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A B S T R A C T

There is abundant research showing the disproportionate impacts of violence on health in disadvantaged 
neighborhoods, making an understanding of recent violent crime trends essential for promoting health equity. 
Carjackings have been of particular interest in the media, although little research has been undertaken on this 
violent crime. We use interrupted time series models to examine the impact of the police killing of George Floyd 
on the spatiotemporal patterns of carjacking in Minneapolis in relation to neighborhood disadvantage. To pro
vide grounding, we compare our results to the well-studied patterns of homicides. Results indicate that car
jackings both increased and dispersed spatially after the murder of George Floyd and subsequent social unrest, 
more so than homicides. Socially disadvantaged neighborhoods experienced the greatest absolute increase while 
more advantaged neighborhoods saw a greater relative increase. The challenge ahead is to identify policy re
sponses that will effectively curb such violence without resorting to harsh and inequitable policing and 
sentencing practices.

1. Introduction

Much research shows that exposure to community violence and 
crime negatively impacts health across the life course (Fowler et al., 
2009; Hedman et al., 2015; Mayne et al., 2018; Rivara et al., 2019; 
Wright et al., 2017; Sharkey, 2018). Specifically, direct victimization or 
witnessing violence is traumatic, significantly increasing the risk of 
long-term mental health issues, such as posttraumatic stress disorder 
(PTSD), anxiety, and depression (Fowler et al., 2009; Macmillan, 2001; 
Sharkey, 2018). Furthermore, indirect exposure to community violence 
has been linked to a higher incidence of sleep disturbances, asthma, 
hypertension, and reduced academic performance, even when control
ling for confounding variables (Wright et al., 2017; Sampson et al., 
2008).

The distribution of crime is not random (Freeman et al., 1996; Rat
cliffe, 2010; Weisburd, 2015); violence is more likely to occur in com
munities of color and in disadvantaged neighborhoods with less 

“collective efficacy” (Campdelli et al., 2020; Johnson et al., 2019; Kim, 
2022; Sampson et al., 1997). This inequitable distribution of violent 
crime extends to being a direct victim; for example, Black residents 
made up 14% of the population in the United States, but accounted for 
52% of all homicide victims in 2019 (Violence Policy Center, 2022). 
These differences in exposure to crime and violence appear to be 
important drivers of health inequities (Armstead et al., 2021; Bailey 
et al., 2017).

When violent crime rates increase, there are also significant conse
quences for health and health equity, though the mechanisms can differ 
depending on where these increases occur. Rising violent crime in 
disadvantaged neighborhoods can exacerbate health inequities through 
chronic exposure to traumatic violence among marginalized populations 
(Dahlberg and Mercy, 2009; Krug et al., 2002). Conversely, when violent 
crime disperses into less-disadvantaged neighborhoods, residents have 
greater collective efficacy and, hence, greater capacity to counteract the 
spread of violence and its health effects (Sampson et al., 1997). This can 
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involve increasing supervision and leveraging social capital to prompt 
swift action from authorities.

Community reactions to real and perceived crime waves can lead to 
the passage of stricter criminal justice policies (Ly, 2023). These puni
tive measures, such as mandatory minimum sentences, disproportion
ately impact disadvantaged neighborhoods, which are often 
communities of color (Santaularia et al., 2024; Duxbury, 2021, 2023; 
Kovera, 2019; Kurlychek and Johnson, 2019; Petersilia, 1985; Santau
laria et al., 2024; Weitzer, 1996), As a result, they exacerbate health 
problems and inequities in these neighborhoods (Alang et al., 2017; 
Clear, 2009; Sugie and Turney, 2017; Wildeman and Wang, 2017).

On May 25, 2020, in Minneapolis, Minnesota, George Floyd, a 46- 
year-old unarmed Black male, was murdered when a police officer, 
Derek Chauvin, knelt on his neck for approximately 9 min during the 
arrest leading to Floyd’s death (Hill et al., 2020). This event sparked 
widespread protests and a global reckoning with police brutality and 
systemic racism.

Extant research suggests that the period of social unrest following the 
murder significantly increased violent crime, such as shootings and as
saults, though it has continued to cluster in disadvantaged neighbor
hoods historically affected by such violence, with limited dispersion to 
more affluent areas (Larson et al., 2023; Drake et al., 2022; Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, 2022; Wolff et al., 2022). These are predomi
nately communities of color that through historical and current policies 
continue to be deprived of opportunities for health and safety by those in 
power and who often have less political and cultural power to influence 
the narrative (Buggs et al., 2023; Larson et al., 2023; MacDonald et al., 
2022; Ratcliffe and Taylor, 2023). Minneapolis also experienced an 
immediate and notable increase in gun violence, with rates surpassing 
that of comparable Midwestern cities (Boehme et al., 2022). And, like 
elsewhere, this increase in gun violence in Minneapolis concentrated in 
socioeconomically disadvantaged, historically Black neighborhoods 
(Larson et al., 2023).

This increase in some forms of violent crime likely occurred for 
several reasons. First, the murder of George Floyd did not happen in 
isolation; it occurred shortly after the start of the COVID-19 pandemic, a 
time of high emotional strain and weakened formal and informal social 
controls. (Agnew, 1985; Cubukcu et al., 2023; Hirschi, 1969). The up
heaval following the murder, particularly in the epicenter of Minneap
olis, where the 3rd precinct police headquarters was burned and 
destroyed, may have created widespread perceptions of disorder and 
further disruption of social controls. Additionally, there was a general 
perception of lawlessness and normlessness in the immediate aftermath 
of this upheaval (Forgrave, 2020; Hirschi, 1969; Sampson and Laub, 
2005).

In addition to the weakening of social controls, the everyday 
behavior or “routine activities’’ of residents also changed. Routine ac
tivities theory posits that crimes occur when there are suitable targets 
and an absence of capable guardians in the same space as motivated 
offenders (Cohen and Felson, 1979). Following the murder, we see each 
of these factors affected in Minneapolis. Similar to other cities across the 
country, there was a demonstrable decline of capable guardians in the 
form of police officers (MacFarquhar, 2021). At the start of 2020, the 
City of Minneapolis had 877 officers. By January 2021, this number had 
decreased to 817, with only 638 available to work—24 officers took an 
early retirement at the start of 2021 while 155 were on extended leaves, 
many related to PTSD. (Navratil, 2021). By May 2023, the number of 
sworn officers had dropped to 585, cutting the force by over a third, a 
significantly sharper decline than experienced by comparable cities 
post-George Floyd (United States Department of Justice, 2023; Stokes, 
2024). The evidence is mixed, however, on the impact of police with
drawal on crime rates (Larson et al., 2023; Powell, 2023).

With the decline in social controls and rise in activities as pandemic 
restrictions were lifted in the months following the murder, there was 
also an increase in suitable targets. Although routine activities theory is 
less concerned with the sources of criminal motivation, Cohen and 

Felson suggest that “circumstances favorable for carrying out violations 
contribute to criminal inclinations in the long run by rewarding these 
inclinations” (1979:605). With the actual and perceived loss of formal 
and informal social controls, as both law enforcement and communities 
struggled to maintain order, some individuals likely indulged such in
clinations under the impression they would not be apprehended (Nagin, 
2013). Further, the police murder may have exacerbated already exist
ing collective legal estrangement—the sense among marginalized resi
dents that they exist “within the law’s aegis but outside its protection” 
(Bell, 2017)—which could lead residents to handle grievances using 
violent “self-help” rather than appeals to police and public authorities 
(e.g., Desmond et al., 2016) as well as a reduction in engagement in 
collective efficacy (Kirk and Matsuda, 2011).

Regardless of its etiology, however, this increase in violent crime has 
potential short- and long-term impacts on health and health equity, 
making an understanding of recent crime patterns and the ramifications 
of these trends essential. The media and public discourse have focused 
particularly on the apparent surge in carjackings (Fies, 2020; Rasa, 
2020). Carjacking—taking a vehicle by force or threat of force when the 
owner is present—typically takes place in a matter of seconds, most 
likely at or near a victim’s home, with the offender(s) usually armed and 
unknown to the victim (Harrell, 2022; Morewitz, 2019). To succeed, the 
offender must coerce the victim into surrendering their car during this 
brief confrontation; this is typically done through instilling fear. As Ja
cobs (2013) notes, “for the fear to be effective, it must be palpable.” 
Twenty-six percent of carjacking victims are physically injured, and 
afterwards the majority report high levels of stress and fear of revic
timization, often changing their daily routines (Harrell, 2022; James, 
2017). The violent and frightening nature of carjacking has led to 
heightened concern in many communities, prompting some to establish 
“Carjacking Task Forces’’ in response to the perceived surge (Brown, 
2022; United States Department of Justice, 2022).

Despite the media and community attention to carjackings, the sci
entific literature on this violent crime, including the extent and 
geographic distribution of apparent increases, is lacking. Importantly, it 
remains unknown whether the rate of carjackings has actually increased 
since the societal upheavals of 2020—as has been the case for motor 
vehicle theft—or whether community perception of an increase is 
influenced by media reports (Garland, 2008; Rosenfeld and Lopez, 
2021). It is also unknown whether carjackings, like violent crime more 
generally, are clustering in socially disadvantaged neighborhoods or 
whether they are spreading to less disadvantaged neighborhoods, which 
are less accustomed to such violence and have higher levels of collective 
efficacy, resources, and political connectedness. In a world in which 
news media devote “significantly more coverage to carjackings that 
have more sensational aspects” (Cherbonneau and Copes, 2003), careful 
empirical studies of the extent and distribution of the phenomenon are 
sorely needed.

Historically, similar to other violent crimes, carjackings tend to occur 
in areas high in other types of crime (Jacobs and Cherbonneau, 2023). 
However, there are a few reasons why carjackings may have behaved 
differently than other violent crimes after the murder of George Floyd 
and dispersed to more advantaged areas in Minneapolis that are less 
accustomed to other forms of violent crime. First, and perhaps most 
importantly, unlike other forms of violent crime, carjackings are not 
restricted by space. Offenders and victims are typically strangers and 
often do not reside in the same neighborhood (Jacobs and Cherbonneau, 
2023). In addition, the inherent mobility of vehicles facilitates the 
spread of carjackings across a city, such that a car taken in one location 
may be used to commit crime in another location. Second, with Min
neapolis police resources stretched thin in 2020–2022, patrols were 
likely prioritized for more serious crimes, particularly the city’s 
record-setting homicide rate during this period (Mannix and Hargarten, 
2021; Powell, 2023; Sawyer and Hargarten, 2023). As a result, there 
were fewer resources available for both proactive patrol and rapid 
response to carjacking calls. Third, while there has not been firm 
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evidence that youth were primarily responsible for recent possible in
crease in carjackings, these crimes have traditionally been carried out by 
youth with a desire for joyriding and bragging rights (Jacobs and 
Cherbonneau, 2023). Here too, the pandemic-induced closure of schools 
and extracurricular activities likely weakened the formal and informal 
social controls that inhibit youth involvement in high-risk activities like 
carjacking (Hirschi, 1969). Finally, given the low baseline rates of car
jackings, any increase could have been noteworthy, particularly given 
the violent nature of the crime.

In this study, we seek to examine how the events of 2020 influenced 
the overall rate and geographic distribution of carjackings. To help 
contextualize our findings, we do this in comparison to the well- 
established spatio-temporal patterns for homicides in the epidemi
ology literature (Goin et al., 2018; Messner et al., 1999; Sparks, 2011; 
Zeoli et al., 2014). No study to our knowledge has examined the role of 
the murder of George Floyd on carjacking, nor examined how 
neighborhood-level (dis)advantage may moderate this effect. We, 
therefore, aim to fill this research gap by situating our spatio-temporal 
analysis of carjacking in this broader violent crime literature, 
comparing and contrasting community rates of carjacking and homicide, 
and changes in rates over time, in relationship to neighborhood (dis) 
advantage. For our study, we examine data from the City of Minneapolis, 
where police killed George Floyd in May of 2020, and the epicenter of 
the subsequent racial unrest.

