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Abstract 

 

Little work examines perceptions of criminal justice services provided by 

Native American Indian tribal governments to their citizens and the 

relationship these attitudes might have with communal views of crime 

seriousness.  In this study, measures of perceptions about the police, court 

and crime victim services are tested to understand if and how closely they 

are associated with beliefs regarding crime.  Data collected during the 

Southern Ute Indian Community Safety Survey are used to answer these 

and other related questions.  Most study respondents had negative 

sentiments about the tribal criminal justice services while they also held 

severe views toward violent and alcohol-related crimes.  This finding 

suggests that while people in this study held strong views against crime, 

they probably did not feel that their concerns about such were being 

adequately addressed by the local tribal government. 

 

Keywords:  perceptions of crime, crime seriousness, reporting crime, tribal 

services 

 

Introduction 

Little work has been conducted that examines perceptions of 

criminal justice services provided by Native American Indian tribal 

governments to their citizens and the relationship these attitudes might have 

with communal views of crime seriousness.  In this study, measures of 

perceptions about the police, court and crime victim services (as well as 

measures that reflect efforts to improve the quality of life on the 

reservation) are tested to understand if and how closely these are associated 

with beliefs regarding the seriousness of a variety of general types of crime.  

Data collected during the Southern Ute Indian Community Safety Survey 

were used to answer several questions about the relationships of the 

attitudes of the tribal citizenry toward official governmental services.  The 

larger hypothesis that drives this work is the idea that as views of tribal 

criminal justice services increase, perceptions of crime seriousness would 

increase as well. 
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Previous Work 

 

Much work has been focused on how urban citizens perceive 

various governmental services (Linder & Peters 1989; Welch, et al 2005; 

Carter & Belanger 2005).  Indeed, this work has allowed for positive 

changes in public policies (Hung, et al 2005; Berlanger & Carter 2008) and 

development of newer, more precisely focused efforts to address civic 

concerns about rising crime and victimization occurring within the larger 

communities (Shaw 2007) and smaller neighborhoods within these areas 

(Willard & McGrath 1995).  This work, however, has been predominantly 

focused on issues relevant to urban centers that tend to have a multi-

cultural and multi-ethnic population base (Sampson, et al. 2005).  Other 

work has sought to expand this knowledge base to include rural area 

communities and neighborhoods (Yagnik & Teraiya 1999) as well as views 

held by a variety of ethnically and racially diverse individuals (Peterson & 

Krivo 2005).  During the search of the literature, no studies were found that 

sought to address perceptions of government services provided by tribal 

councils (the recognized governmental entity) to members of Native 

American Indian tribal groups living on reservations.  The present study 

seeks to fill this void. 

 

Similarly, much work on perceptions of crime seriousness 

permeates the criminological literature (Roth 1978; Stylianou 2003).  A 

larger portion of this work surrounds the views of crime held by the 

dominant ethnic group which is usually Euro-American based (Warr 2006).  

Others have attempted to focus their work on the views of crime 

seriousness held by African Americans (Vogel & Meeker 2001), Hispanic 

Americans (Bedard, et al 1994) and Asian Americans (Kwan et al 2002).  

Abril (2007), however, offered a singular examination of perceptions of 

crime seriousness, cultural values, and collective efficacy between Native 

American Indians (hereafter, Indians)
i
 and non-Indians who live within the 

same reservation community.  It was discovered that Indian cultural values 

were significantly associated with perceptions of crime seriousness among 

this indigenous population.  It was this finding that motivated the present 

inquiry regarding views of tribally-provided criminal justice services and 

communal attitudes toward crime.  It was hypothesized that because the 

respondents in the earlier study reported they felt strongly about their 

cultural values that they would also feel strongly about the criminal justice 

services provided to them by their tribal council.  It is this premise upon 

which the present work is situated. 
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Methodology 

The Southern Ute Indian Community Safety Survey (SUICSS) was 

a study of crime and violence occurring on and around the Southern Ute 

Indian reservation, located in rural southwest Colorado, USA.  The nearest 

municipality to the reservation is Durango, CO.  The SUICSS consisted of 

a 72-item questionnaire survey completed by 667 residents of rural 

Colorado and 85 structured personal interviews conducted with American 

Indian tribal members.  The populations under study were Native American 

Indians and non-Indians.  The survey instrument was mailed to adult tribal 

members (Indians over the age of 18) whose addresses were obtained from 

the Southern Ute Tribal Council.  The entire list of enrolled adult tribal 

members and their contact addresses were contained in the listing obtained 

from the Tribal Council.  There were approximately 1,100 adult Indian 

tribal members surveyed in this study; these Indians were sent the 

questionnaire and a request for a one hour long personal interview with the 

author.  The respondents were compensated $10.00 for each completed 

questionnaire returned to the author.  Indians self-selected for the structured 

personal interviews were compensated $50.00 following the interview.  

