
Explore and evaluate the use of body worn cameras in evidence-based policing 


[bookmark: _Int_fKWUghbx]Evidence based policing is a type of policing that uses the best available evidence to help inform and challenge policing decisions, practises and policies. It is there to help the police make the correct and lawful decision every time by utilising evidence from similar cases that had arose previously. This way when police officers who enforce the law everyday make a decision, they can first refer to the previous evidence available. Thus, resulting in the correct decision being made. Evidence based policing can also be used to pinpoint areas of potential crime. Through using different theories, the police can for example find high risk areas of where drugs are being dealt. They can also find the ideal victim. The ideal victim is the type of person that the drug dealer would target, in this case, it would be a drug addict who is vulnerable. They can look at previous evidence and will be able to plot out where these areas will be with high accuracy and will be able to isolate where incidents can occur by looking after the ideal victims and preventing the crime happening. However, evidenced based policing does not provide definitive answers but it is very useful to help provide police with the best advice to come to the best decisions. (Mitchell, R. and Huey, L. eds., 2018).
[bookmark: _Int_KEdOPUoU]To provide the police with the best evidence possible, they need to establish whether the evidence published is true and accurate. There are ae policies in place to decide whether it is accurate and can be used for future reference. The research that is used needs to be extensively and carefully conducted, peer-reviewed and transparent about the methods used and how the conclusions were reached. They use the research in order to gain and develop a better understanding of a particular issue. They do this by providing a detailed description of the nature of the events and the probable causes of the problem. (Lum, C. and Koper, C.S., 2015). Another helpful way police enforce law correctly is by using critical thinking. This is because evidenced based policing does not provide everything with definite answers. So, everyone associated with the police must reflect on their practice and consider how the best available evidence applies to their everyday life. It is especially important that they learn and reflect on the positives and negatives from their day-to-day decisions to help future officers that reflect on their decisions. (Sherman, L.W., 1998).
There are criminology theories that underpin the use of evidence-based policing. two key theorists are Clarke and Cornish. They brought the rational choice theory to the public's attention in 1986. They theorised that criminals use hedonic calculus to decide if the benefit of crime outweighs the likelihood of being caught and if caught the severity of the punishment. They used the acronym CRAVED to highlight the different factors that criminals look for when finding a suitable environment to commit the crime. These factors are: Concealable, removable, available, valuable, enjoyable, dispensable. If most or all are these are fulfilled, then the criminal is much more likely to commit the crime. (Cornish, D.B. and Clarke, R.V. eds., 2014). Using this theory in evidence-based policing you can help pinpoint potential crime locations and then in turn help prevent the crime occurring.
Rational choice theory was built off a previous theory by Cohen and Felson who published the routine activities theory in 1979. This is because for the routine activities theory to be correct it relies on the aspects of rational choice theory to be present. Cohen and Felson theorised that for somebody to commit a crime there must be three things that are readily apparent. These being: a potential offender, a suitable target and the absence of a capable guardian. They theorised these would be the ideal circumstances to motivate the offender to commit a crime (Cohen, L.E. and Felson, M., 1979). Building off this theory Clarke and Corish added the factors of what the target would look like and how its environment would look. Again, using both these theories police can use these to make decisions and then create more evidence to add for future officers to reflect on.
[bookmark: _Int_mBlwiXFl][bookmark: _Int_ikURq9d4]These criminology theories can be seen when police used the evidence-based modules such as POP and SARA. Which are both acronyms. POP stands for problem orientated policing. It is shown that problem orientated policing has a very strong impact on crime but does not necessarily work everywhere. Problem orientated policing targets a certain crime and directly develops targeted interventions rather than creating a whole intervention itself. It focuses on the individual problem makers and stops the crime at its source. This was highlighted by Herman Goldstein in 1979. (Goldstein, H., 1990). SARA helps the police with problem solving tasks. It stands for: Scanning, analysis, response, assessment. (Bullock, K. and Tilley, N., 2009) They do this to come to a conclusion about any problem they are faced with. While using these different evidenced based policing approaches, they are using information from rational choice and the routine activities theories. 
Police officers around the United Kingdom are now required to wear body-worn cameras. These are small recording devices that are capable of recording audio as well as visual data during police encounters with criminals and members of the public. Body-worn cameras not only provide the police with extra protection, as being recorded will deter most to be attackers on the police. But also provide undeniable evidence if anything gets questioned during a police interaction. The police can also use the cameras to add to a portfolio as visual evidence when publishing reports for future officers to refer too.
