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[bookmark: _Toc194511893]Abstract 
This dissertation critically examines the routine arming of police officers in the United Kingdom. Through a historical and contemporary analysis, the study explores the methods of armed policing in the UK, the impact of public perception on the debate, and the broader implications on police accountability, culture, and the use of force. The research employs a mixed-methods approach, incorporating a questionnaire survey distributed to serving and retired officers of South Wales Police Force. By comparing the UK’s armed policing strategy with those of other countries, this dissertation aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of the complexities surrounding routine arming. The findings offer insights into the challenges and consequences of routine arming, contributing to ongoing discussions regarding police practices and public safety.
The findings suggest that while the routine arming of police officers may enhance officer safety, it also raises concerns about the impact on public trust, police culture, and the potential for escalated use of force. In conclusion, the study advocates for a nuanced approach to armed policing, emphasising the importance of transparent policies, public engagement, and regular training to mitigate the risks associated with routine arming. The implications of this research are significant for policymakers, policing agencies, and the public, as it calls for a balance between officer safety and the preservation of public confidence in policing practices.
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[bookmark: _Toc194511895]Chapter 1:  Introduction

[bookmark: _Toc194511896]Background
The debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers in the UK has become an increasingly relevant and controversial topic in recent years. Historically, police forces in the UK have maintained a policy of unarmed policing, with firearms reserved for special operations units, such as armed response teams. However, with rising concerns about public safety, terrorism, and violent crime, the question of whether all police officers should routinely carry firearms has emerged as a topic of significant public and academic interest. This dissertation seeks to critically examine this issue.

[bookmark: _Toc194511897]Research rationale
Aiming to investigate the various facets of routine arming. The study will aim to answer several primary objectives that will help clarify the benefits and risks associated with routine arming, as well as how such a policy may influence police behaviour, interactions with the public, international models of policing and internal police culture. A survey will also be created, and it will engage directly with serving and retired officers from South Wales Police, this research provides an opportunity to gather firsthand insights into the experiences and opinions of those directly impacted by armed policing practices.

[bookmark: _Toc194511898]Aims and Objectives
The primary objectives of this dissertation are as follows:
To examine the historical and current methods of armed policing in the UK. 
This objective will explore how firearms have been integrated into UK policing practices over time, identifying key developments and shifts in approach.
To understand the impact of public perception on the debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers. 
This objective will explore how public attitudes shape police policy, with a focus on how perceptions of safety, trust, and fear influence decision-making on firearms use in policing.
To compare the UK’s approach to armed policing with those of other countries. 
By comparing the UK’s practices with countries that routinely arm their police forces, this objective will highlight the differences and similarities in approach and the lessons that can be learned from international experiences.
To investigate the broader impacts on police accountability, culture, and the use of force. 
This objective will explore the internal effects of routine arming, particularly how it may affect police behaviour, decision-making, and accountability in the context of police-public relations.

[bookmark: _Toc194511899]Structure 
For the analysis section a mixed-methods research approach will be employed, combining quantitative survey data with qualitative responses to provide a comprehensive analysis of officers' opinions and experiences. The survey will be administered to serving and retired officers from South Wales Police, and it will address the aforementioned objectives through a combination of closed-ended questions (to gather numerical data) and open-ended questions (to provide richer, qualitative insights). The findings will be analysed to identify key trends, correlations, and themes that will inform the discussion on the implications of routine arming.
The significance of this dissertation lies in its ability to bridge the gap between academic theory, public discourse, and the practical realities of policing. While there is a wealth of research on armed policing in other countries, there is relatively little focus on the specific context of routine arming in the UK and how it may influence police culture and public perception in this country. By engaging directly with police officers, this research provides a unique officer-centred perspective on the issue, shedding light on the potential advantages and disadvantages of routine arming, and contributing to a more informed discussion on the matter.
This research also addresses an important gap in the literature regarding how police officers themselves view the impact of routine arming on their daily operations, their relationships with the public, and their professional identities. Furthermore, by examining international models of policing, it will offer insights into how the UK could learn from and adapt the practices of other countries to best address the current and future needs of policing in a rapidly changing security environment.