1.1. Research questions

Given this prior literature, we hypothesize that carjackings increased 
since 2020, and that they did so across the city. With the goal of 
providing a clear descriptive account of the spatial and temporal pat
terns of carjackings in relationship to neighborhood disadvantage, we 
develop two overarching research questions:

Q1 Did carjackings increase in Minneapolis in 2020, particularly 
after the murder of George Floyd and subsequent unrest, and 
diffuse spatially throughout the city? Or did the increase remain 
clustered to neighboring census tracts?

Q2 How did this potential increase vary by neighborhood socio-economic 
(dis)advantage? Did this crime spread to more advantaged neigh
borhoods in a way not seen with homicides?

We answer these research questions using two methodological ap
proaches. For Q1, we descriptively examine the spatio-temporal patterns 
of carjackings over our study period in comparison to homicides, with a 
focus on assessing dispersion in each outcome over space and time. For 
Q2, we use interrupted time series models to assess the impact of the 
police murder of Mr. Floyd on each outcome (carjacking, homicide), 
modified by neighborhood disadvantage. We then discuss the implica
tions of our findings for population health.

2. Data and methods

2.1. Data

We obtain the outcome variables—carjackings and homicides—from 
The City of Minneapolis Police Department Open Access Database for 
2017–2022 (City of Minneapolis, 2023). The latitude and longitude of 
each crime occurrence was included in the dataset, and counts were 
spatially located (via spatial intersection) and aggregated to the census 
tract level separately for carjackings and homicides. Five (out of 1,752) 
carjackings did not contain geographical information and were 
removed. On September 22, 2020, there was a change in the categori
zation, though not the measurement, of carjacking, when the City began 
reporting carjacking as a separate crime category. Prior to that date, 
carjackings were recorded as a subset of robbery. In line with the City of 
Minneapolis Police Department, our data set applies a consistent 

definition—“robberies in which a vehicle was listed as stolen”—across 
both periods, thereby providing a consistent time series for analysis. 
Both crime outcomes of interest are among the most consistently re
ported to police—homicides because of their seriousness and eviden
tiary characteristics—and carjackings because victims must file police 
reports to receive insurance compensation (Hart and Rennison, 2003).

The 121 census tracts in Minneapolis, Minneapolis are our spatial 
units of analysis. We apply census tract Cartographic Boundary (CB) 
shapefiles merged to population estimates from the 5-year American 
Community Survey (ACS) collected in 2020 using the US Census 
Application Programming Interface (API) and “tidycensus” R package 
(Beaghen et al., 2012; Walker and Herman, 2023). Census tracts rep
resenting Minneapolis were determined by spatial intersection with the 
Minneapolis city boundary, with intersections defined by first-order 
queen contiguity, which defines neighbors as census tracts that share 
either a common border or common vertex (i.e., a “corner”) (Anselin, 
1988). To avoid inclusion of census tracts that do not significantly 
overlap Minneapolis city boundaries (and, therefore, would have arti
ficially low carjacking counts) we remove all intersecting tracts with less 
than 2% intersection area. By definition, a carjacking can only occur to 
an individual in or driving a car, therefore, when calculating carjacking 
rates, the Bureau of Justice Statistics uses a population denominator of 
age 16 or older (Harrell, 2022). To best align with the Bureau as able 
with Census data, we use residents age 18 and older as our population 
denominator.

To capture a census tract’s overall (dis)advantage, given the collin
earity between variables measuring a neighborhood’s socioeconomic 
position, a concentrated disadvantage index was created using a 
confirmatory factor analysis (CFA). This index is a continuous variable 
standardized to a mean of zero for a census tract with “average 
concentrated disadvantage.” Results from the CFA model of concen
trated disadvantage can be found in Appendix A. The relationship be
tween concentrated disadvantage and carjacking counts was non-linear. 
We, therefore, trichotomize the index with the middle 50% of census 
tracts classified as median, the top 25% as advantaged and the bottom 
25% as disadvantaged. Conceptually, it also made more intuitive sense 
to discuss the impact of shifting between discrete categories of disad
vantage on crime rates than quantifying the effect of a ‘one-unit’ change 
in disadvantage. Previous studies examining the impact of neighbor
hood disadvantage on crime and health outcomes use similar index 
components and cut points (Piza et al., 2023; Sampson et al., 1997, 
2008; Wodtke et al., 2011). As a sensitivity check, we estimated models 
that specified dichotomous high/low categories as well as quintiles for 
both carjacking and homicide (available by request). The results re
ported here were robust to these alternative models that used different 
categorizations of disadvantage.

As age is strongly associated with crime (McCall et al., 2013; Far
rington, 1986) and disadvantage (Cagney, 2006), we include the age 
distribution of the census as a covariate to adjust for across-tract dif
ferences in age structure. Specifically, in the case of carjackings, which 
most commonly (39%) occur at or near the victim’s home, the age dis
tribution of the census tract where the crime occurred is most important 
(Harrell, 2022). Given the wide age distribution of carjacking victims 
and the change in mobility patterns with the COVID-19 pandemic, we 
took a conservative approach in our models (Engle et al., 2020; Harrell, 
2022). Instead of only controlling for youth, as is common in conven
tional crime literature, we accounted for the overall age structure of a 
census tract, using older adults (age 50+) as our reference group. In 
addition, we consider the neighborhood racial composition separately, 
in light of the historic racialization of space in Minneapolis and else
where (Tuttle, 2022), as well as extant work showing the racialized 
impact of the Geroge Floyd murder. The census tract’s concentrated 
disadvantage index, age distribution, and percent of residents identi
fying as Black are treated as time-invariant in our data, meaning we 
assume stability throughout the five-year study period for each unique 
census tract.
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In a test of robustness, we include the police stop rate (per 1000 
residents age 18+), obtained from the Minneapolis Police Department, 
in our model to assess for mediation. Paralleling our outcome variables, 
each police stop includes the latitude and longitude of the occurrence. 
We spatially locate each police stop within census tracts, and then 
aggregate to the tract level. To prevent potential simultaneity bias where 
an increase in crime outcomes might influence police stops, we lag po
lice stops by one week before aggregating to the quarter-level.

2.2. Statistical analysis

The data analysis has two main foci to align with our research 
questions.

First, to answer research question one if carjackings both increased in 
frequency and became more dispersed throughout the study period, we 
descriptively assess the temporal and spatial patterns of carjackings in 
the City of Minneapolis from 2017 to 2022. For the temporal compo
nent, we visually inspect the weekly rates of carjackings using time se
ries plots to gain a sense of temporal changes in the city as a whole. 
Seeing a sharp visual increase in both crimes in our dataset, we empir
ically identify a structural breakpoint in the time series that minimized 
the residual sum of squares in the model under the parameter of one 
breakpoint (Bai and Perron, 2003) and conduct Chow tests to test for 
statistical significance of the empirically identified breakpoint (Hansen, 
2001; King and Massoglia, 2012). We apply the same approach to 
describe temporal patterns and establish a breakpoint for homicides.

Next, we examine spatial heterogeneity. With increases in crime, it is 
beneficial to know whether this increase is occurring throughout the city 
or whether it is more geographically concentrated. To assess the degree 
of concentration, we compute Ratcliffe’s Offense Dispersion Index (ODI) 
(Ratcliffe, 2010). Separately for carjackings and homicides, we order the 
census tracts by each crime’s increase after the breakpoint and then 
remove the tracts one by one until there is no overall increase between 
the two time periods. The ODI is the proportion of census tracts that 
need to be removed between two periods; it can range from 0 to 1. A 
value close to 0 indicates that the crime increased in only a few census 
tracts while a value of 1 indicates that 100% of census tracts contributed 
to the increase. In other words, a lower ODI provides evidence that the 
crime is more concentrated while a higher ODI indicates the crime is 
more dispersed.

Our first research question asks whether the change in the crime rates 
after the structural breakpoint was clustered amongst neighboring 
census tracts. To answer this, we next explore the data using a Moran’s I 
scatter plot, which graphically depicts how similar a focal census tract’s 
crime rate change is to its neighbors (Anselin, 1996). The X axis is the 
standardized change in the focal tract’s crime rate and the Y axis is the 
standardized spatially lagged variable or average change in the focal 
tract’s neighbors. The slope of the best fit line in this scatter plot is the 
Global Moran’s I, which provides an overall global statistic on the de
gree of spatial autocorrelation in crime rate change. A significant value 
would reject the null that the change in crime rates occurred at random 
throughout the city. Global Moran’s I ranges from − 1.0 to +1.0. Scores 
closer to +1.0 indicate spatial clustering, with neighboring tracts 
sharing a similar level of change in crime, while scores close to − 1.0 
show spatial dispersion, with census tracts that experienced similar 
levels of crime change far apart from each other. A Global Moran’s I 
value close to 0 indicates a random distribution of crime rate changes 
across the city (Ratcliffe, 2010). Although Moran’s I is useful for 
providing an overall measure of spatial clustering, it does not show local 
crime clusters. Local Indicators of Spatial Autocorrelation (LISA) help to 
identify hot (and cold) spots through the decomposition of Moran’s I 
into localized contributing observations (Anselin, 1995).

Our second research question asks how this potential increase in 
carjackings varies by a census tract’s (dis)advantage, compared to ho
micide. As carjackings and homicides are both relatively rare events, we 

use quarterly counts of each to provide more stability and interpret
ability of our outcome estimates. We model the incidence of both car
jackings and homicide using negative binomial models, which are 
suitable for outcome measures distributed as counts. We include the log 
of the census tract population age 18 or older in our models as an offset 
to adjust for a tract’s population and obtain incidence rates. We estimate 
our regressions using General Estimating Equations (GEE), which ac
count for our longitudinal count data clustered at the census tract level 
using an independent working correlation matrix and robust standard 
errors. We use post-estimation (using the margins command in STATA) 
to obtain predicted quarterly carjacking counts by census tract disad
vantage. The first and last quarters in our dataset were weighted to 
account for a lower number of weeks in each.

The parameterization of our negative binomial specifications follow 
an interrupted time series (ITS) design. ITS is useful when, as is our case, 
one has observations on a population over time and there is a break or 
interruption in the data (e.g., policy change, event, etc.). The trend in 
the outcome prior to the breakpoint is assumed to serve as the “coun
terfactual”—what the outcome would look like in a world where there 
was no interruption (Bernal et al., 2017). Through an ITS analysis, one 
can examine both the immediate and sustained impact of the break
point. The design exclusively uses within-unit over time variation, so 
time-stable confounders are uncorrelated with the time-varying treat
ment and the outcome. The base ITS model for our study is as follows: 

Ycrime outcome = β0 + β1 ∗ Time + β2 ∗ CD + β3 ∗ Immediate + β4

∗ Sustained Effect + ϕXt 

with β1 the linear crime trend pre-breakpoint, β2 the crime rate in each 
category of concentrated disadvantage (CD) prior to the breakpoint 
(reference: median), β3 the immediate change in the crime rate in the 
quarter following the structural breakpoint, β4 captures the linear crime 
rate trend starting following the immediate change, and ϕ Xt controls for 
a tract’s age distribution. Time trends can be nonlinear in nature; 
therefore, we assess linearity in both the pre and post time trends. For 
homicides, both the pre and post time trends were linear. For carjack
ings, a quadratic time trend after the structural breakpoint was statis
tically significant and is included in the final model. The immediate, 
sustained and quadratic post-breakpoint time trends were interacted 
with concentrated disadvantage to assess how these trends are modified 
by a tract’s (dis)advantage. In other words, we test whether the change 
in carjackings immediately after the murder of George Floyd, as well as 
trends in carjackings following the killing, vary between areas with 
greater or lesser socioeconomic disadvantage. STATA 18 and R v4.1.1 
Statistical Software were used for statistical and spatial analyses, 
respectively (R Core Team, 2021; StataCorp, 2019).

3. Results

3.1. Spatio-temporal patterns

There were 1,747 carjackings in Minneapolis over the course of our 
study period with complete geographical information. Fig. 1 displays the 
weekly incidence of carjackings per 1,000 residents age 18 or older in 
Minneapolis from 1/1/2017 to 12/31/2022. We observe carjackings 
start to increase in March 2020, potentially coinciding with the COVID- 
19 pandemic–3/13/2020 was the onset of Minnesota’s State of Emer
gency order and the Governor’s Stay-at-Home order ran from 3/28–5/ 
18/2020 (Raifman et al., 2020), though a larger spike appears in late 
May 2020. A structural breakpoint test indicated the optimal breakpoint 
in the data was between the weeks of May 18, 2020 and May 25, 2020, 
which aligns with the murder of George Floyd on May 25th.

