


In this essay I will be discussing the advantages and disadvantages to body-worn camera’s while exploring and evaluating the main concepts. This will entail ideas such as benefits to public conceptions on body-worn cameras, the technical issues, and the reduction in crimes. This will be used in comparison to theories and models and how these impact body-worn cameras.  
When considering the core ideas of evidence based policing College of Policing, (2023) states that the information and intelligence with most benefit will be used to enable making decisions, policies, and practices. Evidence based policing works with other parties to produce more accurate information such as evidence from body-worn cameras. This is done by considering the most beneficial evidence to understand issues or looking at policing interventions. By using this approach this allows us to challenge information and decisions to gain interest from the publics point of view. Spooner, Hughes, & Jones, (2022) states that evidence-based policing is key to back up decision making with sufficient research. Therefore, body-worn cameras can be used to back up decisions as it is an essential factor to consider all the information and working it into practise. This is reinforced by the ATLAS model that ensures the correct approach. The acronym stands for asking questions that look at the current practises, testing the current information available and learning from the ways of approaching practices. Also adapting the current practices by considering the evidence that is available and sharing the conclusion. This information and intelligence provide evidence-based policing with the support of a better understanding of practises as body-worn cameras acts as adequate research.   
A criminological theory which underpins its use is the rational choice theory. Jones, (2021) states that the rational choice theory is based on Clarke and Cornish is work in 1987 of when a criminal will make the rational choice to determine when and how to commit a crime. When considering the theory with body-worn cameras it shows that criminals make the rational assessment of all their actions and will only carry through with this if the outcome would ‘maximise the payoff and minimise costs.’ Therefore, once the criminal see’s the body-worn camera and outweighs the risk of sufficient evidence this would prevent them from committing the crime. Another criminological theory which underpins its use is the routine activity theory. According to Newburn, (2017) routine activity theory says that social changes during Cohen and Felson’s time in 1979 had given opportunities for crime to appear. Routine activity theory is looked at from the offender's view by ensuring that the crime is absence of a guardian, there is a motivated offender and that the target is suitable. The target should have easy access, substantial value as well as looking at the visibility of the target. Therefore, when body-worn camera is present these factors will not still stand as body-worn camera stands as a barrier preventing crime from being carried out. 
Another criminological theory which underpins its use is the SARA model. According to Bryant & Bryant, (2020) the SARA model is a four-step model that helps problem solving. The SARA model works by giving us the best possible outcome by resolving the situation to understand the main cause. The four stages are made up of scanning which is recognizing where the crime has been committed. Followed by analysis consisting of sufficient footage evidence from the body-worn camera. The response which is the plan being put into effect of tailored activities. The final stage being assessment which is making changes if needed after looking at the effect the response had. This gives the option to look back at the footage from the body-worn camera and assess what changes need making. Another criminological theory which underpins its use is hot-spot policing model. Metcalfe & Pickett, (2018) states that hot-spot policing entails areas with high crime rates from intelligence that is received to the police. Therefore, there is an increased chance of offenders being caught because of allocation of the police resources such as the body-worn camera. It is stated that it is highly effective ensuring police officers are relocated to the hot-spot areas to ensure the reduction in crime levels as the recognition of the body-worn cameras prevent the amount of crime.  
Body worn video cameras are a piece of equipment that police officers wear that records and picks up the audio from their point of view. According to Williams & Coupe, (2017) body worn video is now a piece of equipment that is accepted by majority of police officers. Their use and purpose in evidence-based policing is locating police officers where it is known to have high crime rate reducing crimes because individuals are known to the fact that they are recording. Research shows that the reduction is linked to deterrence due to avoiding the video used as further evidence. Within a space of 150 x 150m radius officers had patrolled in the hot-spot areas with body worn videos. The results show that 5 shorter patrols in these areas were less effective than 2.5 longer visits causing 20% less crime due to the presence of the body worn video. Bowling & Iyer, (2019) state that body worn video is used for transparent, integral, and useful type of policing. This gives police officers the dependence of using their discretion when the camera is turned off. Having the conversations with the public makes the difference of how the public interact with the police as they are aware that they are being recorded. This means that the public will have a better perception of the police. Therefore, when looking at from an evidence based policing way when being recorded the rational choice that individuals choose will not still stand as the rational choice due to different circumstances.  
A strength to body-worn cameras according to Cubitt, et al., (2017) is that it is shown to cause a reduction in the number of incidents where police officers feel the need to use use of force. When police officers' body-worn videos are recording the individuals are going to avoid acting in a negative manner ensuring they are compliable. This is shown in hot-spot policing causing a deter in crime because the appearance of body-worn cameras makes offenders question their actions. In 2014 the College of Policing did a randomised controlled trial with Essex police. It showed there were less complaints from the public therefore, public members were satisfied with the manner of the police. There were also earlier charges as it was easier to prove if an individual was guilty. by Joshua, et al., (2018) states that body-worn cameras are beneficial for when needing to replay footage to review and analyse situations that were recorded. By doing this your able to pick up details that you were not aware of at the time. This shows aspects of the SARA model as looking back at making changes that enhances learning for new police officers that lack experience by reviewing their mistakes and making them aware of how to improve next time. It was highlighted that the decision making, and communication gave a greater amount of learning once reviewing the footage.   