[bookmark: _Toc194511900]Conclusion
In summary, this dissertation critically analyses the routine arming of police officers in the UK by examining its historical context, the influence of public perception, the lessons that can be learned from international models, and the broader impact it may have on police culture and accountability. This study provides a nuanced, evidence-based perspective on the potential advantages and risks associated with routine arming, offering valuable insights into how this policy might reshape UK policing practices and its broader societal implications







[bookmark: _Toc194511901]Chapter 2 - Literature Review
The routine arming of police officers in the United Kingdom has become an increasingly pertinent issue in light of rising violent crime rates, terrorist threats, and growing public concerns about police use of force. Historically, UK policing has been characterised by an unarmed approach, which aligns with Sir Robert Peel's 1829 vision of "policing by consent." However, over the decades, incidents of violent crime, particularly involving firearms, and the emergence of terrorism have sparked debates regarding the need to routinely arm police officers.
This literature review critically examines the evolving nature of armed policing in the UK. It will address the following objectives:
To explore the historical and current methods of armed policing in the UK, focusing on the integration of firearms in policing over time.
To understand the impact of public perception on the debate surrounding routine arming, and how these perceptions influence police policy and decision-making.
To compare the UK's approach to armed policing with those of other countries that routinely arm their police officers.
To investigate the broader impacts on police accountability, culture, and the use of force, especially concerning how routine arming affects police behaviour, interactions with the public, and internal police culture.
The review seeks to provide a comprehensive analysis of the multifaceted issue of armed policing, exploring both the benefits and challenges, with a focus on the implications for public safety, police culture, and community trust.

[bookmark: _Toc194511902]Objective 1: Historical Context of Armed Policing in the UK
Sir Robert Peel's founding of the Metropolitan Police in 1829 laid the groundwork for unarmed policing in the United Kingdom. Peel's ideas emphasised the need for police to work alongside the public and to do so with their consent in order to maintain peace without resorting to force, intimidation, or a militarised police presence, as was previously the case. This framework positioned the police as community “protectors” rather than “enforcers.” This approach has laid the groundwork for the current relationship between police officers and the public, one marked by cooperation and trust (Emsley, 2013).
However, the unarmed approach has faced challenges due to increasingly violent incidents throughout the 20th century, the growing ease of access to firearms, and the emergence of new threats related to terrorism. A re-evaluation of police capabilities was prompted by the 1987 Hungerford Massacre and the 1996 Dunblane School Shooting, both of which involved the use of guns. These events sparked conversations about public safety and led to calls for police to be equipped with the resources needed to handle firearms-related situations (Squires, 2015).
The 1987 Hungerford Massacre, which claimed 16 lives, was crucial in shaping public opinion about police responses to incidents of this nature and whether they are equipped to handle them (Shepard,1989). With the increasing trend of gun violence in the UK, discussions about arming police officers became a regular topic, especially following the 1996 Dunblane school shooting, which claimed the lives of 16 students and one teacher. This prompted the UK to act against gun violence. As a result, Armed Response Units (ARUs) were established as a specialised role within the police, equipped to deal with the threat of gun violence to the public (North, 2013).
The establishment of Armed Response Units (ARUs) in the 1990s marked a significant turning point in UK policing, as many members of the public felt that it represented a step toward a militarised police force, which sparked further debate. These specialised teams were created solely to respond to the increasing threat of violent crime and terrorism, focusing on rapid intervention in high-risk situations. 
The need for ARUs became more apparent after incidents such as the IRA’s bombing campaign, which highlighted the limitations of unarmed policing (Clark-Darby, 2020). The changing nature of crime, especially in large, densely populated urban areas, along with general public concerns about safety, is reflected in this shift. Whilst not a direct result of gun violence, the 9/11 terrorist attacks had a significant influence on UK policing. The attacks heightened public fear and realisation of terrorism, leading to a review of national security policies. Significant investments were made in armed policing in the UK, which included an increase in the number of armed officers on patrol and their regular deployment in key cities and urban areas considered potential targets.
Additionally, more funding was allocated for training Armed Response Units, with an emphasis on mass-casualty and terrorist scenarios, as well as improved instruction in de-escalation and crisis resolution strategies. There was also tighter security in areas with high public traffic, such as transport hubs and airports. The public's perception of armed police changed significantly after 9/11 (Thiel, 2009). Some communities voiced concerns about civil liberties and the possibility of policing becoming militarised, while others defended the increased armed presence as an essential public safety precaution (Squires and Kennison, 2010).