This was verified by a statistically significant Chow Test (F = 51.17, 
p < 2.2 × 10e-16), indicating a significant difference in the rate of 
carjackings before and after the murder of George Floyd. A breakpoint 
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test for homicides also identified the same week in the data and had a 
statistically significant Chow Test (F = 10.68, p = 1.21e-06). These tests, 
in combination with our theoretical knowledge of crime patterns at this 
time, suggest that a breakpoint at the time of the murder of George Floyd 
was warranted. We, therefore, define a breakpoint of 5/25/20 (the day 
George Floyd was murdered). Time period one was defined as 1/17/17 
to 5/24/20 and time period two as 5/25/20 to 12/31/22.

Prior to the identified breakpoint on May 25, 2020, the average 
weekly rate of carjackings was 0.0058 carjackings per 1,000 residents 

aged 18 or older. After the murder of George Floyd, this average weekly 
rate increased five fold to 0.034, reaching a peak of 0.093 per 1,000 
individuals age 18 or older on the week of November 22, 2021 (coin
ciding with the Thanksgiving holiday). Carjacking thus remained a rare 
event in Minneapolis throughout the observation period, though a clear 
increase occurred in the latter half of 2020.

As expected, homicides were much rarer than carjackings. The 
average weekly homicide rate prior to 5/25/2020 was 0.0021 per 1,000 
residents age 18 or older (see Fig. 2). Though not as dramatic or 

Fig. 1. Temporal trends. Weekly Minneapolis carjacking rates, 2017–2022.

Fig. 2. Temporal trends. Weekly Minneapolis homicide rates, 2017–2022.
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sustained as carjackings, homicides also showed a notable increase after 
the murder of George Floyd, increasing 168% to a mean of 0.0055 ho
micides a week per 1,000 residents age 18 or older after 5/25/2020.

With the carjacking weekly rates aggregated to the census tract level, 
Fig. 3 shows the spatial dispersion of carjackings over each of the six 
years. Carjackings in Minneapolis prior to 2020 were clustered in North 
Minneapolis—a historically Black and economically disadvantaged 
community—as well as in the area near what would later be known as 
George Floyd Square, though at lower rates. In 2020 and 2021, car
jackings dispersed throughout much of the city, but the neighborhoods 
that had a higher rate of carjackings prior to 2020 continued to be 
hotspots. In 2022, evidence suggests carjackings began contracting but 
remained at levels higher than prior to 2020. The ODI confirmed these 
observations with a value of 0.90; that is, 90% (or 109 of 121) of census 
tracts were responsible for the increase in carjackings throughout the 
city, suggesting a high level of dispersion.

One way to illustrate the relative pre-post changes in carjacking and 
homicide is to consider whether residents had any exposure to each 
crime before and after the George Floyd murder. Prior to the Floyd 
murder, 71% of census tracts had experienced at least one carjacking 
over the three and a half years of our study period. After the murder, 
nearly 97% of census tracts had at least one carjacking. In comparison, 
42% of census tracts accounted for all homicides prior to May 25, 2020 
while 56% experienced at least one homicide afterwards. There was a 
steep rise in tract-level exposure to each type of crime, but a more 
pronounced and widespread rise in exposure to carjacking, such that 

almost every tract had experienced at least one carjacking in the period 
following the murder.

Fig. 4 shows the homicide rates aggregated at the census tract level 
annually from 2017 to 2022. These maps show some increased disper
sion throughout the city, though not to the extent that carjackings dis
played, with homicides remaining more concentrated in North 
Minneapolis in the post-2020 period. The ODI for homicides was 0.23, 
indicating that just 23% (or 28 of 121) of census tracts were responsible 
for the homicide increase over the study period. A comparison of the two 
figures and their respective ODIs shows that the rise in carjackings was 
far more dispersed geographically than the rise in homicides.

Both crimes showed signs of spatial clustering, though neighboring 
census tracts were more likely to experience similar levels of change for 
carjackings (Global Moran’s I 0.467, p < 0.001) than homicides (Global 
Moran’s I 0.186, p < 0.001). With the vast majority of census tracts 
experiencing an increase in carjackings, it was more likely that neigh
boring tracts also experienced an increase, as seen in the Moran’s I 
scatter plot (Appendix B). Furthermore, LISA plots help to identify areas 
with high spatial autocorrelation and relatively “hot” and “cold” spots 
for each crime (Appendix C). After the murder of George Floyd, census 
tracts neighboring George Floyd square experienced an increase in 
carjackings while a smaller hotspot near George Floyd square and in 
north Minneapolis is observed for homicides.

Fig. 3. Spatial trends, carjackings.

Fig. 4. Spatial trends, homicides.
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3.2. Interrupted time series models

3.2.1. Sample demographics
The analytic panel sample includes 121 census tracts and 25 quarters 

over the six years, yielding 3025 observations. Table 1 shows the de
mographics of the census tracts overall and by category of concentrated 
disadvantage. Overall, 59% of Minneapolis residents were White, 19% 
Black, and 10% Hispanic. This racial composition varied by census tract 
with 82% of residents in advantaged neighborhoods identifying as 
White compared to 28% in disadvantaged neighborhoods. Ten percent 
of residents in disadvantaged neighborhoods were unemployed, 30% 
below the poverty line, and 15% were without a high school diploma, all 
notably higher than advantaged or median census tracts. A map of the 
census tracts by concentrated disadvantage categorization is found in 
Appendix D.

3.2.2. Neighborhood disadvantage and carjackings
Prior to the murder of George Floyd, carjackings throughout Min

neapolis were increasing at a rate of 5% per quarter (95% CI: 0.02 to 
0.08). Fig. 5 and Table 2 show that baseline carjacking counts differed 
by census tract advantage. Controlling for other factors, prior to the 
murder of George Floyd, disadvantaged census tracts had over two times 
the incidence rate of carjackings than median census tracts (95% CI: 
1.52 to 3.62) while advantaged tracts had a incidence rate less than half 
that of median tracts (95% CI: 0.22 to 0.80). These baseline associations 
by disadvantage are similar to what was observed for homicide.

In the quarter following the murder, the immediate post-killing 

Table 1 
Minneapolis census tract characteristics & average quarterly carjackings by neighborhood disadvantage, 2017–2022.

Entire Sample Disadvantaged 
(Bottom 25%)

Median 
(25–75%)

Advantaged 
(Top 25%)

(n = 121 Census Tracts) (n = 30 Census Tracts) (n = 61 Census Tracts) (n = 30 Census Tracts)

Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Census Tract Characteristics
Population Size 3509 1085 3453 1082 3402 1103 3782 1037
Non-Hispanic White, % 59.0 24.2 28.0 16.2 63.0 15.7 81.9 8.3
Non-Hispanic Black, % 19.1 18.4 39.4 18.5 16.2 13.5 4.8 4.5
Hispanic, % 9.9 8.7 18.3 11.2 8.5 5.9 4.2 2.5
Unemployment Rate 5.8 4.7 10.4 6.8 5.0 2.4 2.7 1.4
Poverty Rate 17.8 14.1 29.8 10.8 16.9 12.8 7.7 10.6
Female Headed Household, % 4.1 2.9 7.5 2.7 3.4 2.0 1.8 1.0
Residents not having a high school diploma, % 6.6 6.0 14.6 4.9 5.4 3.2 1.1 0.9
Age <18 years, % 19.8 10.9 31.0 8.9 16.6 8.7 15.2 9.3
Age 19–29 years, % 24.5 18.0 20.8 6.8 27.0 21.2 23.1 18.3
Age 30–49 years, % 29.9 7.9 27.4 5.5 30.7 9.1 30.6 7.2
Age 50+ years, % 25.8 10.3 20.8 7.2 25.8 10.7 31.1 9.7
Average Number of Quarterly Carjackings

Before the murder of George Floyd 0.2 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.1 0.4 0.05 0.2
After the murder of George Floyd 1.1 1.7 2.2 2.3 0.8 1.2 0.8 1.5

SD = Standard Deviation.

Fig. 5. Predicted quarterly carjacking counts by neighborhood disadvantage 
Minneapolis, 2017–2022.

Table 2 
Negative binomial interrupted time series GEE model (N = 3025).

IRR [95% CI]

Carjackings Homicides

Time 1.05** 1.06*
[1.02–1.08] [1.01–1.12]

Immediate Post-Killing Effect 3.70*** 1.99*
[2.39–5.74] [1.13–3.51]

Concentrated Disadvantage (CD) (ref: Median)
Advantaged 0.42*** 0.37*

[0.22–0.80] [0.17–0.79]
Disadvantaged 2.35*** 1.65

[1.52–3.62] [0.87–3.15]
Immediate Effect*CD (ref: Median)

Advantaged 1.59 0.48
[0.72–3.51] [0.11–2.02]

Disadvantaged 0.93 1.84*
[0.55–1.55] [1.03–3.30]

Sustained Post-Killing Effect 1.09 0.87***
[0.96–1.24] [0.80–0.93]

Sustained Effect*CD (ref: Median)
Advantaged 1.26 1.22*

[0.95–1.66] [1.05–1.41]
Disadvantaged 0.94 0.93

[0.78–1.13] [0.86–1.00]
Quadratic Post-Killing Effect 0.99* –

[0.97–0.99] –
Quadratic Effect*CD (ref: Median)

Advantaged 0.98 –
[0.96–1.01] –

Disadvantaged 1.01 –
[0.99–1.02] –

Percent Black 1.01* 1.02**
[1.00–1.03] [1.01–1.04]

Age (ref: 50+ years)
Age <18 1.04** 1.00

[1.01–1.06] [0.97–1.04]
Age 20-29 1.03** 1.00

[1.01–1.04] [0.98–1.02]
Age 30-49 1.04** 1.00

[1.01–1.07] [0.96–1.04]
Constant 0.00*** 0.01***

[0.00–0.00] [0.00–0.08]

Number of Census Tracts 121 121
Number of Observations per Census Tract 25 25

IRR=Incidence Rate Ratio, *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001.
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effects varied by census tract socio-economic advantage (Appendix E, 
Table E1). Disadvantaged tracts experienced the largest immediate in
crease in predicted quarterly carjacking counts. In the three months 
leading up to the murder of George Floyd, disadvantaged tracts had on 
average a predicted 0.44 carjackings per quarter (95% CI: 0.30 to 0.58). 
In the three months following the murder of George Floyd, the predicted 
number of carjackings increased to 1.59 (95% CI: 0.97 to 2.20), a nearly 
threefold increase. Advantaged tracts saw a smaller absolute increase; 
however, given their low baseline rate the relative immediate increase 
was larger than in disadvantaged tracks. Specifically, in the quarter prior 
to the murder of George Floyd, advantaged tracts had an average pre
dicted count of 0.08 carjackings per quarter (95% CI: 0.03 to 0.13). This 
increased 5-fold to a predicted 0.48 carjackings per quarter in the three 
months following the murder (95% CI: 0.16 to 0.80 carjackings).

After the murder of George Floyd, there was an initial increase in 
carjackings which continued through much of 2021 throughout the city 
before declining. The pattern of these trends varied by census tract 
disadvantage. In the most disadvantaged tracts, the peak period 
occurred during the summer of 2021, with a predicted 1.85 carjackings 
(95% CI: 1.39 to 2.31) quarterly. Conversely, median and advantaged 
areas witnessed their highest rates slightly later, between August and 
November 2021. The predicted number of carjackings in these periods 
was 1.00 (95% CI: 0.80 to 1.20) for median tracts and 1.27 (95% CI: 0.61 
to 1.93) for advantaged tracts.