Only Indians were selected for personal interviews.  A control sample of 

non-Indians was derived from the La Plata county voter registration list; a 

list that contained only adults over the age of 18.  There were 

approximately 900 non-Indians who were sent the survey instrument but 

were not queried for a personal interview.  As study funds were limited and 

the data gathered from the Indian sample was perceived to likely be 

unusually unique, it was determined that only Indians should be 

interviewed about their perceptions of their own tribal services.  The study 

sample contained 312 tribal members and other people who self-identified 

as Native American Indian as well as 355 non-tribal members who reported 

membership in varying ethnic groups, with the dominate group being Euro-

American based.
iiiii

 

Measures 

 

Evaluation of Tribal Services 

Satisfaction with tribal services was measured by seven (7) items 

that asked the respondents to evaluate several of the tribal services offered 

to community residents.  The seven items were as follows: How satisfied 

are you with the Southern Ute police department?; How satisfied are you 

with the Southern Ute Tribal Court?; How satisfied are you with the 

Southern Ute Crime Victim Services?; How satisfied are you with the 

Southern Ute Community Action Program (SUCAP)?; How satisfied are 

you with the Southern Ute Tribal Council?; How satisfied are you with the 
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Southern Ute per capita payments?; and, How satisfied are you with the 

Southern Ute retirement benefits?  Each item asked the respondents to rate 

each service with a Likert-style scale ranging from 0 to 4; with 0 indicating 

neither satisfied nor dissatisfied / no opinion; “1” indicating very 

dissatisfied; “2” indicating dissatisfied; “3” indicating satisfied; and, “4” 

indicating very satisfied.  Higher scores meant more satisfaction with the 

service.  The new combined variable was labeled “SWTS” (Satisfaction 

with Tribal Services). 

The measures were then stratified into two additional groups to 

measure services for crime victims and quality of life.  The items used to 

measure services for crime victims were: the police department, the tribal 

court, and the crime victim’s services.  The measures for services for crime 

victims had a possible range of 0 – 15.  The items used to measure quality 

of life were: community action program, tribal council, per capita 

payments, and the retirement benefits.  The measures for quality of life had 

a possible range of 0 – 20.  Higher scores meant more satisfaction with the 

service. 

 

Perceptions of Crime Seriousness 

Perceptions of crime seriousness were measured by asking the 

respondents to evaluate a variety of commonly-occurring crimes ranging 

from murder to petty theft to drunk driving.  These crimes were measured 

by a Likert-style scale that had a possible range of 0 – 5; with 0 meaning no 

opinion, 1 meaning not serious, 2 meaning somewhat serious, 3 meaning a 

little serious, 4 meaning serious, and 5 meaning very serious. 

 

The crimes were then categorized into four different groups: ALL 

CRIMES combined, VIOLENT crimes, PROPERTY crimes, and 

ALCOHOL-RELATED crimes.  The combined crimes category had a 

possible range of values from 0 – 80.  VIOLENT crimes consisted of a 

variety of violent personal offenses that included murder, robbery, rape, 

beating, pushing, grabbing, and shoving, and a man beating his girlfriend 

and a woman beating her boyfriend.  The violent crimes category had a 

possible range of 0 – 35.  The PROPERTY crimes included grand theft, 

petty theft, theft of tools, auto theft, vandalism, and business cheating 

consumers.  The property crimes category had a possible range of 0 – 30.  