[bookmark: _Toc194511903]Present Methods of Armed Policing
Today, the UK adopts two different strategies for tackling violent crime. The majority of police officers, especially response officers, have the option to train as Taser-trained officers, adopting a less lethal approach by carrying a Taser. In a context where violence and threats have increased over the past ten years, the use of less-lethal alternatives like Tasers has become an important part of policing. Officers can use Tasers as a non-lethal substitute for firearms, as they are designed to incapacitate a person without guaranteeing permanent harm (Dymond, 2022).
The National Police Chiefs' Council (NPCC) estimates that between March 2022 and 2023, approximately 33,000 Tasers were used in England and Wales. These devices provide police with a means to handle potentially violent situations without resorting to lethal force, and they have been credited with lowering the number of incidents in which police interactions result in injury to either party (GOV.UK, 2023).
Although Tasers are seen as having advantages, their use has not been without criticism. 
They still carry the potential to result in fatalities or severe injuries, and they are classified as firearms, particularly for individuals with pre-existing medical conditions. 
To ensure accountability, members of the public have demanded stricter standards regarding the carrying of Tasers (Dymond, 2014).
A study published by the Independent Office for Police Conduct (IOPC) found that Tasers were deployed in over 32,000 incidents in 2019/2020, with fewer than 12% of these incidents resulting in a discharge. The incidents often led to compliance from subjects, thereby reducing the need for physical restraint and the potential for injury (Police Conduct, 2021). While specialised armed response units are equipped with firearms, they operate across various police forces within the UK and are trained to address threats of terrorism, organised gang violence, and gun crime. Their operational protocols emphasise de-escalation, communication, and a measured response, reflecting a commitment to minimising harm to both the public and the officers themselves.
In recent years, armed officers have been deployed in greater numbers in response to an increase in firearms and knife-related incidents. Over 18,000 armed incidents were reported in England and Wales in 2023. The main findings of this report show a gradual increase in demand for an armed response since 2010, underscoring the growing need for Armed Response Units (ARUs) (Home Office, 2023).

[bookmark: _Toc194511904]Objective 2: Public perception of armed police officers  
Public opinion on the routine arming of police is divided, according to a 2017 Police Federation survey. Forty percent of respondents favoured the regular arming of police officers, while thirty-four percent were opposed, citing concerns about the impact on civil liberties and public trust. The poll found that opposition to armed policing is generally stronger in rural areas, where the perceived threat level is lower, whereas support for armed policing is often higher in urban areas with documented increases in violent crime (Police Federation, 2018).
The debate over routinely arming police officers is significantly influenced by public opinion. The British public holds diverse views on armed policing; some support a greater armed presence due to the rise in violent crime, including increases in knife and gang-related violence, the emergence of terrorist attacks, and the urgent need to reevaluate policing tactics. This rise in violent crime puts additional pressure on police forces to respond effectively while ensuring the safety of both officers and the public.
The addition of firearms to this dynamic would significantly alter the decision-making processes and operating procedures of response officers. Officers who carry firearms must be acutely aware of the potential repercussions of their use, which may lead them to exercise greater caution when assessing threats. When armed criminals encounter armed officers, they may reconsider their actions or choose not to arm themselves at all, potentially preventing deadly confrontations. However, this also raises concerns about the possibility of situations becoming more heated, especially when de-escalation may have been the initial objective.
Furthermore, the decision to carry firearms necessitates ongoing public input during the policy-making process. Engaging with community members can help police understand their expectations and concerns regarding police presence and response. Involving communities in the development of armed policing policy fosters a shared commitment to public safety and enhances trust in the system, in line with the principles of “policing by consent” (Farmer and Evans, 2021).
The June 2017 attack on London Bridge serves as a significant illustration of the need for armed policing in the United Kingdom. Eight people were killed, and numerous others were injured in this terrorist attack on members of the public, which involved three assailants using knives. The quick arrival of armed police officers was essential to neutralise the potential for an escalating crisis, where de-escalation measures were simply not an option (Anderson, 2017).

