





















Evidence-based policing is an approach used by police departments to have the best information available for tactical decision-making. It helps have a better value of statistical analysis, empirical research and usually randomised control trials (College of policing, 2023). It is a policy set in place to help reduce crime, it is used to help encourage people to challenge practices and innovate the public interest. The main principles for Evidence-Based policing are usually the same in each definition you find, logical investigation encompasses a part to play in creating viable and proficient policing programs, information found must meet the benchmarks of methodological thoroughness and be valuable to policing, Research must be the result of a combination of police experience and academic research skills and finally, the results should be readily applicable to police policies and day-to-day practices (Sidebottom, & Wortley, 2022). Officers wear body-worn cameras to record their activities. Police encounter with the public can be registered with audio and video equipment, there is a difference in guidance across forces and jurisdictions regarding the deployment and use of BWC. The College of Policing (2023) found that using body-worn cameras could have the potential of being a deterrence and give people more social awareness. During encounters with police, members of the public are motivated to moderate their behaviour because they are being recorded, for police officers however are more likely to use restraint if they know they are being recorded, thus deterring excessive force. They also have a study that has the potential to show that body-worn cameras are efficient in evidence gathering, it states that an officer's memory retention can be affected by traumatic events, so body-worn cameras can help retain memories of significant events and give key pieces of evidence (College of Policing, 2023). 









Huck (2022) found that as of September 2021, the Metropolitan police had 26,000 body-worn cameras in operation which amounted to around 80% of their police force having a camera as part of the uniform. The installation of cameras is thought to lessen police misbehaviour, false claims of police misconduct, and public assault on officers, statistics suggest that there is a 35% lower odd for a citizen’s complaint against a police officer for use of force but 14% greater odds for a complaint against misconduct (Ariel, 2016). To further confirm this, the University of Cambridge-institute of Criminology enlisted the help of the California Police Department Rialto to investigate whether the cameras were working. In incidents where police had cameras, they had an 88% reduction in citizen complaints before and after the installation of cameras. They also found a 60% reduction in police officers' use of force with officers wearing cameras compared to those not (Department of Justice,2016). These statistics show that body-worn cameras can positively impact how the public and officers change their social behaviour for the better when they believe they are being watched. To also back up the statement that body-worn cameras are efficient in evidence and showing the actual events of situations is a very publicised case in Texas. Sherita Dixon-Cole was arrested for a DWI and charged by a highway patrol officer. She accused the officer of offering to let her go with no charges after she failed a sobriety test if she performed sexual favours, she also claimed that after she declined, he then proceeded to assault her sexually. After the allocations were made the Ellis County Sheriff's Office released the officer's body camera footage showing the interaction between herself and the officer, this then showed that all her allocations were false and exonerated the officer (Washington DC, 2018).








Body-worn cameras can also provide a more detailed account of events and show the jury how the events came across and they can witness it with their own eyes. The information provided by police body cameras may be more accurate and complete than something recorded by a citizen on his or her mobile phone, the police have previously expressed concerns about how they feel the pressure of the public and are always being watched (Harris, 2010). The police already use CCTV cameras, dash cameras, and security cameras to gather video of crimes, by enhancing this capability, police can gain first-person accounts of public encounters by using body-worn cameras (Police research forum, 2014). 
Another benefit of using a body camera is that it allows police to present evidence more consistently and accurately. Recordings are made for display as evidence meaning police should spend less time documenting events in the form of affidavits or writing notebook notes. It also saves time on the number of pleas of guilt, and potential early guilty pleas. The Scottish Parliament (2017) has released data showing a significant increase in the number of early guilty pleas in criminal cases. Specifically, the data revealed a 91% increase in early guilty pleas, compared to a national average increase of 40% which means you spend less time filling out court papers or appearing in court in person. Plymouth BCU Commander stated that “This technology could eventually see much of our paperwork reduced, a substantial reduction in time spent on investigations and the provision of better-quality evidence for the courts” (UK Home Office Guide, 2007). This then links back to evidence-based policing principles with them being easily applicable to police policies and day-to-day practices and providing the best possible evidence available.








