest average rate ol bath
Part I and Part II crimes. Santa Clara had the lowest average rate of Part T offenses, followed by

Taos and Sandia. Sandia had the lowest average rate of Parl 1l offenses, followed by Santa Clara
and San Juan.

The offense patterns found above for Mescalero was consistent with the previous analyses. That
is, the previous analyses suggested that crime on the Mescalero reservation is relatively high as
compared with other reservations and as compared to Albuquerque, New Mcxico and the United
States for certain offenses.

One result of this analysis was the emergence of Santa Ana as a tribal arca with higher average

cnme rates in many offense categories, One reason for this may be due to their small population.
This reservation is the smallest i1 tenns of population conmipared to the others; any offense
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committed here is amplilied because of their population size. For example, robbery 1s most
prevalent here as compared to the olher inbes, but once the number of olfenses is accounted for,
Navajo has the grealest number. Another possibility is that enforcement of these particular
crimes for which Santa Ana is high is especially diligent here. For example, Santa Ana tribal
police may catch and enforce DWI offenders more olten relative to other areas. However, this s
purely specutation. It should he reiterated as well that this analysis only focuses on ¢rime
committed on tribal lands, but not necessanly committed by the peaple wheo live there. Gaming
is a pant of the commerce in Sania Ana, and may explain some of the crime committed there.
specifically, 1t could be that people who do not live on the reservation come to Santa Ana and
comnlit crimes there. Santa Ana shares geographical proximities with the city of Albuguerque.
It’s possible that proximity 1o the state’s largest urban area may impact crime rates on the
reservalion. Some of these oflense categories for which Santa Ana is overreprescnted suggest
this may be the case. Far example, forgery and gambling offenses are high here.

Crime type prevalence for all reservations

The cnme rate for each crime type was averaged for cach year for all tribes. We found that
among Part One crimes, aggravated assault was most prevatent, followed by larceny. Robbery,
homicide and rape werc the least frequent. Among Part Two Crnimes, “all other offenses” was
most common followed by drunkenness, disorderly conduct and DWI. The least common
offense was prostilution. The table below summarizes our findings. The crimes are sorted from
least 10 most prevalent within Parl One and Part Two crimes.

Crime type prevalence for all tribes over time

Crime type Average rate per 100,000

Part One Crimes
Raobbery 1518 ,
Homicide 18.52 5
Forcible Rape 36.20
Arson 63.27 f
Motor Vehicle Thell 28604 -
Burglary 619.37 i

. Larcemy 855.04 ‘

P Apgravated Assault G01.9

- Part Two Crimes

© Prostitution 2.73

" ARPA_Violations 10.78

. Embezzlement 2364

. Fraud 48,71

: Gambling 63.45

- Forgery 82,38

. Sex_Dffenses 169.15

! Runaways 22338

* Stolen Property 238.03

" Curfew Law Violations 252.28

! Weapons 295.96

| Drug Abuse 671.63

| Suspicion 1506.51
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| Liquor_Law Viclations 1534.62
_ Vandalism 1534.62
Aszsault 1760.93
DW1 2664.45
Disorderty Conduct 3322.98
| Drunkenness ' 6622.06
All Other Offenses 19809.18

¥I1. Conciusicn and Questions for Further Research

Reperted cnime on tribal lands, in general, lends to be relatively low. While cerlain tribal areas
were found to have higher cnme rates for certain offenses as compared to both other ribal areas
and Albuquerque, New Mexico and the United States, this varies over time and occurs only for
specific offenses. The (inding that crime is relatively low is inconsistent with the literature
indicating that incarceration rates among Native Americans is high. There could be several
reasons for our findings indicating the fack of cnminal offenses on tribal lands. Onc reason
could be that potential oflenders leave the reservation and commit crimes in surrounding urban
areas. It might be that inbal lands simply present fewer opporiunities 1o offend (e.g. fewer cars
to steal, alechol is not available for sale, the presence of capable and familiar guardians).
Additionally, informal sacial controls on tribal lands may be stronger; small, homogeneous
communities tend to have stronger interdependency among menibers, resulting in stronger
informal social controls. Dewvianis or criminals in these communities may migrate to nearby
urban arcas—areas in which population heterogeneity and residential turnover contnbute to
weak informal social controls. Thus, Native Amcricans with the preatest tendency to offend may
leave iribal lands. Anocther potential explanatien again ties into the strength of informal social
controls on tribal land. 1t may be the case thal eriminal infractions are handled informally rather
than formally. That is, the criminal justice professionals may not be called in to handle cases
that would be handled formally on non-tribal lands. In this case, official data would certainly
reflect lower oflense and arrest rates. Similarly, where iribal police are understaffed or
underfunded, community members may be forced to rely on informal social control
miechanisms—again impacting ¢rime rates.

This research is preliminary and exploratory in nature. Future research might investigate specific
15sues or themnes impacting Now Mexico Native Amencans. Polential areas of interest might
mclude the following:

= How has Indian Gaming impacted New Mexico Native Amencan cnme rates?

e How did the closing of drive-up liquor windows impact New Mexico Native American
cnme rates {1n parlicular, DW! and liguor law violations)?

# How are women and children impacted by victimization on New Mexico tribal lands?
» Do tribes which skift New Mexico's urban areas appear to have higher rates of

offending?
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»  Are similar offenses being committed on different tribat lands?

» How do New Mexico tnbes campare to other tegional Southwestern tribes in terms of
crime ratcs? To tnbes from other regions of the United Siates?

+ Do reservations have diflerent weapons violation ratcs than Albuquerque, the state of
New Mexico, or the United States as a whole?

+ Are offenses committed on tribal lands conniitted primarily by the residents or by non-
residents? Do the offense patterns differ by residence status? Are MNative Americans
more likely to offend when the live off of the reservation?

* Do offending patterns vary by the poverty level of the reservation?

This shor list of issues may lead to other fruitful areas of inquiry. There most cerainly is a need
for greater research into the victimization and offending patterns of New Mexico Native
Amencans.
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Appendix A
MNumber of offenses for each reservation

Acoma population :
used = 2,802 1895 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
Part One f 2 kidnapping|

Homigide 0 o o 1 0
IFarcible Rape 0 3 a 1 &
Robbery 0 O 0 0 i
Aggravaled Assaulls 24 19 18 7 15
Burglary 15 2 o = 18
Larceny - Theft i
{exeept moter vahicle) 0 3 fa) ! =
Moteor Vehicle Thefl 21 0 1 ' 4
Arson a 0 1 o 13
Total of Part One ) !
Crimes 35 25 22 23 B
dasault (No !
Weapons) 22! 22 < B2 23 26
Fargery/Counterfeiting 01 O 0 0 12
Fraud g 0 b 0 2
Embezzlement 0 0 0 0 1
Stalen Praperty : !
(buying, receiving,
possessing) 15 3 3 12
[Wandalism 18 1 9 5 20
Weapons (carrying,
possessing. efc) Q p 1 1 3
Progiitution
Cammarcialized 'vice a ] 0 o] 2
Sex Offense 0 1 1 0: 6
Cirug Abuse Violations ! :
{sell, manufacture, : : .
'poSSess) 18 8. ' 10 8 17
Gambling 0 0 o 0 0
[ 134 59 65 [35] 57
Liquor Laws 27 g 15 32 75
‘Drunkenness 148 12 26 33 37
‘Discrderly Conduct 201 121 41 1939 233
IARPA Violations 0 0 - 0 0 2
Al Other Gifense _ 4 2 ! 105 o 844
‘Suspicion 1 g 0 0 ]
Curfew/Loitering - 18 |
Age 43 12 0 3] 3]
Runaways - 18 Age o 0, 0 o B
Total of Part Two ' '
Crimes 8531 251, 328 266 1.362
Tolal of All Crimes 668 276 | 350 388 1,428

39



gleta population
used » 3 166 1586 1997 1988 1995 2000 2001: 2002
Part One ’
Hemicide: 0 a L
Forcible Rape 0 3 1
Robbsery D 1 0
Agaravaled Assaults 4 7 18
Burglary 12 19 15
Larceny - Thefl
(except moter vehicle) 74 58 40
Motor Vehicle Thefl 15 14 1B
Arson 0 3 3
Total of Part One )
Crimes ~ 105 103 I a0
1

Assault (No
Weapons) = 65 112 M
Forgery/Counterfeiting’ 3 G 4
Fraud 4 p 2
Embezrziement 1 3] 1
Stolen Property
{Duying, receiving,