On the other hand, a weakness according to Bridget, (2020) is the standard of the technology is not high quality. Reasoning for this is missing some voices on the recording therefore it may be hard to gather the whole conversation. Another factor to note is that smell will not be picked up that is an essential factor to some incidents. Also noted is the technology is prone to errors and low image quality therefore, to use the footage as evidence may not be possible. Another issue is the bias and ambiguity towards the viewers of the recording. The footage may catch the individual in a negative manner for example when an individual is being accused of committing a crime and starts to get defensive showing them in an inaccurate way. This is reinforced by Schafer, et al., (2022) where he states that the observer only has a limited amount of information to go off whereas the individual that responded to the call has the all the information given by the dispatcher. This means that the reliability is challenged as the individual's prior knowledge on factors such as location may affect the thought process. Another factor to body-worn cameras is that only one direction can be seen only from the police officer's view. This meaning there is an incomplete representation of the action, non-verbal cues, or even facial expressions.  
It is argued individuals may disagree with the strengths to body-worn cameras as Owens & Finn, (2018) state the way police officers interact with individuals improve drastically this meaning that the complaints from the public are reduced. During the MPS trial they had looked at 261 different complaints that had been recorded and 462 allegations. This showed a reduction in numbers as well as a 2.55 higher chance of a complaint of oppressive behaviour if the police officer was not wearing a body-worn camera. The reduction in number is reinforced with the rational choice theory as the reduction in crime from the body-worn cameras effect the individual's rational choice to commit the chosen crime.  This is reinforced by Spencer & Cheshire, (2018) by stating that the demand of individuals having body-worn cameras after recognizing the benefits. These benefits included the compliance from the public and officers to follow procedures. As well as the civility meaning a more civil communication and being treated fairly by the public and protection with the evidence of the recording. Richards, et al., (2018) states that body-worn cameras are beneficial for the requirement for police officers to make decisions under pressure. Therefore, this helps the less experienced officers learn how officers with more experience make the rational decisions. By doing this it ensures the least amount of risk to all individuals including the victim. As well as helping create the full picture for interviewees to produce to judges for the most realistic interpretation.   
When examining the ethical limitations to body-worn cameras were able to see that according to Archer & Ellison, (2023) a factor that effects the use is having to activate the camera. Therefore, even though it goes against the policy to not turn on the camera it is a mistake that has easily done to forget or activate late to record a crucial part of the incident. Another ethical limitation is that the storage for the body-worn cameras is low and the need for monitoring the footage regularly is not always achievable with the workload of police officers. Similarly, Harrison, et al., (2022) says that even though body-worn cameras are seen as ‘crucial’ the cameras affect the behaviour of the police officer. This was for reasons such as individuals not following the correct procedure that led to other members of staff ending up with delays and a large amount of work as well as errors that came from misunderstandings.  
When comparing body-worn cameras regarding domestic violence Harris, (2020) states that it has been seen that camera evidence is used to add further evidence for a stronger case against the suspect of domestic violence. This leads to certainty of a guilty charge when the individual admits to this on the footage. Also, body-worn camera is a ‘valuable tool’ for ensuring gathering evidence immediately for strong allegations against the suspect. Nawaz & Tankebe, (2018) says that regarding domestic violence a key benefit was the police officers allowing a level of respect and giving an explanation if necessary. It was shown that 71% in a survey choose trustworthy motives that highlights the benefits of body-worn camera. By ensuring keeping the communities safe and the victims safeguarding from domestic violence is vital for trusting the police. By seeing the body-worn camera this ensures them that they will be recorded, and the correct help will be provided. According to Saulnier & Systma, (2023) individuals with trust in police officers compared to no trust can give them a positive evaluation allowing them to cooperate willingly. This shows that individuals suffering from domestic violence are willing to put their trust into police officers as the body-worn cameras can de-escalate the situation and act as a form of witness. This shows the routine activity theory as the factors will not still stand as body-worn camera stands as a barrier preventing it from being carried out meaning the situation will be dealt with in a better manner. Body-worn cameras help collect evidence by 89.3% as well as saying that ‘a picture is worth more than a thousand words, if you can see something happening, the written word doesn’t adequately describe it.’ In a trial with the College of Policing with a group of individuals with body-worn cameras compared to without 81% were convicted with charges compared to 72%.  
To conclude were able to see the strengths and weaknesses to body-worn cameras that is used by most police officers in the United Kingdom. The benefits of the evidence, public trust and following of procedure outweighs the weaknesses and limitations of unclear footage, bias, and technical issues. The use regarding domestic violence is beneficial with evidence supporting with higher number of charges given with body-worn cameras. 

