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

Evidence-based policing , according to the college of policing.uk, means that the police  are using the most credible and reliable evidence which is available to them at that given time. Other agencies often collaborate on ideas with the police to collate the best possible evidence for a case. Body warn cameras are a piece of evidence which has been used in more recent years by the police force. A body warn camera is a device that is warn by a police officer to capture video evidence which can later be used as a piece of evidence in court. Body cameras were used for years, 2005 was the launch of them trialed by the Metropolitan police, and pilot programme was launched in 2014. (Dtssolutions). 

Evidence based policing is a core part of the UK policing system. It is used to implement guidelines and suggestions for police officers when making decision regarding crime and their role as an officer. The evidence make decisions made by police officers ethical and fair when used appropriately (officeofjusticeprograms.com).  According to the college of policing, the evidence based policing approach is used to better understand issues to form a plan on how to tackle these issues in the best way possible and prevent further crime from happening.  It is also used to asses police initiative and can be used to test new strategies and approaches formed by the police force to seek improvement on issues raised by the evidence collated from past crimes committed. The overall idea is to minimise crime and find the best way to tackle these issues whilst still being ethical and having the publics support behind the decision made. 

Body warn cameras are now part of a police officers kit when out in force and both police officers and the members of the public have seen these devices in a positive light. According to ojp.org, body warn cameras are a good piece of equipment for a police officer to have as it increases transparency when looking back at encounters between police officers and the public, therefore it provides a more fair, unbiased detailing on a case. It also increases the public’s trust in police officers as their encounter with a police officer is being documented and can be used as a piece of evidence if needs be.  In other studies, it has also been said that body cameras can be seen as common ground for both police officers and members of the public due to the unbiased nature of the device, it gives the members of the public more confidence in evidence for a case or encounters with police officers being fairly documented (tandfonline.com). The purpose of a body worn camera can be seen as two different theories; deterrence theory and perceived social surveillance theory. It is suggested that deterrence theory will prevent officers or members of the public from wrongdoings as it is being legally documented at the time of the event. It can be described as a “credible threat” to also prevent officers from using excessive force, making arrests and interacts with the public more ethical and overall, ensuring officers carry out their role in a correct manner. Any allegations brought against an officer can also be seen through this footage as credible evidence (Crimesolutions.com).

However, it could be argued that use of body warn cameras by police officers can have a negative impact. From sociological and criminological perspective, every person has a choice, according to rational choice theory (researchgate). When body warn cameras are used by police officers, the defendants right to privacy is, in theory, taken away from that person. Even though police officers do not use body cameras with negative reasoning or to infringe a person privacy, by interacting with a person with a body camera on is immediately taking their choice away of whether they would like to be recorded or not, which can be considered to be ethically incorrect as person should be given freedom of decision. . This could be a human rights matter, however it is a police officers right to be equipped with a body camera for the officer and the public’s safety.  Another concern over body one cameras are the quality of the video. The view of the video, lighting and positioning of the camera can not always be perfect, as an officers job is physical and can often find themselves in situations where the footage is not clear. When body worn camera footage is the only source of evidence for a case, this can become a problem evidence wise. Lighting can also affect the video quality, sometimes effecting the imaging on the video footage which again cannot be used as evidence for a case if it is not fit for purpose (10-8 video.com) 

When looking at body worn cameras and their use when investigating incidents such as domestic violence, it was found that the use of body worn cameras actually meant that there was an increase in arrests and prosecutions made, as the footage from these arrests and officers arriving at ongoing incidents are seen as a highly credible source at trial (pinnacleresponse.com). It was also found that it can de- escalate irate settings in sensitive cases such as domestic abuse, as the camera is used as a deterrent when entering an irate setting. For crimes such as street crime involving assault or drug related offences, the body worn camera footage is helpful when talking to potential suspects as it captures an image for the police officer involved and can be referred to again in later cases if needs be. Police presence in itself is a deterrent, but it was found that offenders are less likely to be irate in these given situations when a body warn camera is used. Members of public who are asked to be stopped and searched also found that it was more reassuring when asked to be searched if a police officer was wearing a body camera, as this provided an unbiased piece of evidence to use for either party if needs be (college of policing). 

To conclude, body warn cameras are an essential piece of kit by police officers which are used widespread across the UK and could be pertinent to a case. Whilst the evidence suggests that they are overall a positive thing for police officer to use when working with the public and a providing credible sources of evidence, it important to remember that it can sometimes affect some members of the public with an infringement of privacy. There is a still a lot of research to be done on body worn cameras and the effects of using them, however from a policing perspective,  it can be seen as a positive approach within the use of evidence based policing (college of policing). 
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