0358351N9) . & g -
Wandalizm ) . 17 38 35
WWeapons {carrying,
possessing, ete) 4 5 0
Prastifulicn
Commercialized 'vice . D 0 0
Sex Offernse 0 3 4
Drug Abuse Viclations :
{sell, manufacture,
pCSEess) 15 8 14
iSambling 0 0 0
DWW . 128 112 108
Ligusr Laws Ql 6 0
Drunkenness 1 1 1
Disorderly Conduct 45 53 48
ARPA Violations b o g
All Othar Offense 42 544 81
Suspicion 0 0 0
‘Curlew/Loitering - 18
Age 0 2 g
IRunaways - 18 Age ¥ ] 2
Total of Part Two : '
Crimes 337 1,063 354
[Total of All Crimes - 442 1,108] 484)
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icanlla popilation.

osiused = 2,785 1956 1557 1988 15989 2000 2001 2002
Part One

Hamicide o 3 5 Q

Forcible Rape 0 5 5 0

Robbery 0 0 { 0

Aggravated Assaults a7 8 14 14

Burglary 4 1 1 3

Larceny - Theft

{except motor vehicle) 7 3 i) 3

Mator Wehicle Theft 0 1 0 o

Arson 0 0 1 )

Tatal of Part One

Crimes 108 21 26 16

Assault (Mo

¥ eapons) 18 1 4 44

ForgeryiCounterfeiting 0 1 4] )

Fraud 14 0 4] 1

Embezzlement 1 o g g

Siolen Property

(buying, receiving,

possessing) 0 2 ¥ 1

Yandalism 0 5 3] 0

Weapons {carrying,

possessing, elc} Y 0 3 o

Prostiuticn

Commergialized 'vice a 0 0 1]

iSex Offense 0 & 2 0

Drug Abuse Violations

{=all, manufacture,

PUSSEES) 104 .o 3 g1

Gambling 0 o _ 0 _ 0

DWW 115 g g 127

Liquor Laws a2 0 g 166

Crunkenness 645 0 0 850

Digorderdy Conduct 144 4 4 241

ARFA Viclations 0 D g 0

All Olher Offense 401 0 1 736

Suspicion 0 0 4 o]

Curfew/pitering - 18

Ae o 0 ] 2

Runaways - 18 Age 0 i 0 g

Total of Part Two

Crimes 1.524 22 27 2,259

Total of All Crimes 1.632 43 53 2,275
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;:! Juna;; BI.AgLaguna Agnncf
e population used = 3,815
Part One

1986

1998

1999

2000

Homicide

Forcible Rape

Robbery

Aggravated Assaults

Burglary

oo o |t

O [ah | |G -

2o S [P | =

Larceny - Theft {except motor
wehicle)

~i

Mator Wehicle Theft

o

LArson

oo |-

™y

Total of Part One Crimes

28

WO | oo

o [ | [t

Assault (Mo Weapons)

ForgaryCounterfeiting

Fraud

Embezzlement

oo o

o = | D O

e

Stolen Property {buying, receiving,
possessing) L

=

o]

=

Wandalism

i

—

=

Weapons (carrying, possessing,
eic)

=

[l

a8 ]

Prostitution Commercialized 'vice

[

=

=

Sex Offense

L]

-
ka3

M
[ue)

Drug Abuse Viclations (sell,
manufaciure, possess)

Gambling

DV

Liguor Laws

Drinkenness

Disotdearly Canduct

ARPA Violations

All Other Ofense

Suspicion

Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age

Runaways - 18 Age

o ) e e L L e e e e [ e ]

ocoooma|lo|o (S |o (oo

Total of Part Two Crimes

—
=

[ R L = o v R o R L= L0 Lo = 1 e e

K

Lt
-

Total of All Crimes

28

3
L

.
—

-
-]
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W .1 . - 1
it

s gﬁp?%”siw?g | 19|  1907)  1geel 1988  2000]  2001] 2002
Part One

Homicide 0 1] d 1

Forcible Rape 2 1 * 4

Robbery 3 0 0 1

WAogravated Azsaulls 5 18 15 45

Burglary 19 40 25 16 _ _ ]

Larceny - Theft

{except motor vehicle) 0 4 18 26

Motor Vehicle Theft 12 4 18 3

Arsan 0 0 4 0

Tolal of Part One

Crimes 41 687 73 98

Assault (Mo

W eapons) 160 180 31 ]

ForgenyCounterfeiting 0 0 0 0

Fraud 0 0 0 4

Embezzlement i P 0 0

Stolen Property

(buying, receiving,

possessing) g B 3 0

'Wandalism aF 4 13 g

Weaptns {carrying,

possessing, etc) 10 60 2 0

{Prostitution

Comimercialized 'vice 0 0 0 0

Seyx Offense i) 20 2 1

Crug Abuse Vialalions|

(sell, manufacture,

poSEess) 16 43 8 32

Gambiling 0 ) 0 0

Oy | 146 157 101 131

Liguor Laws 170 457 33 48

Drunkenness 400 SO0 54 105

Disorderly Conduct 280 851 38 42

ARPA Violailons ) 0 0 2

4| Other Offense 150 0 i85 125

Suspicion & 0 0 0

Curfew/Loitering - 18

A 52 a0 1 0

Runaways - 18 Age 4 3 1 a

Total of Part Two

Crimas 1.448 2124 456 493

Taotal of All Crimeas 1,488 2,184 524 592
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l 1

1996 1897 1958 1495 2000 2001 2002
Hornicide 0 0 1 0
Forcible Rape 0 0 3 3
Pobbery 0 0 0 4]
IAggravated Assaulls 140 139 75 B
Burglary 1095 g2 10 84
Larceny - Theft
{except motor vehicle) 81 108 o 41
Molar Wehicle Theft 16 54 0 g
Arson 1] 0 g 4
Total of Part Cne
Crimes Az 383 84 147
Assalll {No
Weapons) 140 378 75 150
Forgery/Counterfeiting| 2 g o 3
Fraud 0 0 0 2
Embezziement 0 0 2 o
Stolen Praperty
(buying, receiving,
possessing] ar 12 10 3
[Vandalism a7 135 A5 140
Weapcns {carrying,
possessing, eto) 37 80 40 1
Prostitution
Commercialized ‘vice 0 0 0 ]
Sex Offense 2 4 3 11
Drug Abuse Viclations
{sell, manufacture,
pUSSess) 3] 18 12 5
Gambling 0 0 g o
DWW 66 144 51 54
Liquor Laws 1 4] 2 G
Drunkenness 484 1.808 305 559
Digordetly Condust 0 027 71 588
ARFA Viclations 0 0 0 0
All Olher Offense 852 1.011 4.731 879 .
Suspicion 2 24 0 11
Curfew/Lgitering - 18
e 20 23 13 39
Runaways - 18 Age 1 48 28 75
Total of Part Twao
Crimes 1,807 4,623 5,378 2,630
[Tatal of All Crimas 21448 5,015 5472 2.77F




e sed: =8 1996 1997 1598 15989 2000 2001 2002
Part One

Homicide 0 0 2

Forcible Rape 0 0 1

Robbery o 3] 1

Agaravaled Assaults 1 2 1

Burglary & 8 2

Larceny - Thedft

{except motor vehicle) 12 10 _ 11

Motor Vehicle Theft 3 2 4

Arson 0 0 1

Total of Part One

Crimes 22 22 23

Assault (No

Weapons) 12 28 34

Forgery/Counterfeiting: 1 i] 0

Fraud 1 0 0

Embezzlament 4] Q 3

Stolen Property

(buying, receiving,

possessing) 4 0 my

[Vandalism g i 3

Weapons [carrying,

possessing. eta) g 11 7

Frostitutian

Commercialized 'vice 0 0 g

Sex Offense 0 0 22

Brug Abuse Violalions

{sell, manufacture,

OS5855) 4 0 3]
Gambling 0 0 &
DWW 17 a5 23
Liguor Laws 7 £ 2
Drunkenness 18 25 47
Disorderly Conduct 8 12 40
ARPA Yiglations C 0 0
All Other Offenseg 73 178 192
Suspicion 7 ¥ 162
Curfew/| oitering - 18
Agge o a__ g
Runaways - 18 Age B 3 4
Total of Part Two
Crimes 174 309 547
Total of All Crimes 198 331 570
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1986 1997 1998 1909 2000 2001 2002

Homigide 24 15 20
Forcible Rape 249 T2 62
Rubbery 19 19 12
Aadravated Assaults 3,867 3,561 4,310
Burglary 1,733 1,813 1,458
Larceny - Theft
{{except motor vehicle) 2110 1,737 2,075
Matar Vehicle Theft 530 603 1,120
LArson 162 104 184
Total of Part One
Crimes 8,574 7924 8243
Assault {No
Weapons) 530 815 2525
[Forgery/Counterfeiting 28 10 22
Fraud a1 76 57
Embezzlement B 10 3
Slolen Property
(buying, receiving,
possessing) 415 472 B3V
Mandalism 4,886 4,383 £.301
Weapons {carrying,