At all time points in the study period, tracts in the top quartile of 
disadvantage experienced quarterly rates that were higher than median 
and more advantaged census tracts (Fig. 5). The highest rates of car
jackings in advantaged neighborhoods were notably higher than the 
average rate of carjackings seen in disadvantaged neighborhoods prior 
to the murder of George Floyd, but still lower than experienced by 
disadvantaged neighborhoods post-killing.

3.2.3. Neighborhood disadvantage and homicides
Homicides display a different time trend than carjackings in relation 

to the police killing of George Floyd and census tract disadvantage, as 
seen in Fig. 6 and Table 2 and predicted quarterly homicide counts 
further detailed in Appendix E. As seen in Table E2 in Appendix E, in the 
three months prior to the police killing, disadvantaged census tracts 
could expect an average of 0.14 homicides a quarter (95% CI: 0.07 to 
0.22) before increasing threefold to 0.56 quarterly carjackings after
wards (95% CI: 0.34 to 0.79). Median neighborhoods saw homicides 
double in the quarter after the murder, rising from a predicted 0.08 
(95% CI: 0.04 to 0.11) to 0.17 (95% CI: 0.09 to 0.26) quarterly homi
cides. In contrast, advantaged neighborhoods experienced a very mini
mal immediate increase, going from 0.03 predicted carjackings both in 
the quarter prior to the murder (95% CI: 0.01 to 0.06) to 0.04 predicted 
carjackings in the quarter following (95% CI: 0.00 to 0.07).

In terms of sustained effects, homicides peaked in disadvantaged and 
median neighborhoods in the first quarter after the murder of George 
Floyd and then decreased to a rate similar to that seen in the months 
immediately prior to the police killing. In contrast, advantaged neigh
borhoods experienced a delayed increase in homicides that began in 
early 2021 and continued throughout the post-killing study period. 
Given the very low baseline rate in advantaged census tracts, one ho
micide could have a large impact on these time trends.

3.2.4. Tests of robustness
Tests of robustness results are in Appendix F. We predict weekly 

counts for the quarter preceding the murder of George Floyd (2/24/ 
20–5/24/20) and immediately following (5/25/20–8/24/20) to ensure 
each crime did not precipitously rise in the weeks prior to the police 
killing. We find that, as seen in our quarterly data, there is a steady 
linear increase in the weeks prior, but a notable spike the week of George 
Floyd’s murder. There is less stability of estimates with the weekly 
counts. A linear model with the quarterly crime rate as the outcome 
shows similar findings. Finally, the addition of police stops did not 
substantively change our estimates, suggesting that the effects we 
observe are not entirely mediated by police behavior.

4. Discussion

Previous literature on the spatial distribution of carjackings focused 
on the crime’s occurrence in proximity to physical features of a neigh
borhood, such as distance from a bus stop or gas station, and not a 
community’s socio-economic (dis)advantage, which is known to be a 
strong predictor of other violent crimes (Barton et al., 2021; Felson et al., 
2022; Jones-Webb and Wall, 2008; Krivo and Peterson, 1996; Lersch, 
2017). This study sought to examine how the rate and geographical 
distribution of carjackings changed in the wake of the events of 2020 
and how it varied by neighborhood socio-economic (dis)advantage. 
Specifically, we wanted to learn whether the perceived increase in 
carjackings reflected a true increase or if this perception was influenced 
by carjackings dispersing in a way that more affluent neighborhoods 
were also affected. To provide a frame of reference for our spatiotem
poral analysis, we benchmarked our novel carjacking findings against 
homicide, a crime that has been well-researched in criminology and 
epidemiology.

We observed two key findings. First, the increase in carjackings in 
Minneapolis from 2017 to 2022 is significant. While carjacking is still a 
relatively rare event, we saw a fivefold increase in carjackings following 
the murder of George Floyd and the ensuing social unrest. This uptick 
was experienced by nearly all census tracts, such that many socially 
advantaged neighborhoods experienced a carjacking for the first time in 
the post-killing period during our study period. Second, this change in 
carjacking rates varied by a census tracts’ relative (dis)advantage. In 
absolute terms, the greatest carjacking increases occurred in disadvan
taged neighborhoods. However, more advantaged neighborhoods, 
where violent crime is extremely rare at baseline, saw a greater relative 
increase. Both of these divergent findings—the overall burden of car
jackings being higher in disadvantaged neighborhoods and advantaged 
neighborhoods having a greater relative increase—have potential im
plications for health and health equity.

First, exposure to violence is consistently associated with negative 
mental and physical health outcomes (Rivara et al., 2019). This ineq
uitable exposure to violence in disadvantaged neighborhoods further 
perpetuates health and social inequities. It reflects systemic racism 
enacted through policies, such as redlining, that has blocked Black in
dividuals from pathways to homeownership and wealth accumulation 
leading to racially segregated neighborhoods of concentrated disad
vantage with higher levels of violent crime exposure (Poulson et al., 
2021; Bailey et al., 2017). Second, the greater relative increase in more 
advantaged neighborhoods, which tend to have more collective efficacy 
and higher levels of political connectedness, raises the risk of a 

Fig. 6. Predicted quarterly homicide counts by neighborhood disadvantage 
Minneapolis, 2017–2022.
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disproportionate policy backlash including punitive criminal justice 
responses, known to have a negative impact on population health, 
particularly for communities of color (Lane, 2018).

Our first key finding that there was an overall increase in carjackings 
over our study period aligns with previous research reporting that vio
lent crime has risen in urban areas since the summer of 2020 (Thompson 
and Tapp, 2022). One could hypothesize that, in line with strain theory 
(Agnew, 1985), spaces have more elevated criminal activity when under 
the emotional strain of the COVID-19 pandemic and the high-profile 
murder of George Floyd by police within the city (Kim and Phillips, 
2021)—events that disproportionately affected the mental health of 
disadvantaged and Black communities (Maffly-Kipp et al., 2021; San
taularia et al., 2024). In tandem, the murder of George Floyd also occurs 
at a time when social controls and bonds, through the closing of schools, 
extracurriculars, and community organizations in the first few months of 
the pandemic, were already weak (Hirschi, 1969).

We see this in our data with a small increase of carjackings in March 
2020, coinciding with the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, and a 
much larger spike occurring immediately after the murder of George 
Floyd. Our observation parallels what Peres and Nivette (2017)
observed in Brazil—high social disorganization in a city can lead to an 
increase in violent crime. Similarly, the police violence and shutdown of 
these typical community supports may have increased system avoidance 
and decreased social capital leading to an increase in crime (Brayne, 
2014; Szreter and Woolcock, 2004).

However, the spatial dispersion we observed in carjackings diverges 
from the crime literature. Weisburd (2015) showed that while there is 
variability in crime across cities, within a city, crimes are typically 
concentrated in certain areas of the city and remain that way over time. 
This is true down to the street level, with specific street segments and 
intersections often responsible for the majority of violent crime in a city 
(Braga et al., 2010). Existing studies have observed that the spatial 
clustering of other types of violent crime remains relatively stable even 
amidst increasing crime (Larson et al., 2023; Chainey and Monteiro, 
2019; Drake et al., 2022; Peres and Nivette, 2017). This is counter to 
what we observed with carjackings in Minneapolis from 2017 to 2022.

Compared to homicide, we saw greater dispersion to areas of the city 
not typically accustomed to crime. The mobility of motor vehicles likely 
contributes to this phenomenon, making carjackings less spatially 
restricted than homicides. During our study period, Minneapolis, like 
many other US cities, experienced a significant spike in homicides 
alongside a decrease in police presence (Adams et al., 2023; Cassell, 
2020; Mourtgos et al., 2022). With limited police resources focusing on 
more serious crimes, carjackings were likely able to spread throughout 
the city (Zhang et al., 2024).

The dispersion of carjackings throughout the city may help account 
for the greater fear and public concern expressed among persons at 
relatively low risk of experiencing other forms of victimization, a 
concern picked up by the media (Sawyer, 2020). Although the rela
tionship between actual crime rates and the fear of crime is complex and 
often do not align (Farrall et al., 2009; Indermaur and Roberts, 2005; 
Prieto Curiel and Bishop, 2016; Quillian and Pager, 2001), Prieto Curiel 
and Bishop (2018) found that, even with a constant crime rate, fear of 
crime increases with dispersion, as more individuals perceive that they 
are at risk of being victimized.

We also know that the impact of violence is not limited just to those 
who are victims of or witnesses to acts of violence; simply living in 
proximity to an acute violent crime event can have negative effects on an 
individual (Sharkey, 2010). In our study, after the murder of George 
Floyd, 90% of census tracts were responsible for the increase in car
jackings. Finally, we know that individuals infrequently exposed to 
adversity can have more exaggerated outcomes when exposed to 

trauma, as they have not developed the coping mechanisms that those 
with more chronic exposure have (Liu et al., 2020; Schroeder et al., 
2020), which could support our hypothesis of a greater public outcry, as 
the crime dispersed into advantaged neighborhoods.

This may also explain the increased media attention to carjackings. 
In well-studied crimes such as homicides, while the prevalence of the 
crime is higher in Black and Hispanic neighborhoods, the media is more 
likely to report on those homicides that occur in predominantly non- 
Hispanic White neighborhoods or when the victim is White (Barton 
et al., 2021; Bjornstrom et al., 2010; Sorenson et al., 1998; White et al., 
2021). The findings of our study suggest that this dynamic may also be 
true with carjackings. Examining the relationship between where a 
carjacking occurs and whether it is reported on in the media in future 
studies would better answer this question.

The fear engendered by dispersion of carjackings into more advan
taged neighborhoods may also result in harm to communities of color 
due to punitive policy reactions. There are racialized perceptions of 
crime and which victims—often White—matter, triggering more puni
tive responses (Ghandnoosh, 2014). Advantaged, predominantly White 
neighborhoods–those with higher levels of home ownership, better 
housing and more maintained public spaces–are also more likely to have 
higher levels of collective efficacy (Uchida et al., 2013). It is likely that 
in response to the rising carjackings, more advantaged neighborhoods 
would work together through informal social controls to combat the 
carjackings dispersing into their neighborhood, as well as leverage 
existing reserves of social and cultural capital to drive media reporting 
and compel a response from the authorities.

One can envision this happening through a few different mecha
nisms. First, the increased social ties in advantaged neighborhoods could 
lead to increased guardianship or supervision in these neighborhoods by 
residents (Bellair, 2000). This guardianship could come in the form of 
video doorbell recordings or communications on apps such as NextDoor, 
notifying neighbors of suspicious activity. Second, it is also likely that 
neighborhoods with concentrated affluence would use their political 
capital to keep carjackings out of their neighborhoods, so that they can 
remain both advantaged and non-victimized (Massey, 1996). Lyons 
(2007) observed in Chicago that anti-Black hate crimes were more 
numerous in predominantly White neighborhoods with higher levels of 
informal social control, illustrative of the advantaged communities’ at
tempts to defend against the perceived threat of Black individuals.

Our second research question asked how the observed increase in 
carjackings rates varied by neighborhood disadvantage. We found that 
more advantaged neighborhoods, where violent crime is extremely rare, 
saw a greater relative increase, due to their low baseline rate. However, 
the harms of the observed increase in carjackings are borne largely by 
disadvantaged neighborhoods, which contain a higher proportion of 
individuals of color and individuals of lower socioeconomic status. This 
is similar to the carjacking patterns observed both nationally and 
internationally. In the United States, Black and Hispanic individuals are 
over three times more likely than non-Hispanic White individuals to be a 
victim of carjacking, as are households with incomes less than $75,000 
(Harrell, 2022) while in South Africa 97% of carjacking victims are 
Black (Gilbert, 1996).