There are many uses to wearing a camera. One of these being better transparency. This means that the public will have more trust and confidence in police as everything will be recorded so the facts will be facts and cannot be subject to question. A lot of the lack in confidence in policing comes from the perceived lack of trust and the fact that the public believes that what they say does not matter as everyone will believe the police officer. Wearing these cameras allows for that potential problem to not occur, as, if a police officer did make the incorrect decision and was not acting professionally then there would be proof for this on the body worn camera. Giving the public a better perceived image of the police, while also providing the officer more protection against potential offenders. Adding to this as the video is recording these encounters with the public, any video and or audio can be used as corroborating evidence to establish the facts of the encounter and result in a much quicker resolution in the reflection of the encounter or if the encounter needs to go to court. The footage can be used as evidence in arrests and prosecutions. They also have statistically shown that body worn cameras have led to much higher guilty pleas in court proceedings. (Chapman, B., 2018).
Through explaining how the police can use the body worn cameras for evidenced based policing I have already covered two strengths of the police wearing the cameras. Those being the fact that the footage can be used as corroborating evidence and that the public have more trust in the police knowing that everything will be on camera. (Braga, A., Coldren Jr, J.R., Sousa, W., Rodriguez, D. and Alper, O., 2017). Adding to this another strength found by a study conducted in 2013 by the University of Cambridge showed that there was direct correlation of the introduction of the body worn cameras to violence between police and respondents. Meaning that when the police wear the cameras there is less violence between police and the members of public. They said it was as big as a 50% drop in force rate violence. This shows that more cameras equal less violence. (Schneider, C.J., 2018).
[bookmark: _Int_bJDzznAc]As with everything that has strengths, there are also weaknesses. This includes body worn cameras. There is a question on their ethical usage as although majority of people feel safer while interacting with the police. That does not necessarily mean everybody does. As these cameras are recording the majority of an officer's workday then there is high possibility that an innocent bystander will be noticed and picked up by the camera without their outright permission or knowledge. This brings the ethical question of do they restrict people's privacy? The answer must be yes, and this is why there is a strong negative view when you look at the body worn cameras in this way. However, to have a safer town or city with police officers wearing these cameras is a better option statistically than to not have them. It can be said that the body worn cameras are a necessary evil. Another weakness is the video quality of the cameras. As when a police officer is moving throughout the day the video quality can be seriously affected by factors such as lighting. This means there could be blurs or lags in the footage meaning that when presented as a form of evidence, it may be interpreted inaccurately due to the camera footage quality. Leading to it not being able to be used as evidence. However, since the introduction of body worn cameras, its shown that most of the time the footage is more than adequate to be used and presented as evidence. (Maury, K.J., 2016).
[bookmark: _Int_scTlp7q1]When talking about body worn cameras and their use in evidence-based policing, you must compare their use in a real crime. Take street crime for example. Street crime can be anything from drug dealing, solicitation, and anti-social behaviour. It is a term used for any crime committed in a public place. The body worn cameras in these situations are vital. As street crime can occur at any given time and having a device that records audio and video is a great benefit as you can forget trying to remember the details, focus on the crime itself, and use the video to refer to later. As when an officer is responding they tend to need to act quickly and make decisions sharply. Having the video cameras allows the police the opportunity to do this. It also provides a massive amount of evidence if the criminal can be caught in the act, if the police are on scene fast enough (Smith, M.J., Richards, D., Geddes, A. and Mathers, H., 2011). Looking further into street crime, the police reserve the right to be able to stop and search a suspect and if someone involved in street crime fits the description then the police can stop and search them. Having body worn camera is this situation is a major positive (Bradford, B. and Tiratelli, M., 2019.) As there is no saying what could happen during this interaction with the potential offender. It not only protects the attending officers but also protects the suspect from any incorrect police behaviour. This is a positive as both parties are covered with irreputable evidence should the case need to go to court. However as highlighted in the strengths and weakness. The suspect may be aware of the fact they are being recorded and may not like the idea and will make a point of this being known. This can become an issue as the footage is owned by the government as the police are civil servants. Therefore, no permission was granted by the person on film, so this could crop up some issues. However, this makes no difference as the safety of both people involved must be the priority.
In conclusion, it is incredibly clear that body worn cameras are an asset to the police and evidence-based policing rather than a liability. This is because even though there are weaknesses to using body worn cameras the strengths more than outweigh them. Not only do they help reduce violence and crime in general, but they help the public feel safer which is one of the polices main priorities.
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