OS5es5ing, ete) 703 578 839
Proshtutian
Commercialized "vice 7 4 1
Sex Offense 373 487 SE7
Drug Abuse Viglations
{sell, manufacture,
pussess) 6801 518 723
Gambling a 2 2
DWW | B,286 5570 7470
Litquor Laws 248 BE6 1.491
Drunkenrass 18 454 18,916 23,334
Disordedy Conduct 3,449 564 5346
ARPA Viglations ] 0 0
Al Other Offense 77299 85323 123,072
Sugpicion 2 801 2819 3,583
Curfew/Loilering - 18
LAge 152 323 318
Runaways - 18 Apge 399 145 1,346
Total of Parl Two
cnmes 116,908 1221649 176938
Total of All Crimes 126,572 130123 188,181
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sRlcuilspopulation:,
sl g w1 T80 - 1956 15497 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

FPart Dne

Homicide 4] g i] 0

Forcible Rape 0 0 0 Y

Robbery 0 Q 0 0

Aggravated Assaults 1 _ 18 o 3

[Burglary 4 & 8 3

Larceny - Theft

{except rgtor vehicla) 3 (3] 9 3

Motor Vehicle Thetfi Q 0 1 0

Arson b i) 2 0

ITatal of Part One

onmes 13 3B 27 9

Assault (Mo

Weapgns) 18 35 30 23

Forgery/Counterfeiting ¥ 0 Q0 0

Fraud 0 0 1] 1

Embezzlemant o O 0 0

Stolen Property

{buying, receiving,

possessing) 0 P 0 1

Wandalism 5] 7 13 7

Weanans {carrying,

possessing, ete) i 0 o 1

Prostitution

Commercialized 'vice 0 0 0 ]

Sex Ofense Q 1] o 0

Drug Abuse Violations

{zell, manufacture,

PoSEEss) 0} 2 5 5

Gambling 0] D 0 0

DWI p 11 10 ]

Ligquor Laws B 3 15 7

Drunkennass (=] 42 6% 34

Disorderly Conduct 51 47 18 10

ARPA Viclations 3 3 1 0

Al Other Ofense 3 0 108 59

Suspicion 0 ] 3 0

urfewiLoitering - 18

Age 3 0 3 1

Runaways - 18 Age Y] 0 3] 0

Total of Part Two

Crirnes 187 152 276 162

] ]
[Total of Al Crimes 200 1 90; 303 174
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[ESjoagus population

cpused =225 1006 1097 1995 1999 2000 200 2002
Part One .

Hamicide 4] 0 { Q

IFurcibIE Rape ] 1 0 o

Hobbery 0 2 J P

iAggravated Assaults 15 3% 17 3

Burglary 14 12 23 23

Larceny - Theft

fexcept motor vehicle} 47 36 10 18

Molor Vehicla Theft P 2 1 4

Argon i i} 0 Q0

Total of Part One

Crimes 81 84 &1 52

Asgault (No

V¥ gapons) 27 38 36 28

Forgery/Counterfeiting 3 4 0 1

Fraud 5 &4 G 5

Embezzlement 3 0 0 0

Stolen Property

{buying, receiving,

possessing) 0 4 45 17

Wandalism 37 L] 25 14

Weapons {carrying.

possessing, ete) 2 4 12 2

Prostitution

Commercialized 'vice 0 0 0

Sex Ofense 1 0 3

Cirug ARuge Yiolations

{s&ll, manufacture,

possess) 5 8 B 3

Gambling 0 ¥ 0 0

Dl 11 15 32 52

Liquar Laws B 3 15 9 ]

Drunkenness 5 35 g 8

Disorderly Congdugl 2 54 18 4

BAREPA Violations 1 0 ] ]

Al Olher Offense £0 T3 E7 852

Suspicion 0 25 21 &0

Curfew/Loitering - 18

Age ] 18 0 4] 0

Runaways - 18 Age 1 o B2

Total of Part Two

Crimes 182 308 304 1,061

Total of All Crimes 253 297 355 1,113
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g

i 4 1956 1597 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
Part One

Harmicide 0
Forcible Rape 1
Rabbary 0
iAggravated Assaults 1 :
Burglary 7 i
Larceny - Theft i
{except motor vehicla} 19 i
Motor Vehicia Theft 1
Arson 0
Total of Part One
Crimes 29
Assauit (Mo
WV eapons) 5
Forgery/Counterfeiting 7
Fraud ]
Embezzlernent 0
Stalen Praperty
{buying, receiving,

DS5e55ing) 0
WVandalism 4
Weapons (carrying,
possessing, efc) 0
Prostitution
Commercialized 'vice 1
Sex Offenge 3
Drug Abuss Violations
{sell, manufacture,

OSSE%E] 5
Gambling i)
DI 19
Liquor Laws o
Drunkenness !
Disorderly Conduct 3
BRPA Violations 0
Al Other Offense 26
Suspicion 0
Curfew/_ocitering - 18
Bge 1
Runaways - 18 Age 1
Total of Part Two
Crimes 74
Total of All Crimes 108
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%f% 6748 1995 1987 1498 109¢ 2000 2001 2002
Part One
Homicide 1 0 2
Forcible Rape 9 1 0
Fobbery 0 1 1
Agaravated Assaults 1 18 (3
Burglary 11 22 28
Larcany - Theft
[gxcept motor vehicle) 3 26 30
IMator Vehicle Theft 1 6 7
Arson 0 1 2
Tatal of Part One
Crimes 18 76 74
Assault (No ]
Weapons) _ 11 81 8s
Fargery/Counterfeiting 1 a 3
Fraugd £ 3 0
Embezzlgment 4 0 0
Stolen Property
{buying, receiving,
possessing) 0 D 1
Vandalism 7 29 51
Weapons (carrying,
possessing, etc) 0 D 1
Prastibation
Commergialized 'vice 0 1] 0
Sex Offenze U] 2 2
Drug Abuss Violations
(sell, manufacture,
NOSSess ) 2 0 B
Gambling 0 0 D
DI 71 47 60
Liquor Laws 3 7 é
Drunkenness 17 128 216
Disorderly Conduct 18] 56 g7
ARPA Violations 0 . 1 0
All Other Cffenze 43 170 240
Suspicion 0 3 1
CurfewfLaitering - 18 !
Age 5 / 1 0
Runaways - 18 Age 4 ] 0 0
Total of Part Two
Crimes 182 528 74
Total of All Crimes 200 604 823
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1956 1897 1898 1998 2000 2001 2002
Homigide v 0 0 0
Forcible Rape 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 { 1
Agaravaled Assaults Q 0 0 3
Burglary 2 4 0 4
Larceny - Thelt
{except motor vehicle) 3 l 26 14
Motor Yehicle Theft [ 18 0 2
Arsgn J] 0 0 1
Total of Part One
Crimes 2 25 26 25
Assault (No
Weapans) 8 12 23 20
FargeryfCounterfeiting 5 1 0 3
Fraud 0 4 o 1
Embezzlgmant 1 g 0 Q
Stolen Property
(buying, receiving,
possessing) 5 0 0 0
[Vandalism 8 10 33 17
Weapans {camying.
possessing, atc) 2 4 0 O
Prostiluticn
Commercialized 'vice 0 0 0 0
Sax Offense 2 2 1 1
Drug Abuse Viglations
(sell, manufacture,
POSSBSE] 3 b 27 22
Gambling 1 D 0 0
B 20 31 31 19
Liquor Laws 21 14 113 39
Drunkenness 3 B 0 1
Disorderly Conduct B B 43 40
ARFA Violations 0 B 0 0
All Other Offense o9 21 70 118
Suspicion 0 0 o . 3
Curfew/Luitering - 18
Age 0 o 0 0
Runaways - 18 Age 0 0 o 0
Total of Part Two
Crirmes 146 103 344 284
Total of All Crimes 148 128 367 308
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|