ALCOHOL-RELATED crimes included people drinking alcohol in public, 

drunk driving, and driving a car after having a few alcoholic drinks.  The 

alcohol crimes had a possible range of 0 – 15.  Higher scores meant a more 

serious perception of the crime. 
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The property and violent crimes identified in the instrument are 

generally known crimes in that they are commonly referenced by the local 

populace and often appear in other studies about perceptions of crime (Levi 

& Jones, 1985; Smith & Hill, 1991; Vogel & Meeker, 2001).  Alcohol-

related crimes were included in the instrument as there is much evidence 

that substance abuse (particularly, alcoholism) is a significant irritant 

among many Indian groups (Dick, Manson, & Beals, 1993; Hisnanick, 

1992; May, 1996, etc.). 

 

Demographic Variables 

Ethnicity, age, income, and gender were used as demographic 

variables in this analysis.  Ethnicity was measured by reports of an Indian 

identity.  Those claiming an Indian identity were identified as INDIAN.  

All others were classified as NON-INDIAN.  AGE was measured by 

checking a box that indicated the respondent’s age in increments of about 

ten years; such as 17 or younger, 18 - 29, 30 - 40, 41 – 50, 51 – 60, and 

over 60.  Annual household INCOME was measured by increments of 

about USD$10,000 from less than USD$5,000 to more than USD$75,000.  

GENDER was measured by the respondent indicating either MALE or 

FEMALE. 

 

Data Analysis 

 

Because most of the tribal services are only offered to enrolled 

tribal members, in this analysis only those views of crime seriousness held 

by members of the INDIAN group (n = 312) were examined.  Responses 

from members of the NON-INDIAN group were excluded from all 

analyses.  The variables that constitute tribal services and perceptions of 

crime seriousness are both dependent (Y) variables in this initial correlation 

analyses. 

 

The first level of analysis included identifying and describing the 

data from this study.  Among the predominantly female respondents, most 

were between the ages of 30 and 40 years and had annual household 

incomes that averaged USD$31,409.  The median annual household income 

for the community surrounding the reservation at the time of the study was 

USD$39,313.  Table I presents the descriptive data from this study.  

 

Table I: Descriptive Statistics 

Ethnicity (N = 667) 
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        Indian n = 312 

Gender  

        Female n = 186 

        Male n = 126 

 Range Mean SD 

 

Age 

 

<17 - > 60 

 

3.90 (30 – 40 

yrs) 

 

1.357 

Income < $5,000 - > 

$75,000 

USD$31,409 USD$24,101 

Satisfaction with Tribal 

Services 

0 – 35 13.73    8.061 

        Crime Victim Services 0 – 15   4.92    4.253 

        Quality of Life Services 0 – 20   8.81     5.204 

All Crimes 0 - 80 67.18   11.812 

        Violent Crime 0 – 35 30.25     5.688 

        Property Crime 0 – 30 24.06     5.566 

        Alcohol-related Crime 0 - 15 12.29     2.653 

Median household income for La Plata County, CO USA at time of study was 

USD$39,313. 

 

 

In the second level of analyses, t-tests were employed to determine 

the differences between the sample means because two independent 

samples were used (satisfaction with tribal services and perceptions of 

crime seriousness).  The research hypothesis tested here is that the mean 

scores that rated satisfaction with tribal services would be similar to the 

mean scores derived from the ratings of perceptions of crime seriousness.  

The results of the first round of testing included the following: SWTS and 

all crimes combined (t = 19.850, sig. = .000); crime victim services and all 

crimes combined (t = -36.493, sig. = .000); and, quality of life and all 

crimes combined (t = -28.422, sig. = .000).  The results of the second round 

of testing included the following: SWTS and violent crime only (t = -

29.080, sig. = .000); crime victim services and violent crime only (t = -

86.589, sig. = .000); and, quality of life and violent crime only (t = -83.682, 

sig. = .000).  The results of the third round of testing included the 

following: SWTS and property crime only (t = -18.625, sig. = .000); crime 

victim services and property crime only (t = -69.553, sig. = .000); and, 

quality of life and property crime only (t = -66.803, sig. = .000).  The 

results of the fourth round of testing included the following: SWTS and 

alcohol-related crime only (t = 3.092, sig. = .002); crime victim services 

and alcohol-related crime only (t = -66.281, sig. = .000); and, quality of life 

and alcohol-related crime only (t = -62.156, sig. = .000).  As showed here, 

all combination of variables have statistically significant differences 
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between the compared sample means.  This means that there are significant 

differences between satisfaction with tribal services and perceptions of 

crime seriousness.  Therefore, the research hypothesis is rejected at the .01 

significance level and the alternative hypothesis (i.e., that there are 

differences between the means) is retained. 