Word count=2196
Reference list:
Archer, B. & Ellison, G., 2023. Police procedure and evidence in the criminal justice system. St Albans: Critical Publishing.

Bowling, B. & Iyer, S., 2019. Automated policing: the case of body-worn video. International journal of law in context, pp. 140-161.

Bridget, H. A., 2020. Visualising violence?: Capturing and critiquing body-worn video camera evidence of domestic and family violence. Current issues in criminal justice , pp. 382-402.

Bryant, S. & Bryant, P. R., 2020. Blackstone's handbook for policing students. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

College of Policing , 2023. Evidence-based policing. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.college.police.uk/research/evidence-based-policing-EBP

Cubitt, T. I., Lesic, R., Myers, G. L. & Robert, C., 2017. Body-worn video: A systematic review of literature. Australian & New Zealand journal of criminology, pp. 379-396.

Harris, B. A., 2020. Visualising violence? Capturing and critiquing body-worn video camera evidence of domestic and family violence. Routledge; Current issues in criminal justice, pp. 382-402.

Harrison, K., L’Hoiry, X. & Santorso, S., 2022. Exploring the impact of body-worn video on everyday behaviours of police officers. Police journal (Chichester(, pp. 363-377.

Jones, S., 2021. Criminology. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Joshua, P. M. et al., 2018. Experiential Learning and Simulation-Based Training in Norweigian Police Education: Examining Body-Worn Video as a Tool to Encourage Reflection. Oxford University Press; Policing: a journal of policy and practice, pp. 50-65.

Metcalfe, C. & Pickett, J. T. T., 2018. The Extent and Correlates of Public Support for Deterrence Reforms and Hot Spots Policing. Law & society review, pp. 471-502.

Nawaz, A. & Tankebe, J., 2018. Tracking Procedural Justice in Stop and Search Encounters: Coding Evidence from Body-Worn Video Cameras. Cambridge journal of evidence-based policing, pp. 139-163.

Newburn, T., 2017. Criminology. Oxford: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

Owens, C. & Finn, W., 2018. Body-Worn Video through the Lens of a Cluster Randomized Controlled Trial in London: Implications for Future Research. Policing : a journal of policy and practice,, pp. 77-82.

Richards, P., Roberts, D. & Britton, M., 2018. The Exploration of Body-Worn Video to A ccelerate the Decision-Making Skills of Police Officers within an Experiential Learning Environment. Policing : a journal of policy and practice, pp. 43-49.

Saulnier, A. & Systma, V. A., 2023. Body-worn camera videos and public perceptions of police: an experiment on positive video exposure and community-police relations. Policing & society, pp. 1-17.

Schafer, J., Hibdon, J. & Kyle, M., 2022. Studying rare events in policing: the allure and limitations of using body-worn camera video. Journal of crime & justice, pp. 1-16.

Spencer, D. & Cheshire, R., 2018. Ten Years of Body Worn Video in Northamptonshire Police. Press; Policing : a journal of policy and practice, pp. 116-119.

Spooner, E., Hughes, C. & Jones, P. M., 2022. Police research and evidence-based policing. St Albans: Critical Publishing.

Williams, S. & Coupe , T., 2017. Frequency Vs. Length of Hot Spots Patrols: a Randomised Controlled Trial. Cambridge Journal of Evidence-Based Policing volume, pp. 5-21.




1

