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Introduction 

The Minnesota Statistical Analysis Center (MNSAC), a part of the Department of Public Safety 

Office of Justice Programs (OJP), recently completed its seventh crime victimization survey. This 

survey measured experiences with crime, perceptions of neighborhood safety, and attitudes towards 

the police among Minnesota’s adult population.  

The Minnesota Crime Victimization Survey (MCVS) brings us closer to measuring the many crimes 

that never come to the attention of law enforcement, also known as the “dark figure of crime.” 

Surveys such as this also collect information on crime victims that is often not available in official 

crime statistics.  

Victimization Types Included in the 2016 MCVS 

Property offenses - Property offenses generally include non-violent crimes that involve the intentional 

destruction of property and thefts. The MCVS measured victimization by home vandalism, home 

burglary, auto vandalism/break-ins, credit card/bank fraud, identity theft, and financial scams.  

Person offenses - Person (or violent) offenses are crimes that involve actual or threatened violence, 

force, fear, and/or intimidation. The MCVS measured victimization by stalking, intimate partner 

violence, sexual violence, robbery, and assault.  

Minnesotans’ Experiences with Crime Victimization 

Overall Crime Victimization 

Overall, nearly 2 in 5 Minnesotans (37 percent) experienced at least one of the forms of 

victimization included in the survey within the previous year. Figure 1 displays a summary of crime 

victimization findings based on the 2016 MCVS.  
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Property crime victimization 

within the previous year was more 

common than person crime 

victimization.   

 

Although less common, person 

offenses were much more likely to 

be reported to the police than 

property offenses (67 percent 

compared to 29 percent, 

respectively). A summary of police 

reporting rates by offense types is 

displayed in Figure 2.  

Property Crime Victimization 

About one third of Minnesotans experienced at least one form of property offense victimization 

covered in this survey within the previous year. Figure 3 displays rates of property crime 

victimization based on the 2016 MCVS.  

Credit card/bank fraud was the most common form of property offense victimization. Nearly 1 

in 5 Minnesotans (18 percent) had their credit cards or bank accounts accessed without their 

permission within the previous year. 

 

Car vandalism/break-in was the second most common form of property offense victimization. 

More than 1 in 10 Minnesotans (11 percent) experienced this type of victimization within the 

previous year. 
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Victims of financial scams and credit card/bank fraud were least likely to report their 

victimizations to the police, with only 7 and 10 percent of victims (respectively) reporting to the 

police. Home vandalism was the most commonly reported property crime victimization type, 

with 65 percent of victims reporting to the police. Rates of reporting property crimes to the 

police are displayed in Figure 4.  

 

Rates of home vandalism, burglary, and car vandalism/break-ins varied significantly across 

different age groups, genders, race/ethnicities, and geographic areas. For example, burglaries and 

car vandalism/break-ins were more common among males than females, and burglaries were 

more common among racial/ethnic minorities than white/non-Hispanic Minnesotans. Residents 

in the Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area were more likely to report home vandalisms and 

burglaries than residents in greater Minnesota.  

 

Rates of identity theft varied significantly across different age groups, race/ethnicities, income 

categories, and geographies. Credit card/bank fraud and identity fraud were both more common 

among Minnesotans aged 45 to 64 years compared to other adult age groups. Rates of credit 

card/bank fraud were highest among American Indian and Asian residents, while identity fraud 

was most common among Hispanic and other minority race/ethnicities. Minnesotans with the 

highest household incomes ($100,000 or more per year) experienced the highest rates of credit 

card/bank fraud. Minnesotans in the highest and lowest income groups ($100,000 or more and 

less than $20,000 per year) reported the highest rates of identity fraud. Residents in the 

Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area reported much higher rates of identity fraud than greater 

Minnesota residents.  
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Person (Violent) Crime Victimization 

Approximately 1 in 10 Minnesotans were the victims of person (violent) offenses in 2016. Figure 5 

displays rates of person crime victimization based on the 2016 MCVS. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Stalking was the most common form of person offense victimization – nearly 10 percent of 

surveyed Minnesotans were the victims of stalking in 2016. 