1996 1007 1998 1908 2000 2001 2002
Homicide 0 0 0 0
Forcible Rape 0 0 o 0
Robhery 0 o . 0 0
Aggravated Assaulls Q 1 2 4
Burglary 0 o 3 2
1Larceny - Theft
fexcept motor vehicle) 12 7 14 4
Motor Vehicla Theft 1 0 3 4]
Arson 0 O 2 o
Total of Part One
Crimes 13 a 24 10
AssaUlt (No
Weapons) 11 25 17 i2
Forgery/Counterfeiting 1 1 2 0
Fraud 2 ) 2 0
Embezzlgmnent ] a A 0
Stolen Property
{buying, receiving,
possessing) 1 3] 0 0
Wandalism 19 41 33 43
Weapans (carrying,
possessing, etc) 3 1 0 A
Prostitution
Commercialized 'vica 0 0 0 0
Sex Offense 2 1 0 2
Drug Abuse Vidlaliohs
(sell, mahufactura,
possess) B 1 16 1
Gambling 0 0 0 0
D 41 27 3 23
Liguor Laws 38 2 g 5
Drunkenness 28 27 20 17
iDisorderly Canduct 19 7 17 22 :
ARPA Violations i D 0 0 i
All Other Offense 181 105 150 55 !
Suspicion 0 110 0 118 [
Curfew/Loitering - 18 :
Age 14 0 9 o
Runaways - 18 Age 3 2 4 &
Tatal of Part Twa
Crimes N 350 319 209
Total of All Crimes 384 358 343 308
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1996 1947 1998 1959 2000 2001 2002
Hemicide 0 0 Q0 1
Forcible Rape 2 1 1 d
Robbery 1 & 0 0
Aggravated Assaults 4 3 12 G
Burglary 12 5 3 9
Larcany - Theft
(except molor vehicle) 12 10 B L
Maotor Vehicle Theft 0 3 1 0
ArS0n 1 4 1 1
Total of Part Cne
Crimes 3z 26 24 17
Assault {No
Weapons) 25 0 40 6
ForgeryfCounterfeiting 0 1 0 &
Fraud 1 ] 0 0
Embezzlgrnent 1 0 0 g
Stolen Property
{buying, receiving,
possessing) . G 1] 0 0
Wandalism g 10 1 10
Weaapons {carmying,
possessing, ete) 4 1 0 g
Prostitution
Commercialized vice . 1] 0 0
Sex OHense 3 2 0 i
Drug Abuse Violations
(zell, manufacture,
POSEEES) 2 g 0 0
Gambling 1 0 g 0
| 22 20 17 15
Liquor Laws 30 86 50 3
Crunkenness 8] B& 50 30
Chsorderly Conduel 40 13 10 5
ARPA Violations 0 0 0 0
Wl Other Offense 863 24 0 2,026
Suspicion ] 0 i ]
Cusfew/Loitering - 18
Age & 0 5 0
Runaways - 18 Age 0 0 5 0
Total of Part Two
Crimes 1.072 251 188 2,100
Total of All Crimes 1,104 277 212 217
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18946 1687 1958 1989 2000 2001 2002
Homicide o g "0 o 2
Forcible Rape 0 0 g g g
Robbery 0 1 0 0 1
Aggravated Assaults 2 B o 3 &
Burglary 1 2 0 11 28
Larceny - Theft
{except motor vehicla) 1 4 4 14 30
Molor Vehicle Theft i 5 2 4 7
LArSO 2 0 0 A 5
Total of Part One
Crimes 8 15, & 32 79
Asgault (No
Weapaons) 2 2 10 3 B8
ForgeryfCounterfeiling 1 2 4 1 5
Fraud 1] 0 g 0 0
Embezzlement 1 o 2 0 4
Slolen Property
{buving, receiving,

D55255iNg) 0 4 7 5 1
Wandalism 4 8 7 3 51
Weapons {carrying,

Dssessing, ete) 4 3 ] 1 1
Frostitution
Caommercialized vica 0 0 0 0 0
Sex Ofenge 0 0 0 4] 2
Drug Abuse Violations
{zell, manufaciure,
prssess) 0 5 7 5 5]
Gambling g ¢ 0 0 0
D] 18 25 20 27 &0
Liquar Laws . 0 Q y 0 &
Drunkenness 3 4 5 8 216
Disorderiy Conduct 2 3 6 & BY
ARPA Violations D a 3] o g
WAl Other Offensa 45 5 ) 4 244
Suspicion o 0 g 2 1
Curfew/loitering - 18
el 3 g 1 Y g
Ruhaways - 18 Age 2 7 4 1 0
Total of Part Two
Crimes a5 63 77 85 744
Total of Al Crimes a3 88 a3 87 823
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1996 1937 1588 1998 2000 2001 2002

Homigide 0 1 0 1 i 0
Forcible Rape 4 4 0 0 2 1
Robbery 13 2 1 0 0 0
Agoravated Assaults 26 g 24 20 33 51
[Burglary 10 2 26 20 15 1
Larceny - Theft
{except motor vehicle) 0 1 23 16 27 23
Motor Vehicle Treft 1 0 0 0 0 g
Arsan 4 0 1 1 3 0
Tolal of Part One
Crimas 55 18 75 58 &1 74
Aesault (Mo
Weapons) 103 15 148 112 159 217
Forgery/Counterfeiling 4 4 0 0 0 2
Fraud 4 0 0 2 _ D 8
Embezzlement 0 0 0 1 1 0
Stolen Property
{buying, receiving,
possessing) 24 L - o @ 0
Wandalism & 38 £9 43 i GB)
V¥eapons (carrying,

ogsessing, etgl 13 0 19 14 25 48
Prosfitution
Commercialized 'vice 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sex Offense 7 18 25 27 24 3
Drug Abuse Violations B
{sell, manufaciure,
possess) 87 52 154 188 162 160
Gambling ] o ] 0 0 v
Ll 93 145 227 154 216 3o
Liquor Laws 140 158 70 182 196 JE6
Drunkenness 285 359 531 481 g10 1,306
Dizorderly Conduct 100 114 116 25 163 505
ARFPA Violations 0 1 2 p 1 0
All Other Offense 203 0 2825 742 725 7i
Suspicion 0 0 0 o 0 0
CurfewfLaitering - 18
fatei) 56 B0 g7 g6 78 111
Runaways - 15 Age 0 0 0 L] 1 2
Total of Part Two
Crimes 1,120 1.025 4,356 2,089 2,428 3,860
Total of All Crimes 1,175 1,044 4471 2,147 2,508 3.934
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Appendix B
Offense Rates at each reservation

£ Acoma population Used =2,802. - 2002
Part One 1996 rates |1397 rates |1998 rales |1999 rates |2000 rates |2 kidnapping |
Homicide 0.00 0.00 0.0 35.64 0.00
Forcible Rape 0.00 0707 0.00 35.69 21413
Fobbery 0.00 000 0.00 0.00 0
\Aggravaled Assaults 856.53 B78.08 542.40 240.82 571.02
Burglary 321.20 7138 0.00 178.44 535.33
Larceny - Theft {except motor vehicle) 0.00 .00k 107.07 285.51 285.51
Meotor Vehicle Theft 71.38 35.69 0.00 3564 142 76
Arson 0.00 .00 3288 .00 235.33
Total of Part One Crimes 124911 B9z 22 785.15 820.84 2355.48
Assault (No Weapons) 785.15 785.15 1855.82 820,84 927 91
Forgary/Counterfeiting 0.00 .00 0.00 0.00 428.27
Fraud 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.38
Embezzlameni 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.69
Stolen Property (buying, receiving,
poOssessing) 53‘:‘».3.3E 71.38 107.07 107.07 428.27
Vandalism B42.40 3568 321.20 178.44 713,78
Weapons (carrying, possessing, etc) 0.0 71.38 35.60 35.69 107.07
Prostitution Commergialized 'vice 0.04 0.00 2.00 0.00 71.38
Sex Offense 0.00 3569 35.69 0.00 21413
Crug Abuse Viglations {sell,
manufacture, possess) Gd.2 40 285.51 356.89 285.51 308,71
Gambling Q.00 .00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DI 478230 210564 2318.77| 1988.57 203426
Liquor Laws 063,60 321.20 535.33 114204 2712.35
Crunkenness S281.94 42827 827.81 1177.73 132048
Disorderly Conduct 17345 431834 1463.24) T102.07 831544
ARPA Violalions 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.38
Al Other Offense 14275 71.38 3747.32 0,00 30121.34
Suspicion 35.69 .00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age L 1534.62 42827 0.00 21413 214.13
Ruhaways - 18 Age 0.0G 0.00 0.00 0.00 21413
Total of Part Two Crimes 22519.63] 8857.88 11705.92| 13062, 10 A8608.14
.00
Total of All Crimes 237668.74 B830.11 12491.08| 13882 84 500653, 60