Exposure to crime is one of the many ways in which neighborhood 
disadvantage negatively impacts the health of communities and exac
erbates health inequities (Ross and Mirowsky, 2001). Crime’s impact on 
health can occur through direct victimization and also through indirect 
pathways. While being a direct victim of a violent crime is a relatively 
rare event with an estimated 0.98% of the US population age 12 and 
older being the victim of a violent crime in 2021, the negative physical 
and mental health effects of direct victimization is concentrated with the 
poor and people of color most likely to be victims (Kilpatrick and 
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Acierno, 2003; Thompson and Tapp, 2022). Indirectly, exposure to 
neighborhood violence has been linked to a multitude of negative health 
outcomes across the lifecourse, including preterm birth (Messer et al., 
2006), adverse child health and cognitive outcomes (Jackson et al., 
2019; Sharkey, 2010; Sharkey et al., 2012), poor mental health 
(Aneshensel and Sucoff, 1996; Curry et al., 2008; Ellen et al., 2001), 
decreased quality of life (Hitchens, 2023), and increased overall mor
tality (Wilkinson et al., 1998) to name a few. Our study contributes new 
information on carjackings to the large body of literature showing an 
unequal distribution of other crimes across space—an inequity that has 
only widened since 2020—with clustering in disadvantaged neighbor
hoods (Campdelli et al., 2020; Johnson and Roman, 2022; Kim, 2022; 
Morenoff et al., 2001). Further, our work illustrates how police violence 
can exacerbate the exposure to violent crime, marking police killings as 
a distinct health issue.

Our study has several limitations. First, we could only measure those 
carjackings and homicides for which there was a police report. While 
crime data can be skewed due a lack of accurate reporting, our study is 
strengthened by comparing two crimes for which there is relatively 
accurate reporting (Hart and Rennison, 2003). In addition, data on de
mographic characteristics (including race) of the victims and offenders 
are not recorded on police reports or available from other sources. 
Reporting of race in Minneapolis police reports significantly decreased 
after the murder of George Floyd (United States Department of Justice, 
2023). The race of individuals, as well as the racial characteristics of 
neighborhoods, may play an important role in carjackings. Although our 
data can only speak to the latter, our analysis is useful in providing a 
clear picture of the overall spatial and temporal pattern of carjackings 
across the city of Minneapolis before and after the George Floyd murder.

Second, our findings may not be generalizable outside of Minneap
olis. We know that context matters and crime patterns do not occur 
across time and place uniformly (Ashby, 2020). Third, there may be 
misclassification due to change in coding of carjackings by the Minne
apolis Police Department in September 2020. While we followed the 
procedure for coding and decision making that is used within the Police 
Department, it is possible that the two time periods are not comparable, 
though the change was a change in classification, and not measurement. 
Fourth, we did not control for the physical or built environment, which 
have been associated with carjackings in previous studies. While our ITS 
design is robust to all time-constant unobserved heterogeneity in Min
neapolis, time-varying changes correlated with the timing of the police 
murder represent a threat to our causal identification. Finally, although 
carjackings rose after the murder of George Floyd, they remain a rela
tively rare crime. In light of this rarity and our interest in assessing pre- 
and post-event change and the influence of tract-level socioeconomic 
effects characteristics, we chose to aggregate to the Census tract level 
(following e.g., Baumer et al., 2022). An alternative approach would 
involve examining hot spot clusters at lower levels of aggregation (e.g., 
Sadler et al., 2022). Further research at the level of the block or street 
segment would contribute greatly to understanding of concentration 
within such tracts (e.g., Felson et al., 2022).

Our analysis suggests that high profile police murders may create 
social conditions that undermine public safety and increase crimes such 
as carjackings and homicides. One implication that follows from this 
analysis is that reducing police brutality should be an important part of a 
multifaceted strategy to reduce such crimes, and the health 

consequences that follow from them. As of this writing, the City of 
Minneapolis is under a court-enforced settlement agreement with the 
state of Minnesota for civil rights violations by its police department, 
and a federal consent decree is pending.

To further advance health equity and public safety, a number of in
terventions to curb carjackings are being proposed and implemented. 
For instance, in 2023 the Minnesota legislature defined a new crime of 
carjacking that paralleled existing robbery crimes. After receiving public 
input, the Minnesota Sentencing Guidelines Commission (2024) ranked 
carjacking one severity level higher than its robbery counterpart (e.g., 
whereas robbery at gunpoint is ranked at severity level 8, the Com
mission ranked carjacking at gunpoint at severity level 9). Recent fed
eral prosecution of more serious or repeat carjacking, such as carjacking 
groups who have systematically targeted Uber and Lyft drivers, may also 
increase formal and informal controls (Montemayor, 2024). The city of 
Minneapolis is also actively recruiting police and non-police public 
safety personnel. More broadly, however, the certainty of punishment is 
also enhanced by rising public awareness and greater informal guard
ianship by community members. Concurrently, it is imperative that 
policies also address the structural causes of crime and the concentrated 
disadvantage that helps account for neighborhood differences in 
carjacking and homicide. Together, such strategies may offer a holistic 
approach to mitigating carjacking and related crimes, while also pro
moting equity.

In conclusion, this study adds to the literature by examining the role 
that the murder of George Floyd had in influencing violent crime rates, 
specifically carjackings and homicides, in Minneapolis and how that 
effect was modified by neighborhood disadvantage. We find that car
jackings follow the overall trend for other violent crimes and remain at a 
higher rate in disadvantaged neighborhoods. However, carjackings are 
unique in their dispersion to areas of the city less accustomed to violent 
crime. Public policy solutions to reduce crime must be grounded in 
health equity and avoid harsher sentencing that negatively affects 
communities of color already suffering most from violent crime.
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Appendix A. Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA)—concentrated disadvantage

Table A 
CFA measurement model of concentrated disadvantage.

LHS Specification RHS Std (Beta) SE P-Value

1 Conc Dis FL Unemployment Rate 0.685 0.004 0
2 Conc Dis FL Poverty Rate 0.561 0.004 0
3 Conc Dis FL Female Headed Household Rate 0.702 0.003 0
4 Conc Dis FL No High School Diploma Rate 0.845 0.003 0
5 Conc Dis Cov. Poverty Rate 0.198 0.006 0

LR χ2 vs. saturated (2) = 94.97, RMSEA = 0.035 (PCLOSE = 1.0), CFI = 0.999, SRMR = 0.006.

Appendix Table A represents the creation of the latent neighborhood construct of concentrated disadvantage via a confirmatory factor analysis 
(CFA) measurement model. Many social science studies using multiple measures as indicators of a latent construct will create a simple summative 
measure of the indicators, and then use the combined measure in subsequent analysis. This has the limitation of treating the measurement error 
involved in the creation of the measure as variation in the measure itself, and the use of CFA avoids this limitation by explicitly accounting for 
measurement error within the measurement model. CFA is a theory-driven technique where proposed relationships between observed indicator 
variables, and an unobserved latent variable that is purported to account for the dependencies between the observed variables, is specified. The 
coefficients, or factor loadings, of these ACS items are estimated via maximum likelihood estimation. The model scales the dependent variable, 
concentrated disadvantage, by assuming that the latent variable’s variance is standardized to 1, thereby making the factor loadings represent stan
dardized effects between the latent construct and a particular indicator variable, and can be interpreted as correlation coefficients. Predicted, 
standardized scores for each ZCTA-week are created from the above measurement model to create measures of concentrated disadvantage used in the 
subsequent panel modeling.

CFA model fit is captured through four standard measures of model fit: 1) A likelihood-ratio chi-squared test between the fitted model and a 
saturated model, which is the model that fits the covariances perfectly, 2) the Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, a scaled absolute measure of 
fit that adjusts the chi-squared for model parsimony (values below 0.05 indicate good model fit; PCLOSE is also reported, the probability under the null 
hypothesis that RMSEA is below 0.05 that the RMSEA is below 0.05), 3) the Comparative Fit Index (CFI), which compares the fit of the null model and 
the fitted model adjusting for model complexity (values > 0.9 indicate good model fit) and 4) the Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) 
which quantifies the standardized difference between the observed covariances and the predicted covariances (values < 0.08 indicate good model fit) 
(Hu and Bentler, 1998). The CFA model for concentrated disadvantage was fit using the ‘lavaan’ package in R (Rosseel, 2012).

The CFA measurement model, represented in tabular form in Appendix Table A, depicts the CFA of concentrated disadvantage using four different 
indicators of the latent variable (unemployment rate, poverty rate, no high school degree rate, female headed-household rate) of concentrated 
disadvantage alongside a specified residual correlation between the unemployment rate and the poverty rate. All estimated factor loadings and 
specified residual covariances exhibit statistically significant estimates. Overall, all measures of model fit are indicative of excellent model fit. In 
addition, both the absolute fit measure of RMSEA (0.00, probability <0.05 1.0), and the comparative CFI (1.0), both of which penalize for model 
complexity, are both indicative of superb model fit. Finally, an SRMR of 0.004, lower than 0.08, is indicative of very little standardized discrepancies 
between the observed and predicted correlation matrices.

Appendix B. Moran’s I scatter plots

Figures B1 and B2 present the Moran’s I scatter plots for carjackings and homicides, respectively. The plots allow one to visualize the spatial 
clustering between a census tract’s change in the carjacking or homicide rate after the murder of George Floyd and the change observed in the tract’s 
neighbors. The slope of the best fitted line (seen in blue) is the overall Global Moran’s I (Anselin, 1996). The plots are divided into four different 
quadrants, which represent the four potential relationships between a census tract and its neighbors:

(1) The first quadrant (upper right) displays census tracts in which focal census tract had a high level of change in carjackings after the murder of 
George Floyd, as did its neighbors (“hot spots”)

(2) The second quadrant (top left) shows census tracts that experienced a small change in carjackings surrounded by tracts that also experienced a 
little change (“cold spots”)

(3) The third quadrant (bottom left) indicates census tracts with low levels of change surrounded by high (“outliers”)
(4) Finally, the fourth quadrant (bottom right) consists of census tracts that displayed high levels of change in their rate after the murder of George 

Floyd and are neighbored by low (“outliers”)

Both Fig. 3a and b indicate that the slope of the best-fitting line is positive, meaning that the Global Moran’s I is greater than the null of 0 and that 
focal census tracts experienced similar changes in their carjacking and homicide rates to their neighbors after the murder of George Floyd. This slope, 
and therefore spatial autocorrelation, is higher in carjackings (Global Moran’s I 0.467, p < 0.001) than homicides (Global Moran’s I 0.186, p < 0.001), 
meaning neighboring census tracts were more likely to experience similar levels of change for carjackings than for homicides. This larger Moran’s I for 
carjackings is due to nearly all of the census tracts falling in the upper right quadrant. With the vast majority of census tracts experiencing an increase 
in carjackings, it was more likely that neighboring tracts also experienced an increase. 
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Fig. B1. Moran’s I plot carjacking change spatial autocorrelation.

Fig. B2. Moran’s I plot homicide change spatial autocorrelation.

Appendix C. LISA plots

To show the location of spatial clusters, a Local Indicator of Spatial Autocorrelation (LISA) was calculated, and clusters with a p-value<0.05 were 
displayed. LISA is helpful for identifying hot spots– census tracts that saw a large change in crime after the murder of George Floyd surrounded by 
census tracts that also saw a large change in the crime rate. Cold spots are census tracts that experienced a small change in the crime rate and are 
surrounded by neighbors that also experienced a similar small change in crime. LISA also identifies outliers–either census tracts with a large crime 
change surrounded by neighboring tracts with small amounts of change or census tracts with low levels of crime change surrounded by neighboring 
tracts with a large change in crime (Anselin, 1995).
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The LISA maps in Figures C1 (carjackings) and C2 (homicides) show clusters of each crime throughout Minneapolis. In Figure C1 for carjackings, 
there is a hotspot in the area of south Minneapolis near the area where George Floyd was murdered. Here, tracts that experienced a large amount of 
change in crime are surrounded by neighbors that also experienced similar levels of change. Those census tracts at the far south of the city and a few 
near the northern suburbs experienced low levels of change in carjacking rates and were surrounded by neighborhoods that also had low amounts of 
change in carjacking rates.

With homicides in Figure C2, there are fewer and smaller hot and cold spots, with two clusters of Census tracts with high levels of change in the 
homicide rate surrounded by neighbors with high homicide change, one in south Minneapolis near the murder of George Floyd and the other in north 
Minneapolis.

Fig. C1. LISA plot for carjacking change pre/post murder of George Floyd.
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Fig. C2. LISA plot for homicide change pre/post murder of George Floyd.

