Conclusion & Recommendations
5.0 Introduction
The overall aim of this research paper was to determine whether all front-line police officers in Great Britain should be routinely armed. The previous chapters of this project have analysed existing literature on this topic, planned and then analysed my own research. 
The four primary objectives of this paper were evaluation of current crime statistics including firearms deployment guidelines, exploring the difference in opinion, exploring the key arguments for and against arming police officers and discussing the notion of policing by consent and its alignment with arming all police officers. 
This conclusion shall summarise each of the research objectives in turn and then any limitations, recommendations, and any potential further academic research. 

5.1 Main findings 
The primary and secondary data analysed in this study reveals a stark disparity between evolving operational realities and traditional police values. Secondary data from between 2023 and 2025 highlights a changing violent crime landscape. While firearms offences saw a 22.23% reduction, offences involving a knife or other sharp instrument rose to 44,136 incidents, averaging a significant 2,869 bladed article offences per month across the recorded force areas. This shift supports academic literature about front-line vulnerability, a sentiment echoed by respondent thirty-seven’s assertion that “this is not 1960 and knife and gun crime is rife.”
Crucially, the primary data from the thirty-eight respondents exposes a significant gap in the current specialist framework, with 45% of respondents having a lack of confidence in ARV deployment speeds. Consequently, half of the respondents stated that the current terror threat has shifted their opinion in favour of routine arming. 
Academic literature assumes that routine arming would destroy the notion of policing by consent, primary data introduces an important nuance. Thirty-nine percent of respondents fundamentally supported a switch to routine arming, while 29% of respondents opposed it. Whole 63% anticipated that there would be some impact on police-public relations, the data refutes a total collapse in police legitimacy, but rather points towards a state of flux in modern public and internal trust. 
5.2 Recommendations  
Based on the findings, any future policy shift must reject a steadfast all or nothing approach to firearms deployment. Instead, police forces should explore the idea of a tiered, choice-based framework rather than a mandated policy. This aligns with the primary data trend that 73.7% of respondents advocated that officers should be given the autonomy of choice to decide whether to carry a firearm on duty or not. 
Secondly, transition to this model needs to be supported by an immediate expansion of the availability of advanced non-lethal alternatives. Qualitative feedback from respondents three and fifteen highlights that structural change is dependent on intermediate options being available, suggesting that taser be rolled out to all front-line officers along side or before any lethal firearm considerations. 
Finally, the government and senior police leaders must establish a transparent, public facing consultation strategy. Alarmingly, 100% of respondents were completely unaware that the Scottish Police Federation is actively lobbying the Scottish government for an arming strategy like that of Norway or New Zealand. It is incumbent upon senior leaders to bridge this communication gap to ensure that any evolution of the current policing social contract maintains democratic legitimacy and Peelian consent and stands up to the intense scrutiny it will inevitably come under.
5.3 Lessons learned. 
A critical lesson derived from studying the academic literature along with the primary data is that deterrence cannot be viewed as a straightforward operational benefit. While 74% of respondents tentatively agreed that routine arming could act as a deterrent to violent crime, 39% of people explicitly warned of an arms race type phenomenon – concerned that routine arming would trigger a reciprocal escalation of weapon usage by criminals. Policy makers in government and police must learnt hat deterrence exists in a delicate balance with criminal adaptation. 
Furthermore, this study demonstrates that legitimacy is not only an external facing issue, but it also contains a critical internal dimension. As respondent thirty-three noted, internal trust is broken if weapon deployments are met with immediate institutional suspicion, arguing that if officers are armed “we should trust them and support their decisions.” The message is abundantly clear: fundamental reform will fail spectacularly unless it is underpinned by a robust, supportive legal and disciplinary framework that protects officers when they make split-second decisions underpinned by their use of the national decision model.
5.4 Final thoughts 
This research demonstrates that the historical disparity between operational safety and policing by consent is no longer sustainable. While existing literature frequently treats British policing traditions as rigid and immovable, primary data reveals that the opinions of the public and police officers are highly adaptable when confronted with the realities of policing in the modern world. The traditional unarmed model is increasingly viewed as tactically inferior, especially in low-sophistication terror attacks where the crucial first few seconds dictate survival and where current ARV response times face heavy criticism.
However, rather than providing a definitive end to this debate, this study exposes the critical blind spots that open significant scope for further research. Firstly, future studies should investigate the institutional awareness gap identified, exploring why there is a profound disconnect between government lobbying and public knowledge. 
Second, the tension Between the expected deterrent effect of firearms on the fear of an arms race warrants empirical investigation to see how criminal landscapes adapt to changing policing models. Finally, additional research is desperately needed regarding internal police legitimacy specifically how disciplinary frameworks can be reformed to offer the institutional backing the frontline officers would demand before accepting the burden of routine arming. 
If GB is to successfully evolve its current policing model it cannot rely on outdated assumptions for isolated institutional debates. Future policy must be guided by ongoing transparent academic inquiry the empowers frontline officers with the autonomy of choice supported by 73.7% of this study sample while establishing the robust accountability frameworks required to protect a modern society safely transparently and entirely by consent that the British public highly values. 
