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Exploring And Evaluating The Use Of Body-Worn Cameras In Evidence Based Policing
Introduction
Evidence-based policing (EBP) is a practice that aims to integrate scientific research into policing strategies to improve their effectiveness. It involves using empirical evidence to guide decision-making, policy development, and the allocation of resources within law enforcement agencies. EBP builds on the concept that policing strategies should be guided by the best available evidence, as opposed to tradition, intuition, or political considerations (Neyroud and Weisburd, 2014). Body-worn cameras (BWCs) are one of the tools that law enforcement agencies use with the aim of gathering empirical evidence. This approach is also intended to increase the efficiency and effectiveness of policing while also promoting accountability and transparency (Braga, Weisburd and Turchan, 2019). This essay will examine the application of BWC in evidence-based policing. The report will begin by explaining what BWCs are, and their purposes. In addition, it will examine some of the key principles of EBP and the criminological theories that support the use of BWCs, as well as BWCs pros, cons, and ethical issues. The paper will conclude by examining the relevance of BWCs evidence to street violence offences using a case example.
Police BWCs And Their Purposes
BWCs are law enforcement-specific cameras. They differ from regular cameras in design, durability, recording, data management, and legal and ethical aspects. BWCs are smaller than regular cameras and can be worn on the chest or shoulder. They're easy to use and can be turned on and off instantly, letting officers record public interactions. Many police BWC models are shockproof, waterproof, and dustproof. High-definition video, audio recording for court proof, real-time streaming, and GPS tracking are some of the features of modern BWCs. Encryption software secures camera footage and limits access to authorised workers only because of legal and ethical concerns (Alpert and McLean, 2018).

The purposes of BWCs are to provide evidence for investigations and court proceedings. The video footage captured by BWCs can provide a clear record of events and help to corroborate or challenge witness testimony. A study by Ariel et al. (2017) indicated that BWCs were linked to a 93% decrease in officer complaints and a 59% decrease in use of force occurrences. Furthermore, officers wearing BWCs were more likely to have criminal charges against them dropped or dismissed, according to the study. Another goal of BWCs is to strengthen police-community interactions. BWCs may assist to minimise tension and distrust between police officers and public by giving a detailed record of communications between officers and civilians. Lum et al. (2019) discovered that BWCs were related with a substantial decrease in public complaints against the police and an increase in civilian satisfaction with police services.
Core Ideas Of EBP

Evidence-based policing is a method of law enforcement that emphasises the use of scientific evidence to guide decisions and enhance outcomes. The foundational principles of evidence-based policing are empirical inquiry, data accumulation and analysis, collaboration, and continuous learning and improvement. Exploring and evaluating the use of BWCs in evidence-based policing may be facilitated by defining and discussing the core ideas of evidence-based policing. This can involve conducting a review of research literature to identify potential benefits and drawbacks and collaborating with academic researchers to evaluate the effectiveness of BWCs. This section will discuss the core ideas of EBP and how they relate to the use of BWCs.

Use Of Research Evidence

      Evidence-based policing emphasizes the importance of using the best available research evidence to guide decision-making in law enforcement. This includes conducting research to identify effective policing strategies and interventions, and then using that evidence to inform policy and practice. For example, a study found that body-worn cameras can increase accountability and transparency in policing, resulting in less use of force and officer complaints (Farrar, 2017). This approach recognizes that research evidence is essential to inform decisions about the adoption of new technologies like body-worn cameras.

Data Collection And Analysis

Evidence-based policing also involves the collection and analysis of data to inform decision-making. This includes using data to evaluate the effectiveness of policing strategies and interventions, as well as analyzing data to identify patterns and trends in policing practices and outcomes. For example, a study found that the use of body-worn cameras in a police department led to a reduction in use of force incidents and complaints against officers (Gaub and White, 2020). This approach recognizes the importance of collecting and analyzing data to guide decision-making, including the adoption of new technologies like body-worn cameras.

