

BMPL 4001 
Evidence Based Policing


















2

Introduction
An approach to law enforcement known as "evidence-based policing" places a premium on using findings from empirical studies and statistical analyses to inform policy choices and daily operations. In law enforcement, this means basing decisions on evidence from things like research, tests, and assessments. Evidence-based policing seeks to improve police operations' efficacy and efficiency by making judgments based on hard data rather than gut feelings or precedent (Sherman, 2017). Police departments can better prevent crime, reduce victimization rates, improve community relations, allocate resources effectively, and assess the results of their efforts by analyzing data on crime patterns, offender behavior, community dynamics, and other relevant factors. A body camera, bodycam, body worn video (BWV), body-worn camera, or wearable camera is a wearable audio, video, or photographic recording system. Body cameras have a range of uses and designs, of which the best-known use is as a part of policing equipment. Other uses include action cameras for social and recreational (including cycling), within the world of commerce, in healthcare and medical use, in military use, journalism, citizen sousveillance and covert surveillance. Research on the impact of body-worn cameras in law enforcement shows mixed evidence as to the impact of cameras on the use of force by law enforcement and communities' trust in police. This essay is based on analyzing the core ideas of evidence-based policing, use of body worn video cameras and their use in evidence-based policing, an example or case of incident which involved body worn camera in UK, strengths, weaknesses and limitations of body worn cameras and use of their evidence in regard to a crime topic.
Evidence-based policing is predicated on the premise that decisions, results, and the overall efficacy of law enforcement procedures may all be enhanced via the use of research and data. Evidence-based policing is an approach that prioritizes the use of empirical data in the conduct of police work (Lum and Koper, 2017). It entails using evidence gleaned from fields as diverse as criminology, sociology, psychology, and data analysis. This guiding concept encourages law enforcement authorities to make well-informed decisions based on solid evidence. Police departments may better address local concerns by identifying root causes via data analysis of crime trends, criminal profiles, and community dynamics. When it comes to the impact and efficacy of programs or interventions performed by law enforcement authorities, evidence-based policing promotes the use of rigorous assessment methodologies. Crime rates, public safety results, community trust, etc. may all be reduced, improved, etc. with the use of evaluations, which help determine what works best. Evidence-based policing relies heavily on partnerships between academics/researchers and police officers. A culture where academic discoveries may be immediately applied to real-world law enforcement difficulties can be fostered via relationship building. Evidence-based policing relies heavily on the idea of lifelong education. In order to adapt their methods to the latest research and best practices, police departments should prioritize providing their personnel with opportunity for continual professional development.
Body-worn video cameras, also known as BWVCs, are an essential piece of equipment for today's contemporary law enforcement agencies since they adhere to the principles of evidence-based policing (Lum et al., 2019). Officers are able to keep an impartial record of their contacts with members of the public due to body cameras. They enhance openness and accountability by recording interactions, and these recordings may be used as a source of evidence that is not prejudiced during investigations or judicial procedures. When police are dealing with members of the public or responding to situations, the availability of body-worn cameras may serve as an incentive for them to adhere to professional standards and established procedures. When people are aware that their activities are being filmed, it may lead to better decision-making, skills for de-escalation, and conduct that is courteous toward residents. The video captured by body-worn cameras at the scene of a crime or during an arrest may serve as a credible piece of evidence in legal proceedings since it provides visual proof of these events. This contributes to the improvement of the prosecution process by providing an accurate description of the events from a variety of views. When utilized responsibly and with consideration for privacy issues, the use of body-worn cameras has shown the ability to improve relations between the police and the community. The open and honest acknowledgment of their usage within communities helps to build trust since it displays a commitment to the employment of fair police tactics (White, 2014). The recorded video from body-worn cameras enables supervisors and administrators to conduct objective evaluations of officer performance. This opens the door for constructive comments, chances for training, the identification of areas that need improvement, and revisions to policy. However, it is absolutely necessary for law enforcement agencies that use body-worn video cameras to establish clear guidelines on when recording should occur (for example, during arrests or investigative stops), ensuring proper storage protocols protecting citizen privacy rights, addressing concerns regarding data security, and developing policies regarding access to recordings while respecting constitutional safeguards.
The "George Floyd incident" that took place in 2020 in the UK is an example of a prominent case that used the deployment of body-worn cameras. Even though it took place in Minneapolis, United States of America, this event had a tremendous influence all over the world and generated concerns about the accountability and transparency of the police. In this particular incident, George Floyd, a black man who was not armed, passed away as he was being apprehended by a police officer who squatted on his neck for a significant amount of time (White et al., 2022). The event was documented in a number of films taken on onlookers' cellphones and on footage obtained from the body-worn camera worn by one of the officers engaged in the incident. The video footage obtained during Mr. Floyd's arrest, both by civilian witnesses and by the officer wearing the body camera, was significant in drawing attention to the events that took place during the arrest. It offered visual evidence that contributed to the shaping of public opinion on the excessive use of force and raised issues regarding the procedures of police and the racial prejudices that they may have. Protests calling for justice were held not only in major cities in the United States but also in other parts of the globe, including numerous areas of Europe and the United Kingdom. These films were widely disseminated online, which contributed to their wider diffusion. The tragedy resulted in fresh demands for police reform and intensified scrutiny on the tactics of law enforcement worldwide. Although this particular incident did not involve a British law enforcement agency or take place within the UK itself, it demonstrates how video recordings from a variety of sources can contribute to public discourse surrounding policing issues. It also highlights the potential impact that these recordings can have on shaping conversations regarding accountability, transparency, and demands for change within law enforcement agencies worldwide.