 

Intimate partner violence was the second most common form of person offense victimization – 

1.5 percent of surveyed Minnesotans were assaulted by a current or former spouse or significant 

other within the previous year.   

 

A little over 1 percent of Minnesotans were sexually assaulted within the previous year without 

any form of penetration, and 0.1 percent were sexually assaulted with penetration.  

 

Less than 1 percent of 

Minnesotans (0.3 percent) 

experienced a robbery within 

the previous year, and a 

slightly higher percentage 

(0.5 percent) were physically 

assaulted.  

 

Sexual assault (without 

penetration) was the least 

reported form of person 

crime victimization, with 

only 10 percent of victims 
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reporting to the police.1 Most robbery victims (95 percent) reported their victimizations to the 

police, as did a large percentage of intimate partner violence victims (80 percent). Rates of 

victims reporting person crimes to the police are displayed in Figure 6. 

Responses to Victimization 

Most of the respondents to this survey who reported any form of victimization did not seek treatment 

for a mental or emotional health condition as a result of victimization event(s), nor did most of the 

victimized respondents seek any sort of victim assistance.  

Only 3.6 percent of 

victims received treatment 

for a mental or emotional 

health condition related to 

their victimization(s).  

 

Eight percent of victims 

sought or requested 

assistance from a victim 

services program. Of those 

victims who sought 

assistance, 84 percent 

received the services they 

wanted either fully or 

partially (Figure 7).  

 

                                                           
1 This report was unable to estimate the percent of sexual assault-with-penetration victims reporting their victimizations 
to the police due to a lack of data.  
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Of those victims who did not seek victim services, most (75 percent) did not seek services 

because they did not think they needed services. The full list of reasons for not seeking services 

and the response patterns are displayed in Figure 8.   

Most victimized respondents did not think that they were victimized due to any personal characteristic 

(e.g., age, gender, or race).  

Minnesotans’ Perceptions of Neighborhood Safety 

and Police Effectiveness 

Neighborhood Safety 

Minnesotans generally felt safe in their neighborhoods.  Figure 9 contains response data from a 

series of agree/disagree statements that gauged how safe the respondents felt in their 

neighborhoods.  

Nearly 9 in 10 Minnesotans (88 percent) agreed with the statement, “I feel safe in my 

neighborhood.” 

 

Just under 7 in 10 Minnesotans (68 percent) felt safe walking around their neighborhoods at 

night.  

 

Fear of crime did not prevent most Minnesotans (81 percent) from doing what they would like 

to do in their neighborhoods.  
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Police Effectiveness 

A majority of Minnesotans thought that their local police were effective at controlling and 

responding to crime. Figure 10 contains response data from two agree/disagree statements that 

gauged respondent perceptions of police effectiveness.  

More than 3 in 5 Minnesotans (61 percent) thought that their local police were effective at 

controlling neighborhood crime. 

 

Just under 7 in 10 Minnesotans (68 percent) thought that their local police were effective at 

responding to neighborhood calls for help. 

 

Minnesotans’ Ratings of Interactions with the Police 

A majority of Minnesotans (71 percent) did not have contact with the police in the year leading up 

to the survey. Of those Minnesotans who did have contact with police, whether they rated that 

experience as positive or negative depended on the type of interaction they had. Figure 11 contains 

respondent ratings of police interactions along with each type of interaction.    

Victims of crime, witnesses of crime, respondents reporting problems to police, and respondents 

involved in traffic stops generally rated their interactions with police as positive.  

 

Conversely, pedestrians stopped for questioning, respondents having vehicle issues, respondents 

who were arrested, and respondents who had a business or home alarm issue generally rated 

their interactions with police as negative. 
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Firearms in the Home and Conceal-and-Carry Permits 

A majority of Minnesotans (63 percent) did 

not have firearms in their homes. Of the 37 

percent of Minnesotans who did have 

firearms in their homes, a little more than a 

third also had a conceal-and-carry permit. 

