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The impact technology has on the policing forces throughout the United Kingdom is exponentially improving. Ranging from improved body cameras, new and improved methods of surveillance, and many more (Foster, 2005). Why does technology have such a large impact on the police force? Well, for starters it does not only make a police force's job a more effective job, it also makes the police force's job more efficient (Lum et al. 2017).  A police force job can become a more effective job due to the impact of technology because of advancements such as ANPR cameras. ANPR cameras, otherwise known as, automatic number plate reader, is a camera used across the United Kingdom in order to flag the police when a stolen or tagged vehicle enters and leaves a certain area This then makes the police’s job more effective as it saves the police’s time as they will not need to manually search with little to no assistance. Before the ANPR cameras it was extremely difficult for officers to find stolen cars and wanted individuals and those individuals were usually come across by luck or small amounts of evidence (Haines, 2009). The use of technology in the police also brings a more efficient standard of policing to the United Kingdom. This is done through new technological investments, such as mobile devices at hand for the officers to do their paperwork and provide tickets rather than spending a longer duration writing up paperwork (Lindsay et al. 2009). This then allows the officers to be able to police in the public more often. 

Despite the reasoning provided above, there are many more reasons why technology has such a large impact on policing throughout the United Kingdom. Another reason being the police’s demand to keep up to date with the public's needs (Bradley et al. 1998).  For example, the police have a service where less urgent matters can be passed on to the police force (Southgate et al. 1984). This service began with the only contact being through the phone by calling the number ‘101’. However, with technology being such a large part in modern society, social media pages have been extremely active as it proves to be an effective way for nearly all generations to contact the police (Dekker et al. 2022). An example of the use of social media in the police is Gwent Police. Gwent police call their social media sections and operations ‘The social media desk.
One piece of technology ever evolving in today's police force is the use of surveillance and the methods the police use for surveillance. ‘Estimated there were between 4-5.9 million cameras in the UK, but as recently as 2020, most people appear to agree on a figure of 5.2 million CCTV cameras nationwide’ (Calipsa, 2022). Surveillance has one of the biggest impacts in the police forces throughout the United Kingdom (Ashby. 2017). Surveillance is one of the more prominent methods used by the police to gather evidence and to provide a safety barrier to a certain area. One of the key components of surveillance includes CCTV (Williams. 2003). What does CCTV stand for? CCTV stands for closed-circuit television. CCTV is one of the more successful technological developments used in the world and in the police force and with CCTV being such a success, constant improvements are being made to CCTV to help the police cover different areas of intelligence gathering, evidence gathering, and crime prevention CCTV is extremely important in the modern-day world (Levesly et al. 2005). CCTV is a large crime prevention tool throughout the United Kingdom, and it proves in the statistics of how many CCTV cameras are in existence today throughout the United Kingdom, especially London (McCahill. 2002) With there being little over 5 million CCTV cameras throughout the United Kingdom, it goes on to prove how much of an impact they place in today’s societies throughout the United Kingdom. It shows that they are successful in their attempts to reduce and prevent crime and the publics need for the safety provided by CCTV cameras. CCTV provides not only a safety barrier in a certain area for the public services and the public, but it also serves as a crowd monitor and crucial evidence gathering method (Brookman et al. 2022).

From CCTV then came facial recognition. Facial recognition had been extremely debated by the public, with one half of the public taking comfort in the idea whereas the other half of the public throughout the United Kingdom did not take comfort in facial recognition cameras (Pushouse et al. 2019). The purpose of the facial recognition cameras is to provide a detailed and pre-emptive system where the police force may potentially find any wanted offenders or potential terrorist activists in an area or crowded event. Facial recognition systems are mainly used in areas where large scale events take place to keep the police up to date on who is there and the safety of the officers and public at the event (Bennet, 2001). Facial recognition systems were first put to use in the year of 2014 where the terror threat globally has been on an increasingly worrying scale (Bradford et al. 2020). The positive impact these systems have on the police force and related working organisations is shown yearly as it helps the police get the potential one step ahead of any potential offenses being committed – good points – who suggests this? – “This could be suggested that….”
The police, in their day to day working, never experience the same day twice in their career. Due to this, it can bring potential mental and physical danger to the officers which needs to be reduced. This is where the introduction of body worn cameras is introduced. Body worn cameras are a vital part of the officer’s arsenal at hand where the officer will record their day-to-day dealings. It has been shown that officers when wearing their body worn cameras have experienced less complaints put forward against them (Ariel et al. 2015). The body worn camera not only provides a safety barrier to the officers and the public but can help with the future officers training and potentially provide any court hearings and ongoing investigations with more evidence which may prove fatal in the sentencing of a potential offender (Coudert et al. 2015). This impacts the police job positively by providing the police with constant positives such as a safer workplace and living space for the police and the public (Ellis et al. 2015). Unlike CCTV, body-worn cameras are not static and have the potential to move around with the officer, to cover different areas as the officer tracks an offender or is on the move.
In conclusion, it is shown that the use of technology in the police does not only make the officer's day to day job a more effective and efficient place, it also provides a much safer work space and living space for the police officers and public in their present and future lives. Technology can prove to be expensive, however the positives of the use of technology and the impact it truly has in the modern-day United Kingdom is shown thoroughly each year and completely out-weighs the purchasing and use of technology (Lum et al. 2017).
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