5
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Eiigieta:populition used = 3,166,
Part Onhe 1956 rates (1997 rates (1598 rates (1959 rates [2000 rafes 2002 rates|
Homicide 0.00 {4.00 .00
Forcible Rape 0.00 84.76 31.58
Robbery . 0.00 .58 .00
Aggravated Assaults 126.34) 22110  505.37
Burglary 379.03 60013 47378
Larceny - Theft {except motor vehicla) 2337.33] 183186 1263.42
Motar Wehicle Theft 505.37 44220 568.54
ATson 0.00 94.76 1.00
Total of Part Cne Crimes 334807 331649 284270
(.00
Assault (No Weapons) 2053.06] 353759 287429
Forgery/Counterfeiing | | | 94.76|  189.51] 126.34
Fraud 126.34 G3.17 83.17
Embezzlement J 31.59 189.91 31.59
Stolan Propesty (buying, receiving, :
0ssessing) 126.34 Q.00 8476
Vandalism R . 538.96] 1200.25 1105.50
Weapons (carrving, possessing, etc) 126.94 157.93 0.00
Prostitution Commercialized 'vice Q.00 .00 0.00
Sex Offense 0.00 9476 126.34
Drug Abuse Violations {sell,
manufacture, possess) 473.78 252.68) 44220
Gambling £.00 .00 0.00
LA 4042 96 353758 3411.24
Ligqugr Laws 0.00 188.91 0.00
Dronkenness 31.59 31.59 31.58
Disorderly Conduct 1452.94]  1674.04| 1516.11
ARPA Violstions 0.00 .00 0.00
All Cther Offense 1326.60) 2034113 2558.43
Suspicion 0.00 0.00 0.00
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age (.00 63.17 0.00
Runaways - 18 Age 22110 157 93 £3.17
Total of Part Two Crimes 10644.35| 31680.35 12444.73
0.00
Total of All Crimes 13092.42| 34996.84| 15287 43
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[RUSSFIE Boplilation used < 2785
Part One 1998 rates [1997 rates 19598 rates 1999 rates 2000 rates[2002 rates
Homicide 0.00 108,88 181.49 0.0
Forcible Rape 0.00 181 .45 181.49 0.00,
Robbery 0.00 0.0 0.00 .00
Aggravated Assaulls 3520.87 280.38 S08.17 362,08
Burglary 145.19 36.30 36.30 108.89
Larceny - Theft {except motor
vehicle) 254 .08 108.29 0.00 108.89
Mator Vehicle Theft 0.00 36.30 0.00 0.00
Wrs0n 0.00 0.00 36,30 0.00
Total of Part One Crimes 392015 762.25 G943.74 580.76
0.00
Assault (Mo Weapons) 853,36 J6.30 143.1% 1557, 10
FergeryfCounterfeiting 0.00 3630 0.00 0.00
Fraud 50817 0.00 0.00 36.30
Embezzlement 36.30 0.00 0.00; 0.00
Stolen Property (buying, receiving,
possessing) 0.00 7260 {.00 36.30
Vandalism 0.00 217.78 217,749 0.00
Weapons {carrying, possessing. ete) 0.00 (.00 108.88 0.00
Prostilution Commercialized 'vice 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sex Offense 0.00] 217.79 72,60 0.00
Crug Abuse Viclations (sell,
manufaclure, possess) a774 .95 0.00 108.89 3303.05,
Gambling 0.00 0.00 0.00 000
OWYL 4174 23 0.00 0.00 46088t
Liguor Laws 2976.41 0.00 0.00 6025.41
Drunkenness 23411.98 0.00 0.00 30852.09
Disorderly Conduct 5225.88 145.19 145,18 874773
ARFA Viclations 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.00
All Other Offense 14555.35 0.00 36.30 2671508
Suspicion Q.00 0.00 145.19 0.00
Curfew/l oitering - 18 Age 0,00 0.00 0.00 72 60
Runaways - 18 Age 0.00 7260 0.00 0.00
Totat of Part Two Crimes 05317 .80 Fa8.55 850.04 81896 37
0.00
Total of All Crimes 08923775 158080 1823.77 82577 13
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1996 rates

19597 rates [1998 rates 1999 rates 2000 rates 2002 rates

Homicide 0.00 Q.06 0.00 26.21
Forcible Rape 5242 268.21 26.21 104 .85
Robbery 78.64 Q.00 0.00 26.21
Wapravated Assaulis 131.06 471.82 359318 125819
Eurglary 498,03 1048.49 B85, 419.40
Larceny - The®t {(except mator vehicle) 0.00 104 .85 471.82 681.52
{Motor Vehicle Theft 314.55 104.85 26212 78.64
Arsan 0.00 (.00 104 .85 0.00
1 otal of Fart One Crimes 1074.71 1756.23 1813.20 2585.02
Assault (No Weapons}) 419397 471822 = B12.58 0.00
FargeryfCounterfeiting 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
[Fraud 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Embezzlement 52.42 52.42 0.00 0.00
Stolen Property (buying, receiving,

possessing) 235.81 209,70 78.64 0.00
Vandalism D69.86 104.85 340.76 209.70
Weapons (cammying, possessing. etc) 26212 1572.74 52.42 0.00
Prostilution Commercialized 'vice .00 0.00 .00 0.00
Sex Offense 157.27 024,25 22.42 26.21
Drug Abuse Violations (sell, manufacturs,

possess) 415,40 12684 .40 208.70 838.79
Gambling Q.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
(| 3827 .00 4115.33 2647 44 F433.81
Liguor Laws 4455.08 11879.03 B865.01 1254.40
Drunkenness 10484.93 7863.70 1677 .59 2752.29
Disorderly Conduct 7338.45| 27306.58 996.07 110092
ARPA Viglalions .00 0.00 0.00 0.00
All Other Offense 3931.85 0.000  4167.76)  AZTH.54
Suspicion 157.27 0.00 0.00 0,00
Curfew/Loitaring - 18 Age 1363.04 786.37 26.21 0.00
Runawsays - 18 Age 104,85 157.27 26.21 0.00
Total of Part Two Crimes J7ab5 44| 5HET4 97| 11952.82 1282267
Total of All Crimes 3903014 EF431.18] 13866.32) 15517.69
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i=.3,8185,

HLa g.ma Agun 'pupulatln :

1996 rates

Part One 1697 rates 1998 rates 1994 rales 2000 rates

Homicide 26.21 26.21 2621 25.21
Forcible Rape 340.76 157.27 78.64 52.42
Raobbery 26.21 0.00 000 0.00
Aggravated Assaults 288.34 167 .27 131.06 208.70
Burglary 26.21 Q.00 0.00 0.00
Larceny - Theft {(except motor venicla) 2621 0.00 28.21 26.21
iotor Vehicle Theft 00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arson 0.00 0.00 6242 26.21]
Total of Part One Crimas 73304 340,75 314.55 340.76
Assault (No Weapons) 0.00 52.42 131.06 78.64
Forgery/Counterfeiting 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fraud Q.00 0.00 26.21 26.21
Embezzlemeant Q.00 0.00 .00 2621
Stolen Propetty (buying, receiving, possessing) {.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wandalism (.00 0.00 26.21 0.00
Weapons (carrving, possessing, etg) 0.00 0.00 52.42 52.42
Prostitutipn Coemmercialized 'vice 0.00 .00 0.00 0.0
Sex Offense 0.00 183.49 314.55 576.67
Dirug Abuse Viglations (sell, manufacture,

PHossess) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Gambling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DWW 0.00 0.00 0.00 000
Liquor Laws 0.00 0.00 0.0 (.G0
Drunkenness 0.00 0.00 0.0 .00
Disorderly Conduct 0.00 0.00 0.00 g.00
ARPA Violations B 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Al Other Offense 0.00 2621 15727 131.06
Suspigion 0.00 0.00 26.21 0.00
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Runaways - 18 Age . 900 0.00; 0.00 0.c0
Tolal of Part Two Crimes 0.00 26212 73394 BO1.22
Total of All Crimes 733.84 602 88 1048 49 1231.98
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Z: Mescalero:population used 3,156 -

Part One 18965 rates (1987 rates 1998 rates {1998 rates [2000 rates [2002 rates
Homicide 0.00 0,00k 31.69 0.00
Forgible Rape 0.00 0.00 9500 95.06
Fobbery 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00
Aggravated Assaults 443599 440431 237643 19011
Burglary 3327000 221508 316.86] 2661.60
Larceny - Theft {(except motor vehicle) 2566.54) 342205 15843 1209.11
il'l.l'lotnr Vehicla Theht S06.597 171103 Q.00 28517
Arson 0.00 0.00 Q.00 12674
Total of Part Ona Crimes 10836 50| 12452.47| 2078.45| 4657.79
Assault {No Weapons) 443599 11877.159] 2376.43] 4752.85
Fargery/Counterfeiting 63.37 0.00 0.00 95.08
Fraud 0.00 2.00 0.00 G3.37
Embezzlement 0.00 0.00 83.37 4.00
Stolen Fraperty (buying, receiving,
possessing) 3073.51 380.23 316.86 85.05
Wandalism 307351 427757 110900 443595
Weapons {carrying, possessing, eic) 117237 2851.71] 126743 348.54
Frostifution Commercialized 'vice 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sex Offense 63.37 1268.74 895.08 348.54
Crug Abuse Violations (ssll,
manufacture, possess) 190,11 a70.34 380.23 158.43
Gambling 0.00 g.c0 0.00 0.00
DY | 209125 456274 161587 1711.03
Ligjuor Laws 31.69) 0.00 63.37 0.00
Drunkenness 1533587 3731939 966413 1771229
Disorderly Conduct 0000 289372.62] 224968 1863118
ARPA Viclations 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
All Other Offenssa 26086 200 32024 22 148904.84| 31020.28
Suspicion 63.37 760.48 0.00 348.54
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age 633,71 TEBTT 411.81]  1335.74
Runaways - 18 Age o 3169 1520.91) 887.20] 237643
Total of Part Two Crimes 57256.02] 146482 88| 170405.58| 83333.33
[Total of All Crirmas 68082 52| 158035.36) 173384.03| 87951.13
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FEZNambe popilation. bsed =:1,764.