When employed in the field of law enforcement, body-worn cameras (also known as BWCs) provide a number of advantages. BWCs encourage accountability by providing an unbiased record of interactions between police and members of the community. The tape that was obtained may be used as vital evidence during investigations, ensuring that events are documented accurately and transparently (Brown et al., 2018). It has been shown that the existence of BWCs has a favorable influence on the conduct of officers, which in turn leads to an increased adherence to professional standards and best practices. Officers are more likely to behave professionally, de-escalate potentially dangerous situations, and follow procedure when they are aware that their actions are being videotaped. The video captured by body cameras is admissible as evidence in court proceedings since it is a trustworthy source. Because it records events as they happen in real time, it increases the reliability of the evidence that is presented in courtrooms or during investigations. By capturing events from different participants' points of view, BWC recordings eliminate the need to rely on the biased memories of eyewitnesses or those directly engaged in the occurrence. Video captured by officers' body cameras may be used for instructional reasons. The recordings will let supervisors assess officers' work more fairly, zero in on problem areas, provide officers useful feedback, and improve their training as a whole (Coudert et al., 2015). By demonstrating a dedication to transparency and accountable policing practices, BWC usage helps build trust between law enforcement agencies and the communities they serve. It also fosters positive relationships by increasing perceptions of fairness and aids the complaint resolution process through video review capabilities, if necessary. Evidence-based decision-making processes within agencies, such as resource allocation strategies based on identified crime patterns, hotspots; refining policies addressing recurring issues identified through video analysis, etc., can be optimized by analyzing data collected from body-worn cameras, providing insights into patterns or trends in police encounters.
While there are many benefits to using body-worn cameras (BWCs), it is critical to understand their drawbacks and ethical constraints. Due to technological limits or officer discretion, BWCs may not record every instant of a contact. The camera's reliability and completeness may be compromised if officers are free to decide when to turn it on and off, at their own discretion. Various people's viewpoints and prejudices might lead them to draw various conclusions about what happened in a video. It is possible that one camera perspective will not give the whole picture when it comes to capturing the context of an occurrence. The use of BWCs creates privacy issues among both the general public and law enforcement (Hyland, 2018). When used in private homes or during talks involving victims or witnesses, recording devices violate the privacy of those involved. Law enforcement agencies have practical issues when attempting to store the massive volumes of video data produced by BWCs, such as the financial implications connected with secure storage infrastructure and the need to adhere to retention regulations that are compliance with legal standards. Concerns have been raised about the veracity of interactions if parties feel compelled to act differently because they are aware they are being recorded due to the presence of body-worn cameras, which can influence the dynamics between officers and members of the public they interact with. When encounters are recorded in private settings like homes or hospitals, where individuals may not expect constant surveillance, ethical dilemmas arise regarding consent that must be carefully balanced against the goals of transparency and accountability and the expectations of privacy for each individual. In order to guarantee that BWCs continue to operate properly and prevent any instances of tampering or manipulation of recorded video, they need to be regularly maintained and upgraded, just like any other technical instrument. Guidelines on BWC activation or deactivation, data management protocols, privacy safeguards, officer training in video usage or interpretation; respecting constitutional rights while fostering transparency and accountability; are all examples of policies that law enforcement agencies should implement to address these weaknesses and ethical limitations. Concerns must be adequately addressed throughout the evolution of BWC initiatives, therefore continuous review and public involvement are crucial.
There are both advantages and drawbacks to using evidence obtained by body-worn cameras (BWCs) while discussing criminal matters. BWC film is an unbiased description of what happened, which may be used to corroborate or refute witness testimony in investigations and court cases (Stoughton, 2017). Forensic investigators may benefit from BWC video evidence by using it to piece together what happened, zero in on crucial details, and verify or disprove statements made by eyewitnesses. Officers may decide for themselves whether and when to use their BWCs. If not handled appropriately, this might lead to unusable recordings that are missing important parts of conversations. Camera angles, lighting, and audio quality all have a role in how viewers perceive video evidence, which may lead to conflicting interpretations about the players' intentions or motivations.
Conclusion
In conclusion, BWCs are consistent with the ideals of evidence-based policing. When BWCs are properly developed and maintained, they may help improve law enforcement agencies' efficacy, transparency, and accountability. BWCs' benefits in evidence-based police include more transparency and accountability via objective documentation, better officer conduct, more solid evidence collecting for investigations and prosecutions, and more informed, data-driven decisions. Video captured at a BWC may also be used to assess police efficiency, build confidence with locals, and inform police training.
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