Figures 12 and 13 display summaries of 

firearm and conceal-and-carry permit 

ownership among Minnesotans.  

Home firearm possession was more 

common among older (ages 55+), male, 

white/non-Hispanic, higher income 

($60k+/year), greater Minnesota 

residents.  

 

Home firearm possession coupled with conceal-and-carry permit possession was more common 

among younger (ages 18 to 34), male, racial/ethnic minority, higher income ($100,000 per year 

or more) state residents.  
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MCVS Multi-Year Trends 

Not all survey content and question-wording 

have remained the same during each iteration 

of the MCVS; however, some survey items, 

including most of the crime victimization types 

covered in the survey, have remained 

consistent enough to allow for a multi-year 

trend analysis. Below, multi-year rates of 

victimization, perceptions of neighborhood 

safety, firearm ownership, and conceal-and-

carry permit possession are displayed based on 

MCVS results.  

Property Crime 

Figure 14 displays annual rates of car vandalism/break-ins, home vandalism, and home burglary 

from 2001 to 2016 based on MCVS results. Rates of car vandalism/break-ins significantly increased 

between 2001 and 2016 (from 6.4 percent to 10.7 percent), while rates of home vandalism fell over 

that same period of time (from 11.3 percent to 5.4 percent). The percentage of respondents 

reporting that they were burglarized within the previous year was the same in 2016 as it was in 2001 

(5.8 percent).  

Based on the results displayed in Figure 15, the percentage of MCVS respondents reporting that 

their credit cards and/or bank accounts were fraudulently accessed within the previous year more 
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than tripled between 2007 and 2016, going from 5.7 percent to 17.7 percent. Over that same period 

of time, the annual rate of identity fraud also increased, going from 1.8 percent in 2007 to 2.9 

percent in 2016.   

Person (Violent) Crime 

Figure 16 displays annual rates of sexual assault without and with penetration, as well as intimate 

partner violence from 2001 to 2016 based on MCVS results. The percentage of MCVS respondents 

reporting that they were assaulted by a current or former intimate partner did not change 

significantly between 2001 and 2016, decreasing slightly from 1.9 to 1.5 percent of respondents. 
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Over that same period of time, the rate of sexual assault without penetration also did not change 

significantly, increasing slightly from 1 percent in 2001 to 1.3 percent in 2016. The rate of sexual 

assault with penetration decreased slightly but significantly, going from 0.5 percent in 2001 to 0.1 

percent in 2016.  

Figure 17 displays annual rates of robbery and assault between 2001 and 2016. The percentage of 

respondents reporting that they were robbed within the previous year did not significantly change, 

decreasing slightly from 0.5 percent in 2001 to 0.3 percent in 2016. The percentage of respondents 

reporting that they were assaulted within the previous year (not including intimate partner violence) 

decreased more dramatically and significantly, going from 2.2 percent in 2001 to 0.5 percent in 2016.  

Perceptions of Neighborhood Safety 

Since 2001, the MCVS has asked respondents about how safe they feel in their neighborhoods. 

While the exact wording of this question and the answer metric has changed slightly over the years, 

this survey item has remained consistent enough to allow for a multi-year comparison. In 2001, 

2007, and 2010 respondents were asked, “How safe do you feel in the community where you live?” 

or “How often do you feel safe in the community where you live?” Respondents could answer this 

item based on a range from “Always safe” to “Never safe.” In 2016 respondents were asked to agree 

or disagree with the statement, “I feel safe in my neighborhood.” Responses ranged from “Strongly 

agree” to “Strongly disagree.” Operating under the premise that “Always safe” is equivalent to 

“Strongly agree” and “Never safe” is equivalent to “Strongly disagree,” Figure 18 displays trends in 

how safe Minnesotans feel in their neighborhoods from 2001 to 2016. After increasing from 2001 to  
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2010, the percentage of residents who always or almost always feel safe in their neighborhoods 

slightly decreased in 2016. However, a large majority of Minnesotans continue to always or almost 

always feel safe in their communities (74.5 percent in 2001 and 88.2 percent in 2016).   