 

In the third level of analyses, one-way ANOVA tests were 

conducted to determine if there was an interaction between the sample 

means of the categorized independent variables.  Table II presents the 

results of the ANOVA analyses.  We can observe in the table below that 

based on the Levene’s test (which is the analyses of variance of the 

absolute deviation scores provided in the ANOVA test), that the quality of 

life measures significantly interact with stronger (i.e. more severe) 

perceptions of violent crime only (F-test = 2.917, df = 4, sig. = .022) 

(Rosenthal & Rosnow 1991).  As this was the only significant interaction 

detected among the various possible relationships, an estimate of the effect 

size in this singular relationship was queried.  To determine the size of this 

interaction, a squared curvilinear correlation (ɳ2) was calculated to be 

about .04; which indicates that the interaction effect was about medium 

using Cohen’s (1988) rule of thumb to interpret effect size (Witte & Witte 

1997).  The formula for this calculation was: 

ɳ2 =
𝑆𝑆 𝑏𝑒𝑡𝑤𝑒𝑒𝑛

𝑆𝑆 𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙
=  

368.447

10061.997
= 0.03661 

 

 

 

Table II: ANOVA: Satisfaction with Tribal Services (SWTS) by Perceptions of Crime 

 Seriousness (Indian Only n  = 312) 

 Sum of 

Squares 

 

df 

Mean 

Square 

 

F 

 

Sig. 

Levene 

Statistic 

 

Sig. 

SWTS / All Crimes 

Combined 

12.215 33 .370 .718 .875 2.490 .000 

    Crime Victim Services / 

All Crimes Combined 

.208 3 .069 .137 .938 .311 .817 

     Quality of Life / All 

Crimes Combined 

2.795 4 .699 1.404 .233 3.992 .004 

SWTS / Violent Crime  772.973 33 23.423 .701 .891 1.214 .203 

     Crime Victim Services / 

Violent Crime  

133.707 3 44.569 1.383 .248 .434 .729 

     Quality of Life / Violent 

Crime  

368.447 4 92.112 2.917 .022 4.980 .001 
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SWTS / Property Crime  559.642 33 16.959 .519 .987 1.471 .052 

     Crime Victim Services / 

Property Crime  

77.749 3 25.916 .835 .475 .107 .956 

     Quality of Life / Property 

Crime 

145.157 4 36.289 1.174 .322 3.430 .009 

SWTS / Alcohol-related 

Crime  

265.583 33 8.048 1.163 .255 1.669 .015 

     Crime Victim Services / 

Alcohol-related Crime  

31.366 3 10.455 1.493 .217 .736 .531 

     Quality of Life / Alcohol-

related Crime  

34.935 4 8.734 1.245 .292 .705 .589 

 

 

 

In the fourth level of analyses, contingency tables were constructed 

to determine if there were any relationships between the core variables.  

Chi-square (𝑋2) tests can reveal whether the observed distribution of 

opinions is significantly different from what we would expect to occur by 

chance (Vito & Blankenship 2002).  As in the previous tests, the 

contingency tables revealed only one statistically significant relationship 

between the quality of life measures and stronger (i.e. more severe) 

perceptions of violent crime (𝑋2 = 126.390,𝑑𝑓 = 100, 𝑠𝑖𝑔. =  .038). 

 

In the fifth and final level of testing, simple linear regression 

analyses were conducted to predict which of the core variables are 

significantly correlated.  The direction and magnitude of the correlation 

may also be revealed in a simple linear regression model (Vito & 

Blankenship 2002).  In these analyses, satisfaction with tribal services is 

the independent (X) variable and perceptions of crime seriousness is the 

dependent (Y) variable.  It was hypothesized here that as satisfaction with 

tribal criminal justice services increased that perceptions of crime 

seriousness will increase as well, i.e., that a positive relationship exists.  To 

determine if any significant relationships occured in these regression 

models, the Pearson’s r is used (Rosenthal & Rosnow 1991).  Because 

most of the regression models did not initially reveal statistically significant 

correlations, only six combinations of variables that were significant are 

discussed here.  The significant variables were the three measures of 

satisfaction with tribal services (X) and violent and alcohol-related (Y) 

crime only.  Table III presents the regression models of only the tests that 

resulted in significant correlations.  In all six possible regression models, 

the tests reveal negative relationships between the X and Y variables.  This 

means that as scores for satisfaction with tribal criminal justice services 
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decreased there were predictable increases in perceptions of crime 

seriousness.  The research hypothesis that suggested a positive relationship 

is, therefore, rejected because there is actually a negative relationship. 