Part One 1996 rates |1997 rates [1998 rates [1938 rates 2000 rates
Homicide 0.00 0.00 113.38
Forcible Rape 0.00 0.00 56.69
Robbery (.00 0.00 56.69
Aggravaled Assaults 56.68 113.38 £6.69
Burgiary 34014  453.51 113.38
Larceny - Theft {except metor vehicle) 680.27 566.89 623.58:
Motor Vehicle Thefi 170,07 113.38 228. 7B
Arson 0.00 200 56.69
Total of Part One Crimes 1247 AT 124717 130365
Assault (No Weapons) 680,27 1587.30 1827,
Fergery/Counterfaiting 56,69 0.00 0.00
Fraud 56.69 0.00 £.00
Embezzlement 0.00 .00 17007,
Stoten Property (buying, receiving,
possessing) 226,76 0.00 0.00
Vandalism 510.20 340,14 28345
Weapans {carrying, possessing, eic) 28345 §23.58 308,823
Prostitution Commercialized 'vice 0.00 0.00, 0.00
Sex Dffense 0.00 0.0 124717
Drug Abuss Violations (sell,
rmanufacture, possess) 226.75 0.00 34014
Gambling 0.00 0.00 0.00,
DWW 063,72 1884.13 1303.85
Liquor Laws 349683 Q.00 113.28
Drunkenness . 102041 1417.2 2664 40
Disorderly Conduct 45351 g80.27 2267.57]
ARPA Vidlations 0.00 0.00 0.00:
Al Other Offense 4138.32] 10147.39 1086435
Suspicion 326,83 J96.83] 2183.87
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age 0.00 0,00 0.00,
Runawsays - 18 Age 453.91 340.14 22876
Total of Part Two Crimes §863.95) 1¥517.1 3i008.07]
Total of All Crimes 1111111 1876417 3231293
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SNAVAIC: poplilation tised = 171574

Part One 1888 rates 1997 rates [1988 rates |1999 rates 2000 rates 2002 rates
Homicide 13.99 8.74 11.66
Farcible Rape 51.87 41.98 J36.14
Robbery 11.07 11.07 5.59
Agoravated Assaulis 225384 207549 251204
Burglary 1010068 10566.69 B850.36
Larceny - Theft {except mator vehicle) 122978 1012.39] 1209897
Moter Vehicle Theft 338,05 J51.45 B52.78
Fatg-teiy 88,54 60.62 107.24
Total of Pardt One Crimes 4987 26] 461842 538718
Assault (No Weapons} 542.04 47501 147167
Forgeny/Counterfeiting 16.32 5.83 12.82
Fraud 2972 44.30 J33.22
Embezzlement 4 66 5.83 1.75
Stolen Property (buying, receiving,
possessing) 241.88! 27510 312.98
Wandalism 284?.?55 2554 .58 3089.63
Weapons [carnying, possessing, etc) 409.?4% 335.72 489.00 |
Prostitution Commersiallzed 'vicea 4.08) 2.33 0.58
Sex Offense 217400 28384 33047
Drug Abuse Violations {sell,
manufacture, possess) 350.28: 301.91 421.39
Gambling 4.66; 1147 1.17
DWWl 366373 347955 435381
Liguor Laws 319.40 516.40 86901
Drunkenness 1075571 11024 98| 1359996
Disordetly Conduct 201021 328.35 3115.86
ARPA Violaiions 0.00 2.00 0.00
All Other Offense 450562 88) 49729.56] 72207.33
Suspicion .,. 163263 1701.31] 232145
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age 83 54 188.26 185.93
Runaways - 18 Age 232.55 84.651 784.50
Total of Part Two Crimes 88424.12] 74136.52( 103602.53
Tolal of All Crimes T 73421.38] 78754.04] 108989.71
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i Bicuris papulation used.= 1,801,

Part One 1996 rates | 1997 rates [1998 rates |1989 rates 2000 rales
Homicide .00 0.00 £.00) &0
Faorcible Rape 0.00 0.00 0.004 0.00
Robhbery 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Aggravated Assaults 565 9g.94 0.00 16.66
Burglary 22.21 3334 44 42 16,66
Larceny - Theft (except motor vehicla) 16.66) 33N 49,97 16 66
Motor Vehicle Thaft 0.00 0.00 5.55 0.00
Arson 27.76 44 .42 49.897 0.00
Tatal of Part Ona Crimes 72185 210.98 149.92 4997
Assauli (Mo Weapons) 10550 184.34 166.57 138.81
FergeryfCounterfeiting 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
{Fraud 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.55
Embezdement 0.00 0.00 (.00 .00
Stolen Property (buying, receiving,
possessing) 0.00 11.10 0.00 8.99
Vandalism 44 42 38.87 218 38.87]
Weapons {carrying, pessessing, elc) 11.10 0.00 0.00, 555
Prastitution Commercialized 'vice 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00
Sex Offense 0.00 0.00 0.00 D.00
Drug Abuse Violations (sell,
manufaclure, possess) 0.00 1110 2778 27.78
Gambling 0.00 .00 0.00 0.00
d 11.10 651.08 5552 49.87
Liguor Laws 44 42 16.66 23.29 38.87
Drunkenness 322.04 233.20 360.91 189,85
Disorderly Conduct 283.18 260.97 105,50 55.652
ARPA Viglations 27.76 16.66 5.55 0.00
All Other Offensea 172.13 0.00 568.56 327 .60
Suspicion 0.00 0.00 16.66 0.00
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age 16.66 0.00 16.66 5.55
Runaways - 18 Age 0.00 0.00: 333 0.00
(Tatal of Part Two Crimes 1038.31 84398 153248 £99.50
‘Total of All Crimes 111,49 1054.97]  1682.40 849 47
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Epgjoague:pophlation tsed’= 2,712 .