One further benefit would be the potential training opportunities for officers in training or newly qualified officers, body-worn cameras are often utilised as a way of professional development. This allows those in charge to review officers' performances and highlight to them what they are doing effectively and what can be improved on, this will allow them as well as experienced officers to change their behaviour accordingly and professionalise their performance (UK Home Office Guide, 2007). The use of cameras by police officers captures genuine situations that cannot be easily or accurately simulated during training. The recorded footage can reveal officers' errors as well as their commendable adherence to policies, providing a valuable training resource that would otherwise be difficult to replicate (Lexipol, 2023)
UK Home Office's (2007) guide presents an extensive list of potential risks that police officers who use body-worn cameras may face, and each risk is rated according to its level of danger. While many of the risks are low, such as being attacked due to the camera's presence, neck injury caused by the camera's weight, and electrical shock, some are rated as moderate risks. These moderate risks include assailants using the camera strap or wire to strangle officers, attackers hitting officers with the camera causing head injury, the potential for cameras to transmit infectious agents or bodily fluids when shared by officers, and headbands causing discomfort, soreness, and headaches. These cameras are therefore risking the health and safety of many officers. A questionnaire that was included in this guide also found that most officers will no longer use the headband cameras due to the headaches and injuries they cause, therefore wasting the money spent on these cameras. 









A police department may face an additional challenge with the use of body-worn cameras, as it can result in a significant administrative workload. Processing, storing, accessing, and securing the large amount of video footage generated by the cameras can be time-consuming and resource-intensive (UK Home Office Guide, 2007). Moreover, the cameras and related equipment require ongoing maintenance, updates, and replacements, which can add to the workload and costs over time. A study by Ariel and Drover (2015) highlighted the administrative challenges that the West Midland Police in England faced from the use of body-worn cameras. Their research, which differed from the Rialto Police Department study in California in that the researchers were only observers, revealed some practical difficulties, such as ensuring that the cameras were properly docked for video downloading and getting officers to adhere to departmental guidelines for camera use. While some of these issues were resolved with straightforward solutions, others were more complex and posed greater challenges for the police department. 

One of the biggest concerns with body-worn cameras is the privacy of the public. The use of body-worn cameras can record the actual, potentially distressing experiences of individuals who have suffered from criminal acts, been involved in accidents or medical emergencies, or are being held or apprehended. The knowledge that these experiences have been captured on video could potentially heighten emotional trauma for the victim, especially if they believe this video will be released to the public. The Freedom of Information Act (2000) provides a broad entitlement for individuals to access all kinds of recorded information held by public authorities, including digital images captured by body-worn cameras. Body-worn cameras can also raise privacy concerns for police officers, as the cameras capture footage of their interactions with the public, as well as their personal activities while on duty. However, many police departments have developed policies to address these concerns and protect officer privacy (UK Home Office Guidance, 2007).





Body-worn cameras are an effective piece of evidence as they can enhance the accuracy and reliability of witness statements and officer reports by providing a detailed record of what happened during an interaction. This can help to prevent misunderstandings, false accusations, and disputes over the facts of a case (National Institute of Justice, 2018).  They also enhance the accuracy and reliability of witness statements and officer reports by providing a detailed record of what happened during an interaction, it will help to support a witness's statement and any other evidence gathered during an investigation.  This can help to prevent misunderstandings, false accusations, and disputes over the facts of a case this then also increased transparency and accountability in law enforcement by providing a record of officer conduct and actions during interactions with the public. This can help to build trust between law enforcement and the community and can provide a basis for addressing complaints or misconduct (Ariel, Farrar, Sutherland, 2015). 

In response to a rise in domestic abuse cases between 2008-2011, Essex Police implemented the use of body-worn cameras. The purpose of using these cameras was to increase the number of convictions by providing more evidence and support to victims and witnesses. The expectation was that having access to more substantial evidence would encourage reluctant victims and witnesses to remain engaged with the criminal justice system. According to the study, there was a noticeable increase in the number of people charged with an offence when body-worn cameras were used at the scene. Specifically, 81% of sanctions issued were charged when cameras were worn, compared to 72% when cameras were not used. The study also found that wearing the cameras made officers more conscious of their actions, which suggests a positive influence on their behaviour. The officers who participated in the study reported that the footage captured by the cameras provided a more comprehensive and precise description of the scene than traditional statements, which increased their confidence in securing a conviction. Benefits were also noted in “capturing the context, comments, emotions and injuries when attending domestic abuse incidents” (College of Policing, 2014).



Overall, the use of body-worn cameras in evidence-based policing can increase accountability, transparency, and public trust, while enhancing officer safety and improving evidence collection as well as boosting officer confidence and making their behaviour professional and up to standards. It has also to been found by Paisley and Aberdeen police forces that body-worn cameras had reduced costs by £50,000 in court, police and prosecutions during the pilot phase and is now estimated that it could amount to savings of £140,000 if applied across all departments (The Scottish Parliament 2017). Body-worn cameras are also effective in evidence-based policing as they can be used to provide data that can be analysed to identify patterns and trends in police-public interactions. For example, departments can review footage to identify areas where officers may need additional training or to assess the effectiveness of de-escalation techniques. They can also be implemented in community policing initiatives and footage can be used to evaluate the effectiveness of the initiative and make the necessary adjustments. 

























Legislation:
Freedom Of Legislation Act (2000)
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