 

The magnitude of the relationship (effect size) is next examined.  

Cohen (1988) suggests that to do this, the squared point biserial correlation 

(𝑟𝑝𝑏
2 ) should be consulted, however, there is some disagreement about 

using this test with moderate sample sizes such as occurred in this study (n 

= 312) (Witte & Witte 1997).  With this in mind, the omega squared (𝜔2) 

test results will provide the measure of effect that may possibly be more 

accurate for this sample size.  However, the omega squared (𝜔2) test is a 

much more sophisticated level of analyses than is necessitated by these 

data.  With this in mind, the squared point biserial correlation (𝑟𝑝𝑏
2 ) will be 

used to estimate the effect size of these negative relationships.  Models 1 

through 5 indicate a relatively small (around .01) effect size, while Model 6 

reflects a somewhat moderate or medium (around .06) effect.  In the final 

note on these analyses, the demographic variables INCOME and AGE were 

the only such that were significantly associated with satisfaction with tribal 

services (sig. = .005).  This means that as income and age increased, so too 

did satisfaction with tribal services. 

                                    

 

Table III: Regression Model Summaries (Indian Only n  = 312) 

 
 

 

Model 

 

 

R 

 

R 

squared 

 

Adjusted 

R square 

Std. 

Error of 

the 

Estimate 

 

R 

square 

change 

 

F 

change 

 

 

df 

1 

 

 

df 

2 

 

Sig. F 

change 

 

Durbin-

Watson 

1 .190 .036 .023 5.686 .036 2.784 4 296 .027 2.048 

2 .185 .034 .021 5.691 .034 2.629 4 296 .035 2.042 

3 .197 .039 .026 5.678 .039 2.978 4 296 .020 2.046 

4 .191 .015 .024 2.613 .037 2.812 4 296 .026 1.979 

5 .200 .037 .027 2.609 .040 3.073 4 296 .017 1.986 

6 .177 .040 .018 2.620 .031 2.400 4 296 .050 1.975 

1 = Satisfaction with Tribal Services / Violent Crime Only 

2 = Crime Victim Services / Violent Crime Only 

3 = Quality of Life / Violent Crime Only 

4 = Satisfaction with Tribal Services / Alcohol-related Crime Only 

5 = Crime Victim Services / Alcohol-related Crime Only 

6 = Quality of Life / Alcohol-related Crime Only 
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Findings 

In this study of satisfaction with tribal criminal justice services and 

perceptions of crime seriousness, it was found that tribal members 

(predominantly adult females) who rated the tribal services as less than 

satisfactory still maintained somewhat stronger perceptions of crime 

seriousness, specifically as they related to violent and alcohol-related 

crimes.  This study also found that positive views of the services that are 

intended to improve the quality of life on the reservation are also closely 

associated with enhanced, i.e., stronger views against violent crime.  One of 

the more significant findings of this study was that as the views of tribal 

services, specifically the tribal police, court and crime victim services 

decreased the attitudes toward crime seriousness increased.  The 

implications of these findings are addressed next. 

 

Discussion 

The study findings suggest that while community members have 

strong attitudes against crime, they may not be receiving an equally 

relational response to these concerns from their tribal government.  Based 

on these findings, it is advised that the tribal council, in collaboration with 

the federal government, make concerted efforts to undertake the following 

recommendations: 1) to bring greater awareness of their services 

(especially crime victim services) to the local tribal community; 2) take 

affirmative action to bring the values publicly presented by the police and 

court system more in alignment with those of the community members they 

are charged to serve; and, 3) to aggressively address both violent and 

alcohol-related crime in a manner that speaks strongly to the local residents 

that the tribal government will not tolerate victimization of its community 

members.  Moreover, because those who hold positive views toward the 

efforts to improve the quality of life on the reservation by the tribe also 

hold strong views against violent crime, it may be beneficial for all parties 

to respond aggressively to violent crime.  This means the public must report 

all crime.  The police must aggressively pursue offenders.  And the courts 

must assert all available resources to prevent criminal offenders from 

engaging in deleterious behaviors within the community.  These combined 

actions may improve community perceptions of the local tribal 

government. 