Part One 1996 rates [1997 rates 1988 rates 1998 rates 2000 rates
Homicide 0.00 (.00 0.00 0,00 0.00
Forcible Rape 26.87] 36.87 0.00 0.00 7375
Reobbery 0.00 73.75 0,00 Q.00 TITS
Agoravated Assaulls 55310 132743 0.00 626.84 110.62
Burglary 516.22 44248 0.00] 848.08 848.08
Larceny - Theft {except moter vehicle) 1733.04] 1327.43 0.00 368.73 66372
Mofor Vehicle Theft 73.75 73.75 0.00 36.87) 147 48
Arson ¥3.75 £.00 0.00 0.00 .00
Total of Parl One Crimes 2886.73) 328171 0.000 1880.53] 191740
Assault {Ne Weapons) 995.58| 1327.43 0.00] 132743 106932
Forgery/Counterfeiting 110.62]  147.49 0.0 000  36.87
Fratd 184.37 147.49 G.00 221.24 184 37
Embezzlement 110.62 {.00 0,00 0.00 0.00
Stolen Property (buyving, receiving,
possessing) 0.00 147 .49 0.00 169617 626.84
Wandalism 1364 .31 1401.18) 0.00 921.83 516.22|
Weapons {carrying, possessing, efc) 73.75 147.48 0.00 442 48 7375
Prostitution Commercialized 'vice 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sex Oifensa 221,24 36.87 0.00 000 110.62
Drug Abuse Viclations {sell,
manufacture, possess) 18437 28489 0000 29498 11062
Gambling 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 .00
oW 40560 563.10 0.00, 1179.94 191740
Liguor Laws 221.24 110.62 0.00 2533.10 331.86
Crunkennass 184.37]  1290.56 .00 331.86 294 .99
Digorderly Conduct 73.75 189115 0.00 700.58 147 .48
ARPA Violatipng 36.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
All Other Offense 1843 66| 2691.74 0000 247050 31784 66
Suspicion 0.00) 106932 0.00 7743 184366
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age 663.72 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
Runaways - 18 Age A6.87 0.0 0.00 284 99 73.75
Total of Part Two Crimes 6710.91] 11356.93 0.00; 11209.44) 39122 42
Total of Al Crimes 0697.64) 14638.64 0.0 13089.97 4103982
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aniduan-popillation;used =.6,748
L Part One 1996 rates 1997 rates [1988 rates |1999 rates [2000 rates 2002 rates
Homicide 14.82 0.00 29.64
IForcible Rape 14 82 14 82 0.00
Robbery ~ 0.00 14.82 14.82
Aggravated Assaults 14 2 281.56 8B.G2
Burglary L | 18301 . 326.02  414.94
Larceny - Thaft (axcant motor vehicle) 44 48 385300 44458
Maofor Vehicle Theft . 14.82 88.82 103.73
Arson (.00 14.82 7410
Total of Part One Crimes 266,75 . 1126.26( 1170.72
i G.00)
Assault {No Weapons) | 168.01 L 1200.36  1304.09
FergenyiCounterfeiting 14 82 0.00 88.92
Fraud 0.00 44 46 £.00
Embezzlement 0.00 0.00 .00
Stolen Property {buying, receiving,
possessing) L _ £.00 0.00 14.82
Vandalism 103.73 429.76 75578
Weapons (carrying, possessing, etc) 0.00 0.00 14,82
Frostitution Commercislized 'vice 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sex Offense 0.00 29.64 29.64
Dirug Abusa Violzations {sell,
manufaciure, possess) 2464 0.00 88.92
Gambling 0.00 0.00 0.00
DY 105218 £96.50) 88915
Liquor Laws ~ 44,46 103.73 288.02
Orunkenness 251.93 1886.86 3200.95
Disorderly Canduct 266,75 . 829 88 092,89
ARPA Violations 0.00 14.82 Q.00
&l Other Offense 637.23 2519.26) 355661
Susplion 0.00 44 46 14.82
Curfgw/Loitering - 18 Age 74.10 14.82 0.00
Runaways - 18 Age . 59.28 0.00 0.00
Total of Parl Two Crimes 268710 7824.54| 1102549
. (.00
Tolal of A Crimes 2563.84) Ba50.80 1219621
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FSandia populalion used s 4,474 -
| Part Ona 1896 rates 18897 rates [1898 rates |1888 rates 2000 rates
Homicide 0.00
Forcible Rape 22.66
FRobbery 0.00
Agporavated Assaulls 22 66
Burglary 158.59
Larceny - Theft (except motor vehicle) 430.45
Maotor Vehicle Theft 22.66
Arson 0.00)
Total of Pari One Crimes B57.00
Part Two
Assault (No Weapons) 135.93
Forgery/Counterfeiting 158.59
Fraud L 000 .
Embeazzlament 0.00
Stolen Property (buying, receiving,
possessing) 0.00
Vandalism 20.62
YWeapons {camying, possessing. eic) 0.00
Prostitution Commercialized 'vige 22 66
Sex Dffense 67.97
Drug Abuse Violations (sell,
manufacturs, possess) 113.28
Gambling 0.00
Dyl 430.45
Liguor Laws 0.00
Drunkenness G67.97
Disorderly Canduct 67.97
ARPA Viclations 0.00
All Other Dffense 58903
Suspicion 0.00
CurfewfLoitering - 18 Age 22 .66
Runaways - 18 Age 22 66
Total of Part Two Crimes 1789.76
Tolal of Ali Crimes 2446.76
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[FalSanta Anapopulation used:s 487 <

Part One 1996 rates 1937 rates [1998 rates 19599 rates 2000 rates
Homicide 0.00) 0.00 200 0.00
Forcible Rape 0.00K 4.00 0.00 0.00
Robbery 0.00K 0.00 0.00 205.34
Aggravated Assauits 0.00 (.00 0.00 816.02
Burglary 410.6 821.36 000 82136
Larceny - Theft {axcept motor vehicle) 0.0, 41068 5338.81) 2874.74
Motor Vehicle Theft 0.00]  3901.44f 0.00 410.68
Arsan 000 Q.00 0.00 205.34
Total of Pard Qne Crimes 068 513347 533881 513347
Assault (No Weapans) 1642.71] 246407 472279 4106.78
Forgeny/Counterfaiting 1026.69 205.34 0.00 616.02
Fraud 0.00 0.00 000 20634
Embezziement 20534 0.00 0.00 Q.00
Stalen Froperly {buylng, recsiving,
possessing) 1026.69 0.00 0.00 0.00
Yandatism 1542.71) 2053.38) 677618 3480.78
Weapons {carrying, pessessing, stc) 410.68 B21.36 _ 0.00 0.00
Prostitlution Commearcialized 'vice 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sax Offense 410.68 410.68 205.34 206,34
Drug Abusea Violations (sell,
rmanufaclure, possess) 516.02 41068 554415 4517.45
Gambling 20534 .00 0.00 0.00
Dyl 4106.78| 6365.50] 636550 3901.44
Liguor Laws 431211 287474 2320328 BOOB.21
Drunkenness B16.02 0.00 0.00 205.34
Disorderly Conduct 1642.71] 123203 882957 821355
ARPA Violations 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00
Al Other Offense 12114.99) 431211 1437372 2422098
Suspicion 0.00 0.00 £.00 £16.02
CurfewfLoilering - 18 Age 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00;
Runaways - 18 Age 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
[Total of Part Twa Crimes 2997947 21149.80 70020.53| 58316.22
[Total of All Crimnes 3030014 26283.37] 75350.34| 63440.60
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T ara popUialon Basd = 107058

Part One 1996 rates 1997 rates (1998 rates 1999 rates 2000 rates
IHomicide 0.040 0.00 Q.00 (.00
Forcible Rape 0.00 2.00 0.00) .00
Robbery 0.00 0.00 Q.00 O
Aggravated Assaults 0.00 8.38 18.77) 37 .53
Burglary 0.00 .00 28.15 18.77]
Larceny - Theft (except mator vehicle) 112.59 65.68 1.31.25 37.5%
Motor Vehicle Thefl 9.38 0.00 28.15 0.00
Arson 0.00 .00 18,77 0,00
Total of Part One Crimes 121 87 7a.06 22518 93.83
Assault (No Weapons) 103 24 23457 159 50 112.58
Forgery/Counterfeiting 0.38 2.38 18.77] 0.00
Fraud 18.77 0.00 18.77] 0.00
Embezziement 0.00 £.00 0.0 £.00
Stolen Property {buying, receiving,
possessing) 9,38 Q.00 0.0 .00
Wandalism 178.27 384.69 309.83 403 .45
Weapons {camying, possessing, etc) 2815 9.38 0.00 8.38
Frostilution Commercialized 'vice 0.00 0.00 0.00 £.00
Sax Offense 18.77 8.38 0.00 18.77
Drug Abuse Vioiations (sell,
rmanufacture, possess) 75.06 858 150.12 8.38
Gambling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DWW 384.69 253.33 280.86 21580
Liquor Laws 356.54 18.77 B4.44 45.91
Crunkenness 262.71 25333 27210 159.50
Disarderly Condust 178.27 65.68 159.50 206.42
ARPA Viglations 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
All Other Offanse 1698.25 G85.18| 1407.38 516.04
Suspicion 0.00 1032.09 000 110715
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age 131.36 0.00 84.44 0.00
Runaways - 18 Age 28.15 1877 3753 0.00
Tatal of Part Two Crimes 348095 328392 200306 280540
Total of All Crimes 3602.93 J358.98) 321824 259523
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aTa0s popWation used = 4,484