Appendix D. Minneapolis census tracts by concentrated disadvantage categorization

Fig. D. Minneapolis concentrated disadvantage by census tract, 2020 ACS 5-year estimates.
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Appendix E. Predicted quarterly crime counts by neighborhood disadvantage

Table E1 
Predicted quarterly carjacking counts, by neighborhood disadvantage.

Date Range Quarters Since Police Killing Disadvantaged (Bottom 25%) Median (25–75%) Advantaged (Top 25%)

(n = 30 Census Tracts) (n = 61 Census Tracts) (n = 30 Census Tracts)

Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI

1/1/17–2/26/17 − 14 0.24 (0.15, 0.33) 0.10 (0.07, 0.13) 0.04 (0.02, 0.07)
2/27/17–5/28/17 − 13 0.25 (0.16, 0.34) 0.11 (0.07, 0.14) 0.04 (0.02, 0.07)
5/29/17–8/27/17 − 12 0.26 (0.17, 0.35) 0.11 (0.08, 0.14) 0.05 (0.02, 0.08)
8/28/17–11/26/17 − 11 0.27 (0.19, 0.36) 0.12 (0.08, 0.15) 0.05 (0.02, 0.08)
11/27/17–2/25/18 − 10 0.29 (0.20, 0.37) 0.12 (0.09, 0.16) 0.05 (0.02, 0.08)
2/26/18–5/27/18 − 9 0.30 (0.21, 0.39) 0.13 (0.09, 0.16) 0.05 (0.02, 0.09)
5/28/18–8/26/18 − 8 0.32 (0.23, 0.41) 0.13 (0.10, 0.17) 0.06 (0.02, 0.09)
8/27/18–11/25/18 − 7 0.33 (0.24, 0.42) 0.14 (0.10, 0.18) 0.06 (0.02, 0.09)
11/26/18–2/24/19 − 6 0.35 (0.25, 0.44) 0.15 (0.11, 0.19) 0.06 (0.02, 0.10)
2/25/19–5/26/19 − 5 0.36 (0.26, 0.47) 0.16 (0.11, 0.20) 0.06 (0.02, 0.11)
5/27/19–8/25/19 − 4 0.38 (0.27, 0.49) 0.16 (0.11, 0.21) 0.07 (0.02, 0.11)
8/26/19–11/24/19 − 3 0.40 (0.28, 0.52) 0.17 (0.12, 0.22) 0.07 (0.03, 0.12)
11/25/19–2/23/20 − 2 0.42 (0.29, 0.55) 0.18 (0.12, 0.24) 0.07 (0.03, 0.12)
2/24/20–5/20/20 − 1 0.44 (0.30, 0.58) 0.19 (0.12, 0.25) 0.08 (0.03, 0.13)
5/25/20–8/23/20 0 1.59 (0.97, 2.20) 0.73 (0.44, 1.02) 0.48 (0.16, 0.80)
8/24/20–11/22/20 1 1.69 (1.18, 2.20) 0.82 (0.56, 1.09) 0.67 (0.31, 1.03)
11/23/20–2/21/21 2 1.78 (1.32, 2.23) 0.90 (0.66, 1.15) 0.87 (0.45, 1.30)
2/22/21–5/23/21 3 1.83 (1.38, 2.28) 0.96 (0.74, 1.19) 1.06 (0.54, 1.58)
5/24/21–8/22/21 4 1.85 (1.39, 2.31) 0.99 (0.78, 1.21) 1.20 (0.59, 1.81)
8/23/21–11/21/21 5 1.84 (1.37, 2.31) 1.00 (0.80, 1.20) 1.27 (0.61, 1.93)
11/22/21–2/20/22 6 1.80 (1.34, 2.25) 0.97 (0.78, 1.16) 1.26 (0.61, 1.90)
2/21/22–5/22/22 7 1.72 (1.29, 2.15) 0.92 (0.74, 1.10) 1.16 (0.59, 1.73)
5/23/22–8/21/22 8 1.62 (1.22, 2.02) 0.84 (0.66, 1.03) 1.00 (0.54, 1.46)
8/22/22–11/20/22 9 1.50 (1.11, 1.89) 0.75 (0.55, 0.96) 0.81 (0.44, 1.17)
11/21/22–12/31/22 10 1.37 (0.94, 1.79) 0.65 (0.43, 0.88) 0.61 (0.30, 0.92)

Table E2 
Predicted quarterly homicide counts, by neighborhood disadvantage.

Date Range Quarters Since Police Killing Disadvantaged (Bottom 25%) Median (25–75%) Advantaged (Top 25%)

(n = 30 Census Tracts) (n = 61 Census Tracts) (n = 30 Census Tracts)

Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI

1/1/17–2/26/17 − 14 0.06 (0.03, 0.10) 0.04 (0.01, 0.07) 0.01 (0.00, 0.03)
2/27/17–5/28/17 − 13 0.07 (0.04, 0.10) 0.04 (0.02, 0.06) 0.02 (0.00, 0.03)
5/29/17–8/27/17 − 12 0.07 (0.04, 0.11) 0.04 (0.02, 0.07) 0.02 (0.00, 0.03)
8/28/17–11/26/17 − 11 0.08 (0.05, 0.11) 0.05 (0.02, 0.07) 0.02 (0.00, 0.03)
11/27/17–2/25/18 − 10 0.08 (0.05, 0.12) 0.05 (0.02, 0.08) 0.02 (0.00, 0.03)
2/26/18–5/27/18 − 9 0.09 (0.05, 0.12) 0.05 (0.03, 0.08) 0.02 (0.01, 0.03)
5/28/18–8/26/18 − 8 0.09 (0.06, 0.13) 0.06 (0.03, 0.08) 0.02 (0.01, 0.04)
8/27/18–11/25/18 − 7 0.10 (0.06, 0.14) 0.06 (0.03, 0.09) 0.02 (0.01, 0.04)
11/26/18–2/24/19 − 6 0.11 (0.06, 0.15) 0.06 (0.04, 0.09) 0.03 (0.01, 0.04)
2/25/19–5/26/19 − 5 0.11 (0.07, 0.16) 0.07 (0.04, 0.10) 0.03 (0.01, 0.04)
5/27/19–8/25/19 − 4 0.12 (0.07, 0.17) 0.07 (0.04, 0.10) 0.03 (0.01, 0.05)
8/26/19–11/24/19 − 3 0.13 (0.07, 0.19) 0.08 (0.04, 0.11) 0.03 (0.01, 0.05)
11/25/19–2/23/20 − 2 0.14 (0.07, 0.20) 0.08 (0.05, 0.12) 0.03 (0.01, 0.05)
2/24/20–5/20/20 − 1 0.14 (0.07, 0.22) 0.09 (0.05, 0.13) 0.03 (0.01, 0.06)
5/25/20–8/23/20 0 0.56 (0.34, 0.79) 0.18 (0.09, 0.28) 0.03 (0.00, 0.07)
8/24/20–11/22/20 1 0.48 (0.30, 0.67) 0.17 (0.09, 0.25) 0.04 (0.00, 0.07)
11/23/20–2/21/21 2 0.41 (0.26, 0.56) 0.16 (0.08, 0.23) 0.04 (0.01, 0.08)
2/22/21–5/23/21 3 0.35 (0.22, 0.48) 0.14 (0.08, 0.21) 0.05 (0.01, 0.08)
5/24/21–8/22/21 4 0.30 (0.19, 0.41) 0.13 (0.07, 0.19) 0.05 (0.01, 0.09)
8/23/21–11/21/21 5 0.26 (0.16, 0.36) 0.11 (0.07, 0.18) 0.06 (0.02, 0.09)
11/22/21–2/20/22 6 0.22 (0.13, 0.31) 0.11 (0.06, 0.16) 0.06 (0.02, 0.10)
2/21/22–5/22/22 7 0.19 (0.11, 0.27) 0.10 (0.06, 0.15) 0.07 (0.03, 0.12)
5/23/22–8/21/22 8 0.16 (0.09, 0.23) 0.10 (0.05, 0.14) 0.08 (0.03, 0.13)
8/22/22–11/20/22 9 0.14 (0.07, 0.20) 0.09 (0.04, 0.13) 0.09 (0.02, 0.16)
11/21/22–12/31/22 10 0.12 (0.06, 0.18) 0.08 (0.04, 0.12) 0.10 (0.02, 0.18)
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Appendix F. Tests of robustness

Fig. F1. Predicted weekly carjacking counts by neighborhood disadvantage, quarter prior to and after the murder of George Floyd, 2/24/20–8/23/20.

Fig. F2. Predicted weekly homicide counts by neighborhood disadvantage, quarter prior to and after the murder of George Floyd, 2/24/20–8/23/20.

Fig. F3. Predicted quarterly carjacking rate/1000 residents age 18+ by neighborhood disadvantage, Minneapolis 2017–2022.

Fig. F4. Predicted quarterly homicide rate/1000 residents age 18+ by neighborhood disadvantage, Minneapolis 2017–2022.
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Table F1 
Negative binomial interrupted time series GEE model with and without police stops (N = 3025, 121 census tracts with 25 observations per census tract).

Carjackings (Without Police 
Stops)

Carjackings (With Police 
Stops)

Homicides (Without Police 
Stops)

Homicides (With Police 
Stops)

IRR 95% CI IRR 95% CI IRR 95% CI IRR 95% CI

Time 1.05** (1.02, 1.08) 1.07** (1.03, 1.10) 1.06* (1.01, 1.12) 1.09** (1.04, 1.14)
Immediate Post-Killing Effect 3.70*** (2.39, 5.74) 3.93*** (2.54, 6.09) 1.99* (1.13, 3.51) 2.41** (1.28, 4.53)
Concentrated Disadvantage (CD) (ref: Median)

Advantaged 0.42** (0.22, 0.80) 0.46* (0.25, 0.86) 0.37* (0.17, 0.79) 0.47 (0.22, 1.01)
Disadvantaged 2.35*** (1.52, 3.62) 2.19*** (1.48, 3.23) 1.65 (0.87, 3.15) 1.59 (0.88, 2.88)

Immediate Effect*CD (ref: Median)
Advantaged 1.59 (0.72, 3.51) 1.46 (0.68, 3.18) 0.48 (0.11, 2.02) 0.40 (0.09, 1.74)
Disadvantaged 0.93 (0.55, 1.55) 1.00 (0.60, 1.68) 1.84* (1.03, 3.30) 2.08* (1.07, 4.03)

Sustained Post-Killing Effect 1.09 (0.96, 1.24) 1.09 (0.97, 1.23) 0.87*** (0.80, 0.93) 0.85*** (0.79, 0.92)
Sustained Effect*CD (ref: Median)

Advantaged 1.26 (0.95, 1.66) 1.24 (0.94, 1.63) 1.22* (1.05, 1.41) 1.21* (1.04, 1.40)
Disadvantaged 0.94 (0.78, 1.13) 0.95 (0.79, 1.14) 0.93 (0.86, 1.00) 0.93 (0.87, 1.00)

Quadratic Post-Killing Effect 0.99* (0.97, 0.99) 0.98** (0.97, 0.99) – – – –
Quadratic Effect*CD (ref: Median)

Advantaged 0.98 (0.96, 1.01) 0.98 (0.96, 1.01) – – – –
Disadvantaged 1.01 (0.99, 1.02) 1.00 (0.99, 1.02) – – – –

Percent Black 1.01* (1.00, 1.03) 1.01* (1.00, 1.02) 1.02** (1.01, 1.04) 1.02** (1.01, 1.04)
Age (ref: 50+ years)

Age <18 1.04** (1.01, 1.06) 1.03** (1.01, 1.06) 1.00 (0.97, 1.04) 1.00 (0.97, 1.04)
Age 19-29 1.03** (1.01, 1.04) 1.02** (1.01, 1.04) 1.00 (0.98, 1.02) 1.00 (0.98, 1.01)
Age 30-49 1.04** (1.01, 1.07) 1.04** (1.01, 1.07) 1.00 (0.96, 1.04) 1.00 (0.97, 1.03)

Minneapolis Police Stop Rate (lagged one week) – – 1.01*** (1.00, 1.01) – – 1.01*** (1.01, 1.01)
Constant 0.00*** (0.00, 0.00) 0.00*** (0.00, 0.02) 0.02*** (0.01, 0.08) 0.01*** (0.00, 0.05)

IRR=Incidence Rate Ratio, *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001.
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Hill, E., Tiefenthäler, A., Triebert, C., Jordan, D., Willis, H., Stein, R., 2020. How George 
Floyd Was Killed in Police Custody. The New York Times. https://www.nytimes. 
com/2020/05/31/us/george-floyd-investigation.html. (Accessed 16 February 
2024).