 

A coordinated response to crime by the tribal and federal 

governments is important here because both entities are ultimately 

responsible for protecting enrolled tribal members who live on reservations 
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(see, e.g., the entire United States Code Title 25 – Indians, and the U.S. 

Constitution Commerce Clause, Article I, Section 8).  Yet the local tribal 

people do not perceive they are being adequately protected from not only 

primary and secondary victimization but increasingly more from tertiary 

victimization as well.  Based on these findings, it would not be 

unreasonable to assume that tribal members feel increasingly vulnerable to 

becoming either 1) a primary victim of crime (a direct victim), 2) having 

loved ones become victims of crime (a secondary victim), or 3) observing 

other community members being victimized (leading to their tertiary 

victimization).  These events would under-cut any possible sense of 

security within the tribal community or with the local tribal government.  

Certainly, fear of crime will take a stronger hold on the community if 

efforts to address decreased perceptions of tribal services are not 

adequately and swiftly addressed by the responsible parties. 

 

Conclusion 

Most study respondents had negative sentiments about the tribal 

criminal justice services while they also held severe views against violent 

and alcohol-related crimes.  This means that while people in this study held 

strong views against crime, they did not feel that their concerns about such 

were being met by the local tribal government criminal justice services.  

These realities have important implications for future research efforts.  

What can the tribal government do to improve their image in the eyes of the 

tribal members?  What can the police do to better reflect the value structure 

of the local community?  What can the tribal court do to improve their 

image to the public while taking positions that a) reflect the values of the 

electorate, and b) demonstrate unequivocally that public safety is their main 

priority?  These are just a few of the important questions that should be 

answered to satiate the tribal citizen’s desires and, certainly, their 

constitutional right to feel safe and secure within their own tribal 

community. 

 

 

 
                                                           
i
 In the United States, the term “Indian” is a legal term used to describe indigenous people 

who are also enrolled members of federally-recognized American Indian tribes (see, e.g., 

25 USC 1301). 
ii
 In this report, Euro-American is generally denoted as being non-Indian. 

iii
 For a complete discussion of the methodology used to gather the original data, see the 

Appendix of Abril, J.C. (2009). Crime and Violence In a Native American Indian 

Reservation: A Criminological Study of the Southern Ute Indians. Foreward by Gilbert 
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Geis, Past President American Society of Criminology. VDM Publishing House: 

Mauritius. 
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Table IV: ANOVA (Indian Only n  = 312) 

 
Model Sum of 

Squares 

Df Mean Square F Sig. 

1 

Regression 

 

  359.912 

 

4 

 

89.978 

 

2.784 

 

.027 

Residual 9568.294 296 32.325  

Total 9928.206 300  

2 

Regression 

 

  340.621 

 

4 

 

85.155 

 

2.629 

 

.035 

Residual 9587.585 296 32.390  

Total 9928.206 300  

3 

Regression 

 

  384.062 

 

4 

 

96.016 

 

2.978 

 

.020 

Residual 9544.144 296 32.244  

Total 9928.206 300  

4 

Regression 

 

   76.811 

 

4 

 

19.208 

 

2.812 

 

.026 

Residual 2021.043 296 6.828  

Total 2097.852 300  

5 

Regression 

 

   83.642 

 

4 

 

20.911 

 

3.073 

 

.017 

Residual 2014.211 296 6.805  

Total 2097.854 300  

6 

Regression 

 

   65.903 

 

4 

 

16.476 

 

2.400 

 

.050 

Residual 2031.950 296 6.865  

Total 2097.854 300  
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1 = Satisfaction with Tribal Services / Violent Crime Only 

2 = Crime Victim Services / Violent Crime Only 

3 = Quality of Life / Violent Crime Only 

4 = Satisfaction with Tribal Services / Alcohol-related Crime Only 

5 = Crime Victim Services / Alcohol-related Crime Only 

6 = Quality of Life / Alcohol-related Crime Only 

 

 

 

Table V: REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS: VIOLENT AND ALCOHOL-

RELATED CRIME ONLY (Indian Only n  = 312) 

 

Model 

 

B 

 

Std. 