Part One 1996 rates 1997 rates 19598 rates 1998 rates [2000 rates
Homicide 0.00 Q.00 0.00 22,30
Forcible Rape 44 60 22,30 22.30 0.00
Robhery 2230 0.0 0.00 0.00
Aggravaled Assaulis 88,21 £ Gt 267 62 i33.81
Burglary 267 .62 111.51 65.890 20071
Larceny - Thett {(excent motor vehicle) 267 62 223.02 13381 0.00
Maotor Vehicle Theft 0.00 566.20 22.30 0.00
Arson 22.30 89.21 22.30 22.30
Total of Part One Crimes T13.65 579.84 53524 37913
Aszaull (No Weapons) 5567 .54 .00} 892 06 1.33.81
Forgery/Counterfeiting 0.00 0.00) 0.00 0.00
Fraud o 2230 (.00 0.G0 0.00
Embezrement 22.30 0.00 0.00 0.00
Stolen Property (buying, receiving,
possessing) 133.81 0.0 0.00 .00
andalism 20071 223.02] 245,32 223.02
W eapons {carrying, possessing, efc) ga.21 2230 0.00 .00
Prostitution Commercialized 'vice (.00 .00 0.00 0.00
Sex Offense 6690 44 6o 0.00 44 60
Drug Abuse Yiglations {sell,
manufaciure, possess) 44.60 200.71 0.00 {00
Gambling 22.30 0.00 0.00 0.004
Dyl 490.63 446.03 37913 334 .52
Liguor Laws 669,05 1917.93 111508 13381
Drunkenness 133808 1917.93] 111 5.05' 654,04
Disorderly Condust 892.06 289.92 223.02 111.51
ARPA Viglalions 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00}
Al Dther Offense 189246.21 53524 Q.00 45182.87
Suspician 0.00 0.00 Q.00 £.00
CurfewfLoitering - 18 Age 111.51 .00  111.5¢ 0.00
Runaways - 18 Age 0.00 0.00 111.51 0.00
Total of Part Two Crimes 23007 .23 S5OVER 418240 4683318
Total of All Crimes 2462087 O177.52) 472782 4721231
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i Teequa)
1996 rates (1997 rates 1968 rates 1959 rates 2000 rates 2002 rates
Homicide 0.00 0.00 0.0 .00 0.00
Forcible Rape 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Robbary 0.00 124.07 0.0 £.00 0.00
Aggravated Assaulis 248.14 744.42 0.00 37221 372.21
Burglary 12407 248.14 000] 1364.76 24814
|LarDeny - Theft {except motor vehicle) 124.07 498.28 496.28] 1736.97 £20.35
|Mutﬂr Vehicle Theft 24814 B20.35 24814 486,28 24814
Arson 248.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total of Part One Crimes 892 66 223325 74442 3970.22| 148983
0.00
Assault (No Weapons) 248.14 24814 1240.69 7221 24814
|[Forger#Counterfeiting 12407 24514 496,28 124.07 124.07
[Fraud 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
[Em bezzlemeant 12407 .00 248.14 .00 0.00
Stalen Praperly (buying, receiving,
possassing) 0.00 498.28 868 .49 620.35 0.00
[Vandalism 496.28 744 42 268 45 372.21 248.14
Weapons {camying, pessessing, etc) 496,28 3rz.21 0.00 124.07 0.00
IProstilution Commercialized 'vice 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sex Offense 0.0 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00
IDrug Abuse Violations (sell,
manufaciure, possess) 0.00 620.35 868 49 62035 002,56
Garmbling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DWWl 2233.25 1101.74| 2481.3%5 3349.88 992.56
Liguor Laws Q.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Brunkenness Jr2.21 496.28 §520.35 0092 56 496.28
Disarderly Conduct 24814 62035 7d4 .42 62035 372N
ARPA Violations .00, 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Alf Othar (Hfanse 5683.13 620.35 620.35 486,28 1116.63
Suspicion Q.00 Q.00 0.00 248,14 0.00
Curfewfl nitering - 18 Age 37221 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Funaways - 18 Age 248.14]  BEE.49 49628 124.07 0.00
Total of Part Two Crimes 1054591 B436.72| 8553.35 806452 4590.57
.00
Total of Al GCrimes 11538 46| 10669.98| 10297.77| 12034.74] 8075240
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a2 un popuidtion used=7,758 .
Part Dne 1996 rates 1997 rates (1998 rates [1999 rates [2000 rates [2002 rates
Homicide 0.00 12.89 0.00 12.89 0.00 0.Q0
Forcible Rape 51.56 51.56 0.00 Q.00 2578 12.85
Rohbery 128.80 25.78 12.89 0.00 0.06 0.00
lAggravated Assaults 335.14 77.34 308.36 257 .80 425,37 557,39
Burglary 128.80 25.78 335.14 257 A0 206.24 12.89
Larcany - Theft {except moler vehicle) 0.00 12.89 296.47 206.24 34803 25647
IMotor Vehicle Theft 1284 0.00) 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00
ATSON 91.56 0.00 12.89 12.85 38.67 0.00
Total of Part One Crimes 708.95 206.24 866.74 747 62) 104408  953.85
0.00
Assault (No Weapons) 1327.68]  193.35| 1907.71] 1443.67] 204850 2797.11
Forgery/Countarfeiling 51.56 51.56 0.00 0.00 .00 25.78
Fraud 0.00 Q.00 0.00 25.78 .00 0.00
Embezzlemsnt 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.89 12.89 0.00
Stolen Property {buying, receiving,
possessing) 309.36 0.00 256.47 0.00 0.00 0.00
‘Vandalism G4 45 459.82 889.40 054 .27 T F3.40 876.51
Vieapons (carrying, possessing, etc) 167.57 0.00 244.91 180.46 32225 618.72
Prostitution Commercialized 'vica Q.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0,00
Sex Offensse 80.23 244.91 322.25 348.03 309.36 38.67
Drug Abuse Violations {(sell,
manufaclure, possess) 1121.42) 118587 198505 242330 208817 2082349
Gambling 0.00 0.00 0.00 LoD 0.00 0.0
vl 11887680 186004 2826.01| 1985.05] 278427 3879.87
Liguor Laws 1804.58) 203661 218128 234597 252642 4717.71
Drunkenness J6T36] 462748 684455 94225 TBG2.85) 16834 24
Disorderly Canduct 128899 1469045 1495623 122454 217840 &500.41
ARPA Viclalions {.00 12.89 25,75 25.78 12.89 .00
Al Other Offense N 2616.65 000 36414020 §564.32] 9345108 993813
Suspicion 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00 0.00
Curfew/Loitering - 18 Age T21.84 103118 112142 BE0.73]  1018.30| 143078
Runaways - 18 Age 0.00 0.00 0.00 200 12.89 25.78
Tolal of Part Two Crimes 14436.71] 1321217 56664 08| 26927.04) 312896.73) 49755.09
0.00
Total of All Crimes 15145 66| 1341841 57630.83) 27874.66) 3234081 bO708.85
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Appendix C
Data Chart

We currently
have data for the
fallowing tribes
for the following
Vears.

Acoma
Cochili
Islets
Jemeaz
Jicarilla LS
Laguna - BIA

Laguna - Tribal Police
Mescalero

MNambg

MNavajo

Picuris L

1996

1957

1548

19489

2000

S

Pojoagque =

Ramah

San Felipe
San lidefensg
San Juan
Sandia

Sania Ana
Santa Clara
Sanio Domingo
Taos
Tasugque

Lia

Zuni

[ | | P

E A EE

>

AR b
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Appendix D
Part I Index Crimes in United States, New Mexico and Albuguerque

Hiinitad:States: 1996 1997 1998 1949 2000 2001 2002
Population 2656284000 2ETEITO00| 270248000 272691000 281421906 284706887 284368608
Homicide 18650 18210 16974 15522 15517 15880 14158
Forcible Raps 982540 6120 S3144 2111 90186 20491 202488
Robbery 535530 497350 447186 409371 407842 422821 105774
Aggravated
Assaulis 1037050 1022490 O76583 844740 910744 907219 472250
[Burglary 2506400 24611040 2232735 2100738 2049946 21049767 28821
Larceny - Theft
{excapt motor
vehicla) 904700 725500 FA76211 B955520 6965957 7076171 1160085
Motor Vahicle
Thaft 1394200 1353700 1242871 1152075 1185558 12264457 148943
ArSon 16635
Total of Pard One
Crimes 134938000 13175100 12485714 11634378, 11605751] 11848008 2234484
RS NewMenico:  on -] 1086 1997] 1gv8] 1ssg] 2o00]  2001[2002
Population 1713000 1730000] 1737000 1740000 1818046 1828146
Homicide 187 134 190 170 134 g9
Forcible Rape 1088 872 g57 844 922 850
Robbery 2783 2966 2839 2979 24469 2695
Agoravated Assaulls 10332 10790 12714 10827 10230 10644
Burglary 23586| 25126 24243 21484 21338 189552
Larceny - Theft {except molor vehicle) 65139 67188 65031 59813 67925 56406
Motor Yehicle Theft 9973 12407 10767 8126 T34 7137
Arson
Total of Part One Crimes 113097 112483 116714] 103740, 100391 87383
ST Albuguerque 1996]  1997| 19e8| 1989 2000 2001 2002
Fopulation 426736) 431027 422417| 420169 448607 451008 457488
[Homicide 70 49 37 48 33 34 51
IForcible Rape a8l 270 219 220 2agl 219 2e3
ERobbery 19848 1729 1693 1667 1547 16810 1285
Aggravated Assalits 3824 J629 3614 3320 33171 3306 3250
Burglary 9037 B8543 8037 6809  TF120] 6585 5452
Larceny - Theft {except motor vehicle) 25061 25857 257009 24277 Z284 23535 213M
Molaor Vehicle Theft 53828 7749 6339 4683 4348 4162 4080
Arson 77
Total of Part One Crimes AB253| 47923 45848 41034 30447 38541 3IsHa0
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DWI and total alcohol related offenses in Albuquerque, New Mexico and the United States

Appendix E

Counts
A 18] 1997 1908] 1909  2000] 2002
Albuguerque Population 4205271 420007 421384] 420578 449765 48334
DWW Arrests 413 4345 4633 42758 5004 5921
New Mexico Population 1T62326) 1774839 1793484 1808082 1819048) 1852044
DWW Arrests 20125 19145 19461 18719 18997 19238
United Sitates Pnpulatiﬂn 151681001 15284300| 14528300 14355600 13080297[13741438
DWI Arrests 1467300 14773000 14028000 1548500 1471289 1461746
Al alcohel offenses Z2B63400( 2848500 27435001 20065600( 2791867 2688300
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