Hirschi, T., 1969. Causes of Delinquency. University of California Press, Berkeley. 
Hitchens, B.K., 2023. The cumulative effect of gun homicide-related loss on 

neighborhood perceptions among street-identified black women and girls: a mixed- 
methods study. Soc. Sci. Med. 320, 115675 https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
socscimed.2023.115675.

Hu, L., Bentler, P.M., 1998. Fit indices in covariance structure modeling: Sensitivity to 
underparameterized model misspecification. Psychol. Methods 3 (4), 424–453. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/1082-989X.3.4.424.

Indermaur, D., Roberts, L.D., 2005. Perceptions of crime and justice. In: Australian Social 
Attitudes: the First Report. UNSW Press, pp. 141–160.

Jackson, D.B., Posick, C., Vaughn, M.G., 2019. New evidence of the nexus between 
neighborhood violence, perceptions of danger, and child health. Health Aff. 38 (5), 
746–754.

Jacobs, B., 2013. The manipulation of fear in carjacking. J. Contemp. Ethnogr. 42 (5), 
523–544. https://doi.org/10.1177/0891241612474934.

Jacobs, B., Cherbonneau, M., 2023. Carjacking: scope, structure, process, and prevention. 
Annual Review of Criminology 6 (1), 155–179. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev- 
criminol-030421-042141.

James, C., 2017. Carjacking in South Africa: exploring its consequences for victims. Acta 
Criminol. : African Journal of Criminology & Victimology 30 (2), 147–161. https:// 
doi.org/10.10520/EJC-bb2201032.

Johnson, N.J., Roman, C.G., 2022. Community correlates of change: a mixed-effects 
assessment of shooting dynamics during COVID-19. PLoS One 17 (2), e0263777.

Johnson, O., St Vil, C., Gilbert, K.L., Goodman, M., Johnson, C.A., 2019. How 
neighborhoods matter in fatal interactions between police and men of color. Soc. Sci. 
Med. 220, 226–235. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.11.024.

Jones-Webb, R., Wall, M., 2008. Neighborhood racial/ethnic concentration, social 
disadvantage, and homicide risk: an ecological analysis of 10 US cities. J. Urban 
Health 85 (5), 662–676.

Kilpatrick, D.G., Acierno, R., 2003. Mental health needs of crime victims: epidemiology 
and outcomes. J. Trauma Stress: Official Publication of The International Society for 
Traumatic Stress Studies 16 (2), 119–132.

Kim, D.Y., 2022. The impact of COVID-19 on gun violence across census tracts in NYC. 
Homicide Stud. 26 (4), 379–402.

Kim, D.Y., Phillips, S.W., 2021. When COVID-19 and guns meet: a rise in shootings. 
J. Crim. Justice 73, 101783.

King, R.D., Massoglia, M., Uggen, C., 2012. Employment and exile: US criminal 
deportations, 1908–2005. Am. J. Sociol. 117 (6), 1786–1825.

Kirk, D.S., Matsuda, M., 2011. Legal cynicism, collective efficacy, and the ecology of 
arrest. Criminology 49 (2), 443–472.

Kovera, M.B., 2019. Racial disparities in the criminal justice system: prevalence, causes, 
and a search for solutions. J. Soc. Issues 75 (4), 1139–1164.

Krivo, L.J., Peterson, R.D., 1996. Extremely disadvantaged neighborhoods and urban 
crime. Soc. Forces 75 (2), 619–648. https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/75.2.619.

Krug, E.G., Mercy, J.A., Dahlberg, L.L., Zwi, A.B., 2002. The world report on violence and 
health. Lancet 360 (9339), 1083–1088.

Kurlychek, M.C., Johnson, B.D., 2019. Cumulative disadvantage in the American 
criminal justice system. Annual Review of Criminology 2 (1), 291–319.

Lane, J., 2018. Addressing juvenile crime: what have we learned, and how should we 
proceed? Criminol. Publ. Pol. 17 (2), 283–307.

Larson, R.P., Santaularia, N.J., Uggen, C., 2023. Temporal and spatial shifts in gun 
violence, before and after a historic police killing in Minneapolis. Spatial Spatio- 
Temporal. Spatial Spatio-Temp. Epidemiol. 47, 100602. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
sste.2023.100602.

Lersch, K.M., 2017. Risky places: an analysis of carjackings in Detroit. J. Crim. Justice 52, 
34–40.

Liu, S.R., Kia-Keating, M., Nylund-Gibson, K., Barnett, M.L., 2020. Co-occurring youth 
profiles of adverse childhood experiences and protective factors: associations with 
health, resilience, and racial disparities. Am. J. Community Psychol. 65 (1–2), 
173–186. https://doi.org/10.1002/ajcp.12387.

Ly, L., 2023. Federal policies and mass incarceration in America. Pol’y Persp. 30, 1.
Lyons, C.J., 2007. Community (dis) organization and racially motivated crime. Am. J. 

Sociol. 113 (3), 815–863.
MacDonald, J., Mohler, G., Brantingham, P.J., 2022. Association between race, shooting 

hot spots, and the surge in gun violence during the COVID-19 pandemic in 
Philadelphia, New York and Los Angeles. Preventive Medicine 165, 107241. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2022.107241.

MacFarquhar, N., 2021. Departures of Police Officers Accelerated during a Year of 
Protests. The New York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/2021/06/11/us/police-re 
tirements-resignations-recruits.html.

Macmillan, R., 2001. Violence and the life course: the consequences of victimization for 
personal and social development. Annu. Rev. Sociol. 27 (1), 1–22. https://doi.org/ 
10.1146/annurev.soc.27.1.1.

Maffly-Kipp, J., Eisenbeck, N., Carreno, D.F., Hicks, J., 2021. Mental health inequalities 
increase as a function of COVID-19 pandemic severity levels. Soc. Sci. Med. 285, 
114275 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2021.114275.

Massey, D.S., 1996. The age of extremes: concentrated affluence and poverty in the 
twenty-first century. Demography 33 (4), 395–412.

Mayne, S.L., Pool, L.R., Grobman, W.A., Kershaw, K.N., 2018. Associations of 
neighbourhood crime with adverse pregnancy outcomes among women in Chicago: 
Analysis of electronic health records from 2009 to 2013. J. Epidemiol. Community 
Health 72 (3), 230–236.

McCall, P.L., Land, K.C., Dollar, C.B., Parker, K.F., 2013. The age structure-crime rate 
relationship: solving a long-standing puzzle. J. Quant. Criminol. 29 (2), 167–190. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-012-9175-9.

Messer, L.C., Kaufman, J.S., Dole, N., Savitz, D.A., Laraia, B.A., 2006. Neighborhood 
crime, deprivation, and preterm birth. Ann. Epidemiol. 16 (6), 455–462.

Messner, S.F., Anselin, L., Baller, R.D., Hawkins, D.F., Deane, G., Tolnay, S.E., 1999. The 
spatial patterning of county homicide rates: an application of exploratory spatial 
data analysis. J. Quant. Criminol. 15 (4), 423–450.

Minnesota Sentencing Guidelines Commission, 2024. 2024 report to the legislature. 
https://mn.gov/sentencing-guidelines/.

Montemayor, S., 2024. Federal sentences imposed in Minneapolis carjacking ring that 
targeted Somali rideshare drivers. Star. Trib. (Minneap. MN). A1. https://www.sta 
rtribune.com/federal-sentences-imposed-in-minneapolis-carjacking-ring-that-targe 
ted-somali-rideshare-drivers/600343474/.

Morenoff, J.D., Sampson, R.J., Raudenbush, S.W., 2001. Neighborhood inequality, 
collective efficacy, and the spatial dynamics of urban violence. Criminology 39 (3), 
517–558.

Morewitz, S., 2019. Kidnapping: carjacking and related crimes. In: Kidnapping and 
Violence. Springer, New York, NY, pp. 153–169.

Mourtgos, S.M., Adams, I.T., Nix, J., 2022. Elevated police turnover following the 
summer of George Floyd protests: a synthetic control study. Criminol. Publ. Pol. 21 
(1), 9–33. https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9133.12556.

Nagin, D.S., 2013. Deterrence: a review of the evidence by a criminologist for 
economists. Annual Review of Economics 5 (1), 83–105. https://doi.org/10.1146/ 
annurev-economics-072412-131310.

Navratil, L., 2021. Minneapolis Has about 200 Fewer Police Officers Available to Work. 
Star Tribune. https://www.startribune.com/minneapolis-has-about-200-fewer-p 
olice-officers-available-to-work/600019034/.

Peres, M.F.T., Nivette, A., 2017. Social disorganization and homicide mortality rate 
trajectories in Brazil between 1991 and 2010. Soc. Sci. Med. 190, 92–100. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.08.013.

Petersilia, J., 1985. Racial disparities in the criminal justice system: a summary. Crime 
Delinquen. 31 (1), 15–34.

Piza, E.L., Wolff, K.T., Hatten, D.N., Barthuly, B.E., 2023. Drug overdoses, geographic 
trajectories, and the influence of built environment and neighborhood 
characteristics. Health Place 79, 102959.

Poulson, M., Neufeld, M.Y., Dechert, T., Allee, L., Kenzik, K.M., 2021. Historic Redlining, 
Structural Racism, and Firearm Violence: A Structural Equation Modeling Approach, 
vol. 3. The Lancet Regional Health-Americas, 100052.

Powell, Z.A., 2023. De-policing, police stops, and crime. Policing: J. Pol. Pract. 17, 
paac070 https://doi.org/10.1093/police/paac070.

A. Lind et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     Social Science & Medicine 358 (2024 ) 117228 

18 

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref43
https://doi.org/10.1086/449114
https://doi.org/10.1086/449114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref46
https://abcnews.go.com/US/carjackings-skyrocketed-parts-country-pandemic/story?id=74674597
https://abcnews.go.com/US/carjackings-skyrocketed-parts-country-pandemic/story?id=74674597
https://www.proquest.com/docview/2407473869/citation/E82422D46E504762PQ/1
https://www.proquest.com/docview/2407473869/citation/E82422D46E504762PQ/1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref50
https://doi.org/10.1177/1741659007087270
https://doi.org/10.1177/1741659007087270
https://dataspace.princeton.edu/handle/88435/dsp01t148fm20r
https://dataspace.princeton.edu/handle/88435/dsp01t148fm20r
https://doi.org/10.1016/0277-9536(96)00131-1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref55
https://bjs.ojp.gov/carjacking-victimization-1995-2021
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref58
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/31/us/george-floyd-investigation.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/31/us/george-floyd-investigation.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref60
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2023.115675
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2023.115675
https://doi.org/10.1037/1082-989X.3.4.424
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref63
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891241612474934
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-criminol-030421-042141
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-criminol-030421-042141
https://doi.org/10.10520/EJC-bb2201032
https://doi.org/10.10520/EJC-bb2201032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref67
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.11.024
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref75
https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/75.2.619
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref79
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sste.2023.100602
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sste.2023.100602
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref81
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajcp.12387
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref84
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2022.107241
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2022.107241
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/06/11/us/police-retirements-resignations-recruits.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/06/11/us/police-retirements-resignations-recruits.html
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.27.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.27.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2021.114275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref89
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-012-9175-9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref92
https://mn.gov/sentencing-guidelines/
https://www.startribune.com/federal-sentences-imposed-in-minneapolis-carjacking-ring-that-targeted-somali-rideshare-drivers/600343474/
https://www.startribune.com/federal-sentences-imposed-in-minneapolis-carjacking-ring-that-targeted-somali-rideshare-drivers/600343474/
https://www.startribune.com/federal-sentences-imposed-in-minneapolis-carjacking-ring-that-targeted-somali-rideshare-drivers/600343474/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref97
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9133.12556
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-economics-072412-131310
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-economics-072412-131310
https://www.startribune.com/minneapolis-has-about-200-fewer-police-officers-available-to-work/600019034/
https://www.startribune.com/minneapolis-has-about-200-fewer-police-officers-available-to-work/600019034/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.08.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.08.013
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref106
https://doi.org/10.1093/police/paac070


Prieto Curiel, R., Bishop, S.R., 2016. A metric of the difference between perception of 
security and victimisation rates. Crime Science 5 (1), 1–15.