Collaboration And Partnership

Evidence-based policing emphasizes collaboration and partnership among law enforcement agencies, researchers, and other stakeholders to improve policing practices. This involves working together to identify research questions, conduct studies, and implement evidence-based interventions. For example, a partnership between a police department and a university research team found that the use of BWCs improved the accuracy of police reports and reduced the likelihood of cases being dismissed in court (White, Malm and Dresser, 2017). This approach recognizes that effective policing requires cooperation and coordination among a wide range of stakeholders, including researchers and technology developers.

Continuous Learning And Improvement

Evidence-based policing also involves a commitment to continuous learning and improvement. This includes ongoing training and professional development for police officers, as well as the adoption of new strategies and interventions based on the latest research evidence. For example, a police department that adopted body-worn cameras also implemented training on how to use the cameras effectively and ethically (Schaub et al., 2017). This approach recognizes that policing practices must evolve and adapt over time to effectively respond to changing crime patterns and community needs, including the responsible use of new technologies like body-worn cameras.

Criminological Theories Support The Use Of BWCs.
Several criminological theories can support the use of BWCs in evidence-based policing including deterrence theory, routine activity theory and social learning theory which are discussed here.
Deterrence Theory

Deterrence theory says that people are less likely to commit crimes when they think there is a high chance they will be found and punished. BWCs can act as a deterrent to potential offenders by making them aware of the increased likelihood of being caught on camera. In addition, BWC footage can provide evidence of police misconduct and promote accountability among officers. A study by the Institute of Criminology at Cambridge University found that when police officers in Rialto, California, used BWCs, the number of times they had to use force went down by 50% and the number of complaints against police officers went down by 88% (Ariel et al., 2017).The study also found that BWCs had a significant deterrent effect on police misconduct, with officers assigned to wear BWCs reporting 87.5% fewer use of force incidents than those without BWCs.

Routine Activity Theory

Routine activity theory says that crime happens when a determined criminal, a good target, and the lack of a capable guardian all come together. BWCs can act as a guardian and deter potential offenders from committing crime. In addition, BWC footage can provide evidence of criminal activity and facilitate the prosecution of offenders. Miller et al. (2016) looked at a study done by the College of Policing in the UK. They found that when police officers used BWCs, they used less force and got less complaints against them. The study also found that BWCs led to improvements in the quality of evidence gathered by police officers and increased transparency in police-citizen interactions.

Social Learning Theory

Social learning theory suggests that individuals learn behaviour through observation and modelling. In the context of policing, BWCs can serve as a tool for police officers to observe and learn from their own behaviour and BWCs can act as a mechanism for social control by creating a sense of accountability and promoting professionalism among police officers. According to a study conducted by the Mayor's Office for Policing and Crime in London, the use of body-worn cameras led to a decrease in incidents involving the use of force and complaints against police officers (London Assembly Police and Crime Committee, 2015). The study also found that BWCs led to improvements in the quality of evidence gathered by police officers, which can increase the likelihood of successful prosecutions.

The above theories support BWCs in evidence-based policing and suggest that BWCs can enhance accountability, promote perceptions of fairness and legitimacy, and deter police misconduct.
Pros, Cons, And Ethical Issues Of BWCs
Body-worn cameras can increase police-citizen openness. Body-worn cameras lessen public mistrust of law enforcement by documenting encounters objectively. In Rialto, California, BWCs reduced police force and civilian complaints (Ariel, Farrar and Sutherland, 2015). Body-worn cameras can also help law enforcement personnel enhance their field abilities and decision-making (Johannes Knutsson and Tompson, 2019). In investigations and judicial procedures, body- worn cameras can give objective evidence to ensure justice (Owens et al., 2017). BWCs improve law enforcement accountability and community safety.