Firearms in the Home and Conceal-and-Carry Permits 

The percentage of Minnesotans who reported that they had firearms in their homes has decreased 

significantly since 2001 (Figure 19). Forty-seven percent of Minnesotans reported that they had 

firearms in their homes in 2001, 

compared to 36.6 percent in 2016. 

Conversely, the percentage of firearm-

owning Minnesotans who reported that 

they had conceal-and-carry permits 

nearly tripled between 2010 and 2016, 

going from 12 percent to nearly 36 

percent (Figure 20). The Minnesota law 

allowing citizens to apply for a permit to 

carry a pistol did not go into effect until 

2003, and MCVS respondents were not 

asked about whether or not they had a 

permit until the 2010 survey.  

2016 MCVS Methodology 

The MNSAC contracted with the Wyoming Survey and Analysis Center (WYSAC) to complete the 

2016 MCVS. The 2016 MCVS was administered via both web-based and mailed paper surveys 

between October 2016 and February 2017. A randomly selected sample of Minnesota households 

were mailed a letter that described the purpose and importance of the survey and provided 

instructions on how to complete the survey online. The adult household member with the next 

upcoming birthday was provided a link and unique access code to the online version of the survey. 

Selected households who had not yet completed the online version of the survey within 

approximately three weeks were then mailed a second letter that contained the link and access code 

along with a paper version of the survey and stamped return envelope. Selected households were 

mailed two subsequent reminder letters through the end of December 2016, and completed surveys 

were collected through mid-February 2017.  

Ultimately, 1,560 completed surveys were collected. Thirty percent (472) of the surveys were 

completed online, and the remaining 70 percent (1,088) of the surveys were completed via mailed 

paper surveys.  
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Sample Selection 

This survey was geared towards the adult Minnesota population. The pool of potential respondents 

(i.e., the sampling frame) included all Minnesota households with mailable addresses based on 

United States Postal Service data.  

One of the original goals of this project was to obtain a disproportionately high number of 

completed surveys (about 40 percent) from racial and/or ethnic minority respondents. To 

accomplish this goal, Minnesota was divided into two strata. The first stratum (“Stratum One”) 

included neighborhoods (i.e., census block groups) composed of 50 percent or greater non-white 

residents. The second stratum (“Stratum Two”) included the remaining Minnesota neighborhoods. 

The final sampling frame consisted of 207 block groups in Stratum One and 3,900 block groups in 

Stratum Two. A total of 6,500 households were drawn into the sample, including 3,500 from 

Stratum One and 3,000 from Stratum Two.  

Forty-eight percent (750) of the completed surveys came from Stratum One; the remaining 52 

percent (811) of completed surveys came from Stratum Two. This return yielded a response rate of 

nearly 26 percent, with a margin of error of approximately ±2.48 percentage points at 95 percent 

confidence. 

The Survey 

The survey was developed by MNSAC staff, and was largely based on previous iterations of the MCVS 

as well as the National Crime Victimization Survey. The final survey included 33 questions, plus 

additional follow-up questions for several items. The WYSAC formatted the questionnaire into a 

scannable document and programmed it for online survey administration. The final survey was 

designed to fit on to eight pages of a scannable document so that completed surveys could be scanned, 

rather than manually entered into a database.  By using scannable documents, manual data entry error 

was eliminated. The WYSAC was responsible for collecting the completed surveys and transferring 

them into a dataset. Upon completion of data collection, the WYSAC transferred the data to the 

MNSAC for data analysis.   

Data Weighting 

Ideally, a sample should exactly mirror the population that it represents based on key demographic 

variables (e.g., age, race/ethnicity, sex). However, because the 2016 MCVS over-sampled majority 

non-white neighborhoods, the final sample consisted disproportionately of racial and ethnic 

minority respondents.  That is, racial and ethnic minority groups accounted for larger proportions of 

the sample than what actually exists in the Minnesota adult population. While this over-

representation was by design in order to allow for a more meaningful and accurate analysis of survey 

data for all racial and ethnic groups, the disproportionate amount of minority respondents could 

have skewed overall results. Certain age groups were also over- and under-represented. 
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To correct for these imbalances, sample weights were constructed based on age, gender, strata, and 

race/ethnicity. The purpose of weighting is to bring the overall sample distribution of those 

demographic variables in line with the actual population distribution of Minnesota. A sample weight 

is essentially an assigned value for how much each case should count in the overall sample. 