Prieto Curiel, R., Bishop, S.R., 2018. Fear of crime: the impact of different distributions of 
victimisation. Palgrave Communications 4 (1), 1–8.

Quillian, L., Pager, D., 2001. Black neighbors, higher crime? The role of racial 
stereotypes in evaluations of neighborhood crime. Am. J. Sociol. 107 (3), 717–767.

R Core Team, 2021. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R 
Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. https://www.R-project.org/. 

Raifman, J., Nocka, K., Jones, D., Bor, J., Lipson, S., Jay, J., Chan, P., 2020. COVID-19 US 
State Policy Database. CUSP. http://www.tinyurl.com/statepolicies.

Rasa, G., 2020. Carjackings are up. In: The Latest Bleak Development of 2020. Yahoo! 
News. https://news.yahoo.com/carjackings-latest-bleak-development-2020-143000 
211.html.

Ratcliffe, J.H., 2010. The spatial dependency of crime increase dispersion. Secur. J. 23 
(1), 18–36.

Ratcliffe, J.H., Taylor, R.B., 2023. The disproportionate impact of post-George Floyd 
violence increases on minority neighborhoods in Philadelphia. J. Crim. Justice 88, 
102103. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2023.102103.

Rivara, F., Adhia, A., Lyons, V., Massey, A., Mills, B., Morgan, E., Simckes, M., Rowhani- 
Rahbar, A., 2019. The effects of violence on health. Health Aff. 38 (10), 1622–1629.

Rosenfeld, R., Lopez, E., 2021. Pandemic, Social Unrest, and Crime in US Cities: June 
2021 Update. Council on Criminal Justice.

Ross, C.E., Mirowsky, J., 2001. Neighborhood disadvantage, disorder, and health. 
J. Health Soc. Behav. 42 (3), 258–276.

Rosseel, Y., 2012. lavaan: An R package for structural equation modeling. J. Statistical 
Software 48 (2), 1–36. https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.i02.

Sadler, R.C., Melde, C., Zeoli, A., Wolfe, S., O’Brien, M., 2022. Characterizing spatio- 
temporal differences in homicides and non-fatal shootings in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 
2006–2015. Applied Spatial Analysis and Policy 15 (1), 117–142.

Sampson, R.J., Laub, J.H., 2005. A Life-Course View of the Development of Crime.
Sampson, R.J., Raudenbush, S.W., Earls, F., 1997. Neighborhoods and violent crime: a 

multilevel study of collective efficacy. Science 277 (5328), 918–924.
Sampson, R.J., Sharkey, P., Raudenbush, S.W., 2008. Durable effects of concentrated 

disadvantage on verbal ability among African-American children. Proc. Natl. Acad. 
Sci. USA 105 (3), 845–852. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0710189104.

Santaularia, N.J., Larson, R.P., Uggen, C., 2024. Mental health before and after George 
Floyd’s murder in Minneapolis in Black, Latine, and White communities. Am. J. 
Epidemiol. in press. 

Sawyer, L., 2020. ’Staggering’ surge in violent carjackings continues across Minneapolis. 
Star. Trib. (Minneap. MN). https://www.startribune.com/staggering-surge-in-violen 
t-carjackings-continues-across-minneapolis/573257391/.

Sawyer, L., Hargarten, J., 2023. Minneapolis police staff levels hit historic lows amid 
struggle for recruitment, retention. Star. Trib., Minneap. MN. https://www.startri 
bune.com/minneapolis-police-staffing-levels-reach-historic-lows-amid-struggle-for 
-recruitment-retention/600305214/. (Accessed 4 March 2024). 

Schroeder, A., Slopen, N., Mittal, M., 2020. Accumulation, timing, and duration of early 
childhood adversity and behavior problems at age 9. J. Clin. Child Adolesc. Psychol. 
49 (1), 36–49. https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2018.1496440.

Sharkey, P., 2010. The acute effect of local homicides on children’s cognitive 
performance. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 107 (26), 11733–11738.

Sharkey, P., 2018. The long reach of violence: a broader perspective on data, theory, and 
evidence on the prevalence and consequences of exposure to violence. Annual 
Review of Criminology 1, 85–102.

Sharkey, P.T., Tirado-Strayer, N., Papachristos, A.V., Raver, C.C., 2012. The effect of 
local violence on children’s attention and impulse control. Am. J. Publ. Health 102 
(12), 2287–2293.

Sorenson, S.B., Manz, J.G., Berk, R.A., 1998. News media coverage and the epidemiology 
of homicide. Am. J. Publ. Health 88 (10), 1510–1514.

Sparks, C.S., 2011. Violent crime in San Antonio, Texas: an application of spatial 
epidemiological methods. Spatial and Spatio-temporal Epidemiology 2 (4), 301–309.

Stokes, K., 2024. Where Minneapolis police reform stands on eve of new contract vote. 
Axios. https://www.axios.com/local/twin-cities/2024/07/02/minneapolis-polic 
e-union-contract-mpd-reforms.

Sugie, N.F., Turney, K., 2017. Beyond incarceration: criminal justice contact and mental 
health. Am. Socio. Rev. 82 (4), 719–743. https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
0003122417713188.

Szreter, S., Woolcock, M., 2004. Health by association? Social capital, social theory, and 
the political economy of public health. Int. J. Epidemiol. 33 (4), 650–667.

Thompson, A., Tapp, S.N., 2022. Criminal Victimization, 2021. Bureau of Justice 
Statistics. U.S. Department of Justice. https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publication 
s/criminal-victimization-2021.

Tuttle, S., 2022. Towards a theory of the racialization of space. Am. Behav. Sci. 66 (11), 
1526–1538. https://doi.org/10.1177/00027642211066051.

Uchida, C.D., Swatt, M.L., Solomon, S.E., Varano, S., 2013. Neighbourhoods and Crime: 
Collective Efficacy and Social Cohesion in Miami-Dade County, Executive Summary. 
Annotation.

United States Department of Justice, 2022. U.S. Attorney Announces New Federal 
Violent Crime Strategy. United States Department of Justice. https://www.justice.go 
v/usao-mn/pr/us-attorney-announces-new-federal-violent-crime-strategy.

United States Department of Justice, 2023. Investigation of the City of Minneapolis and 
the Minneapolis Police Department. United States Department of Justice. https:// 
www.justice.gov/d9/2023-06/minneapolis_findings_report.pdf.

Violence Policy Center, 2022. Black homicide victimization in the United States: an 
analysis of 2019 homicide data. https://vpc.org/studies/blackhomicide22.pdf.

Walker, K., Herman, M., 2023. tidycensus: load US census boundary and attribute data as 
’tidyverse’ and ’sf’-ready data frames. R package version 1.4.3. https://walker-data. 
com/tidycensus/.

Weisburd, D., 2015. The law of crime concentration and the criminology of place. 
Criminology 53 (2), 133–157.

Weitzer, R., 1996. Racial discrimination in the criminal justice system: findings and 
problems in the literature. J. Crim. Justice 24 (4), 309–322.

White, K., Stuart, F., Morrissey, S.L., 2021. Whose lives matter? Race, space, and the 
devaluation of homicide victims in minority communities. Sociology of Race and 
Ethnicity 7 (3), 333–349.

Wildeman, C., Wang, E.A., 2017. Mass incarceration, public health, and widening 
inequality in the USA. Lancet 389 (10077), 1464–1474.

Wilkinson, R.G., Kawachi, I., Kennedy, B.P., 1998. Mortality, the social environment, 
crime and violence. Sociol. Health Illness 20 (5), 578–597.

Wodtke, G.T., Harding, D.J., Elwert, F., 2011. Neighborhood effects in temporal 
perspective: the impact of long-term exposure to concentrated disadvantage on high 
school graduation. Am. Socio. Rev. 76 (5), 713–736.

Wolff, K.T., Intravia, J., Baglivio, M.T., Piquero, A.R., 2022. Violence in the Big Apple 
throughout the COVID-19 pandemic: a borough-specific analysis. J. Crim. Justice 81, 
101929.

Wright, A.W., Austin, M., Booth, C., Kliewer, W., 2017. Systematic review: Exposure to 
community violence and physical health outcomes in youth. J. Pediatr. Psychol. 42 
(4), 364–378. https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jsw088.

Zeoli, A.M., Pizarro, J.M., Grady, S.C., Melde, C., 2014. Homicide as infectious disease: 
using public health methods to investigate the diffusion of homicide. Justice Q. JQ 
31 (3), 609–632.

Zhang, Y., Zhao, J.S., Lin, C.-H., 2024. A link between the George Floyd incident and de- 
policing: evidence from police arrests across three racial and ethnic groups. Police Q. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/10986111241232640, 10986111241232640. 

A. Lind et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     Social Science & Medicine 358 (2024 ) 117228 

19 

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref110
https://www.R-project.org/
http://www.tinyurl.com/statepolicies
https://news.yahoo.com/carjackings-latest-bleak-development-2020-143000211.html
https://news.yahoo.com/carjackings-latest-bleak-development-2020-143000211.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2023.102103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref119
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.i02
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref122
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref123
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref123
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0710189104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref125
https://www.startribune.com/staggering-surge-in-violent-carjackings-continues-across-minneapolis/573257391/
https://www.startribune.com/staggering-surge-in-violent-carjackings-continues-across-minneapolis/573257391/
https://www.startribune.com/minneapolis-police-staffing-levels-reach-historic-lows-amid-struggle-for-recruitment-retention/600305214/
https://www.startribune.com/minneapolis-police-staffing-levels-reach-historic-lows-amid-struggle-for-recruitment-retention/600305214/
https://www.startribune.com/minneapolis-police-staffing-levels-reach-historic-lows-amid-struggle-for-recruitment-retention/600305214/
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2018.1496440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref134
https://www.axios.com/local/twin-cities/2024/07/02/minneapolis-police-union-contract-mpd-reforms
https://www.axios.com/local/twin-cities/2024/07/02/minneapolis-police-union-contract-mpd-reforms
https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122417713188
https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122417713188
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref137
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/criminal-victimization-2021
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/criminal-victimization-2021
https://doi.org/10.1177/00027642211066051
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref140
https://www.justice.gov/usao-mn/pr/us-attorney-announces-new-federal-violent-crime-strategy
https://www.justice.gov/usao-mn/pr/us-attorney-announces-new-federal-violent-crime-strategy
https://www.justice.gov/d9/2023-06/minneapolis_findings_report.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/d9/2023-06/minneapolis_findings_report.pdf
https://vpc.org/studies/blackhomicide22.pdf
https://walker-data.com/tidycensus/
https://walker-data.com/tidycensus/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref151
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref151
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref151
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jsw088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0277-9536(24)00681-6/sref152
https://doi.org/10.1177/10986111241232640

	Carjacking and homicide in Minneapolis after the police killing of George Floyd: Evidence from an interrupted time series a ...
	1 Introduction
	1.1 Research questions

	2 Data and methods
	2.1 Data
	2.2 Statistical analysis

	3 Results
	3.1 Spatio-temporal patterns
	3.2 Interrupted time series models
	3.2.1 Sample demographics
	3.2.2 Neighborhood disadvantage and carjackings
	3.2.3 Neighborhood disadvantage and homicides
	3.2.4 Tests of robustness


	4 Discussion
	Ethics approval
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Data availability
	Appendix A Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA)—concentrated disadvantage
	Appendix B Moran’s I scatter plots
	Appendix C LISA plots
	Appendix D Minneapolis census tracts by concentrated disadvantage categorization
	Appendix E Predicted quarterly crime counts by neighborhood disadvantage
	Appendix F Tests of robustness
	References