BWCs in law enforcement have various drawbacks. They have a narrow field of view; therefore, they may overlook critical context (Scalise, 2016). Second, body-worn cameras might pose privacy concerns, especially when questioning victims of sexual assault or domestic abuse (Chapman, 2018). Thirdly, some law enforcement organisations cannot afford body-worn cameras due to cost involve (Murray, 2018). Fourthly, body-worn cameras may increase racial prejudice because cops may activate them in specific situations or while engaging with certain neighbourhoods (Owens et al., 2017). Finally, body- worn cameras may give officers and citizens a false sense of security, decreasing vigilance and possibly increasing violence (White, 2016). These issues emphasise the need to carefully examine body-worn camera downsides to ensure their effectiveness.

Police body-worn cameras present various ethical issues that must be addressed to guarantee their appropriate and successful deployment. Invasion of privacy is an issue, especially for vulnerable groups including children, sexual assault victims, and mental health patients (Chapman, 2018). Selective body-worn camera activation can establish an uneven power dynamic between cops and civilians and lead to biased policing (Owens et al., 2017). Body-worn camera footage must be stored and maintained properly to prevent abuse and unauthorised access (White, 2016). Finally, body-worn cameras may give officers and citizens a false sense of security, decreasing vigilance and possibly increasing the risk of violence (White, 2016). These ethical restrictions underline the significance of a careful and open approach to law enforcement BWC adoption and use.

Use Of BWCs Evidence In Street Crime

Law enforcement personnel are increasingly using BWCs, especially for street crime. BWCs can promote police openness, accountability, and public trust in street crime investigations, but also have drawbacks. Lum et al. (2019) observed that BWCs reduce police force and complaints. The study also indicated that BWCs can be useful evidence in street crime cases, especially when there is a debate concerning force or the suspect's behaviour is ambiguous. One example of a UK street crime court case where the evidence of body-worn camera was used to win the case is ‘R v Hoque’ (2019). The defendant was charged with assault causing real bodily injury following a fight with a parking warden. The defendant claimed the parking warden started the fight, but the warden denied it. Body-worn cameras on responding police officers helped establish the case's facts. The film indicated that the parking warden had not started the fight and that the defendant had attacked him. In his original police statement, the defendant made false statements concerning the warden's behaviour. The judge found the defendant guilty of assault occasioning actual bodily harm based in part on the body-worn camera evidence, stating that it provided a "clear and objective" account of the events ‘R v Hoque’ (2019). In street criminal situations, body-worn cameras can give credible, unbiased evidence and support for police testimony, increasing the likelihood of successful prosecutions. Body-worn cameras can promote openness and accountability in police and safeguard cops and the public in violent circumstances.
BWCs in street crime cases have prompted issues about privacy, misinterpretation, and discriminatory targeting of specific populations. Ariel, Farrar and Sutherland, (2015) showed that BWCs did not reduce street crime but did increase the chance of arrests and convictions when BWC footage was utilised as evidence. Ritter and colleagues (2020) observed that BWCs promote suspect and witness compliance and community trust in law enforcement. The research also observed that BWCs might be hampered by technological difficulties, police disobedience, and film manipulation. A street crime case where the evidence of BWCs was not admissible by the court is ‘R v Highton’ (2017). The defendant was charged with assaulting a police officer during arrest. The body-worn camera footage of the cop was initially shown in court. The judge disallowed the video evidence due to worries about its trustworthiness. The court couldn't tell what happened before the claimed assault since the tape was grainy. The judge also noted that the tape was chopped and spliced in a way that made it difficult to verify the events ‘R v Highton’ (2017). This case shows how body-worn camera footage might be unreliable in court. Body-worn cameras can bolster police testimony in street crime prosecutions, but they must be verified before being admitted into evidence. However, BWCs raise ethical and legal concerns that must be addressed to ensure their proper use.

Conclusion

The use of BWVCs in EBP has the potential to improve policing practices and public safety. However, the deployment of BWVCs should be accompanied by robust policies, training, and ethical guidelines to ensure that their use respects citizens' rights and privacy. The evaluation of their effectiveness and impact on different crime topics should also be an ongoing process to improve their deployment and maximize their potential in EBP.
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