Respondents from over-represented groups have an assigned weight of less than one, and 

respondents from under-represented groups will have an assigned weight greater than one. Sample 

weights were used in all of the results presented in this report, as well as in the sample description.   
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2016 MCVS Sample Description 

Table 1 includes basic demographic information reported by the 1,560 respondents who completed 

the survey. The respondents in this sample were an average of 47.5 years old, and a little more than 

half of the survey respondents were female (51 percent). Very few respondents (less than 1 percent) 

identified as transgender or of another uncategorized gender identity.  

Eighty-four percent of the sample respondents were white/non-Hispanic, 6 percent were black or 

African American, 4 percent were Asian, 5 percent were white/Hispanic, less than 1 percent were 

American Indian, and the remaining 2 percent were in an uncategorized racial or ethnic group.  

More than half of the sample respondents (55 percent) were married, 25 percent were single or 

never married, 10 percent were divorced, 5 percent were widowed, and the remaining 4 percent were 

cohabitating with non-marital partners.  A large majority of the respondents identified as 

heterosexual or straight (97 percent), with smaller proportions identifying as gay or lesbian (1 

percent), bisexual (less than 1 percent weighted), or as an “other” uncategorized sexual orientation (1 

percent).  

More than two-thirds of the sample respondents (70 percent) lived in a home that they owned, and 

more than half (58 percent) had lived in the same neighborhood for five or more years. Just under 

60 percent of the respondents lived in the seven-county Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area,2 

with the remaining 40 percent residing in greater Minnesota. On average, the respondents’ 

households had 2.5 persons (including the respondent, all adults, and children), and less than one 

child (0.58 children).  

A large majority of the respondents in this sample (73 percent total) had completed some form of 

post-secondary education. Seventeen percent had completed a technical or vocational degree or 

certificate program, 9 percent held an associate’s degree, more than a third (35 percent) held a 

bachelor’s degree and 18 percent had completed a graduate degree. More than half of the 

respondents in this sample reported total household incomes of $60,000 per year or above. That 

included 29 percent of respondents that reported total household incomes of $100,000 per year or 

above. Of the remaining respondents, 10 percent had household incomes below $20,000 per year, 17 

percent reported incomes between $20,000 and under $40,000 per year, and 15 percent had total 

household incomes between $40,000 and just under $60,000 per year. 

                                                           
2 The seven-county Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area includes the following counties: Anoka, Dakota, Carver, 
Hennepin, Ramsey, Scott, and Washington.  
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Summary and Conclusion 

The results of the 2016 MCVS reveal that Minnesotans continue to feel safe in their neighborhoods 

and hold favorable attitudes toward the police’s ability to respond to and control crime. The results 

also show that while most forms of crime are declining according to official statistics, self-reported 

victimization appears to remain stable, and even rise slightly for certain types of offenses. Thus, these 

results demonstrate the value of self-report crime victimization surveys.  

Official statistics are unable to account for the many crimes that go unreported. The most common 

form of crime victimization in this survey (fraudulent financial account access) is also very unlikely to 

be reported to the police. Moreover, a majority of assaults and sexual assaults (without penetration) 

also go unreported. Thus, despite the public’s confidence in the police, some of the most common 

and most serious types of offenses do not come to the attention of police. When crimes go unreported, 

victims may be unable to access many forms of victim assistance, and they may be vulnerable to repeat 

victimization if the offender is not held accountable. The results of this survey suggest that we should 

more closely examine why some crimes go unreported to the police, and how victims can be 

encouraged to report crimes and access resources they may need. 

 

 

 