Error 

 

Beta 

 

T 

 

Sig. 

Lower 

Bound 

Upper 

Bound 

Zero 

order 

 

Partial 

 

Part 

1 

Constant 

 

31.143 

 

1.096 

 

 

 

28.413 

 

.000 

 

28.986 

 

33.300 

 

 

Satisfaction 

with Tribal 

Services 

-.035 .041 -

.049 

-.858 .391 -.117 .046 -.042 -.050 -

.049 

Income 3.916 .000 .164 2.780 .006 .000 .000 .131 .159 .159 

Age -.356 .249 -

.083 

-1.419 .157 -.842 .136 -.051 -.082 -

.081 

Gender -1.138 .672 -

.097 

-1.694 .091 -2.460 .184 -.086 -.098 -

.097 

2 

Constant 

 

30.479 

 

1.137 

 

 

 

26.814 

 

.000 

 

28.242 

 

32.716 

 

 

Crime 

Victim 

Services 

.118 .314 .021 .374 .709 -.501 .736 .014 .022 .021 

Income 3.823 .000 .160 2.719 .007 .000 .000 .131 .156 .155 

Age -.356 .249 -

.084 

-1.429 .154 -.845 .134 -.051 -.083 -

.012 

Gender -1.182 .674 -

.101 

-1.754 .080 -2.509 .144 -.086 -.101 -

.100 

3 

Constant 

 

31.311 

 

1.088 

 

 

 

28.774 

 

.000 

 

29.169 

 

33.453 

 

 

Quality of 

Life 

-.078 .064 -

.070 

-1.220 .224 -.204 .048 -.055 -.071 -

.070 

Income 4.032 .000 .169 2.853 .005 .000 .000 .131 .163 .163 

Age -3.53 .248 -

.083 

-1.422 .156 -.842 .136 -.051 -.082 -

.081 

Gender -1.141 .671 -

.098 

-1.701 .090 -2.461 .179 -.086 -.086 -

.097 
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4 

Constant 

 

11.049 

 

.504 

 

 

 

21.934 

 

.000 

 

10.058 

 

12.041 

 

 

Satisfaction 

with Tribal 

Services 

.030 .019 .090 1.568 .118 -.008 .067 .092 .091 .089 

Income 3.545 .000 .032 .547 .584 .000 .000 .061 .032 .031 

Age .263 .114 .135 2.299 .022 .488 .488 .141 .132 .131 

Gender -.502 .309 -

.093 

-1.627 .105 .105 .105 -.080 -.094 -

.093 

5 

Constant 

 

10.913 

 

.521 

 

 

 

20.945 

 

.000 

 

.000 

 

9.887 

 

 

Crime 

Victim 

Services 

4.283 .000 .039 .664 .063 .507 .000 .061 .039 .038 

Income .262 .114 .134 2.293 .507 .023 .037 .141 .132 .131 

Age -.530 .309 -

.099 

-1.716 .023 .087 -1.138 -.080 -.099 -

.098 

Gender .269 .144 .106 1.863 .087 .063 -.015 .101 .108 .106 

6 

Constant 

 

11.149 

 

.534 

 

 

 

20.898 

 

.000 

 

10.099 

 

12.199 

 

 

Quality of 

Life 

3.685 .000 .034 .566 .355 .000 .000 .061 .033 .032 

Income .262 .115 .135 2.301 .572 .038 .489 .141 .133 .132 

Age -.482 .309 -

.090 

-1.557 .022 -1.090 .127 -.080 -.090 -

.089 

Gender .123 .133 .053 .926 .121 -.138 .384 .060 .054 .053 

1 = Satisfaction with Tribal Services / Violent Crime Only 

2 = Crime Victim Services / Violent Crime Only 

3 = Quality of Life / Violent Crime Only 

4 = Satisfaction with Tribal Services / Alcohol-related Crime Only 

5 = Crime Victim Services / Alcohol-related Crime Only 

6 = Quality of Life / Alcohol-related Crime Only 
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