The incident heightened public anxiety about terrorism, leaving many people feeling less safe in public spaces, particularly in London, where the attack occurred. In the aftermath, support for an armed police presence increased; many individuals believed that all police officers should be armed to protect themselves from potential dangers. Following the attack, police forces across the UK enhanced the visibility of armed officers in urban areas, especially at transport hubs and public events. This move aimed to reassure the public and deter potential attackers.

While some members of the public favoured a greater armed presence, many others expressed concerns about the implications for civil liberties and the potential for increased police misuse of force, particularly in underprivileged areas where crime rates are higher (D’Orsi, 2024).


[bookmark: _Toc194511905]Objective 3: Comparative Analysis with International Models
The United Kingdom differs significantly from other nations, particularly the United States, Canada, and Australia, when comparing armed policing models. In the United States, it is common practice for all police personnel to carry firearms and have access to automatic weapons while performing their daily duties. However, this model has contributed to a culture that normalises the use of force, and increased rates of police shootings are often associated with this practice (Garrett and Slobogin, 2020).

Canada, on the other hand, employs a hybrid approach in which the majority of police are unarmed but have access to firearms when necessary. This structure's flexibility allows officials to adapt their responses based on the circumstances. The Canadian strategy emphasises proactive tactics and community-oriented policing, highlighting the importance of building relationships with local communities to deter crime. Canadian law enforcement has implemented initiatives to promote trust and transparency, from which the UK could learn significantly (Canadian Civil Liberties Association, n.d.).

Australia’s policing strategy also demonstrates a balanced approach, combining armed and unarmed personnel. Training in crisis management and de-escalation strategies has been shown to reduce the risk of violent interactions for Australian police. This training ensures that officers are equipped to handle high-risk situations without resorting to deadly force (Birch, Kennedy, and Kruger, 2020).

These international comparisons highlight the importance of context and cultural perspectives in policing, which significantly influence public expectations and the legitimacy of armed officers. Given its unique historical context and cultural values, the UK would need to adopt a customised strategy for routinely arming police that draws on best practices from around the world.
[bookmark: _Toc194511906]Objective 4: Impacts of Routine Arming on Police Accountability and Culture

The routine arming of police officers raises significant concerns about accountability and the culture within the police service. When an armed response is required, strong oversight procedures are essential to ensure that the use of lethal force is appropriate and justified. 
The Independent Office for Police Conduct and other independent oversight organisations play a crucial role in investigating incidents involving armed police (College of Policing, 2013).
Routine arming may also impact police culture. 
The normalisation of firearms in routine policing could shift the operational mindset, leading officers to become overly reliant on having a firearm readily available when under duress. This cultural shift has the potential to exacerbate tensions between the police and underprivileged communities and undermine efforts to improve police-community relations.
Addressing these issues requires up-to-date and regular training. In-depth courses emphasising crisis intervention, de-escalation, community involvement, and transparency are essential to mitigate the risks associated with routinely arming officers and to minimise potential public backlash against arming all police officers. Ongoing assessments and feedback systems can ensure that officers are equipped to handle complex situations without resorting to lethal force (Farmer and Evans, 2020).

[bookmark: _Toc194511907]Conclusion
This literature review has critically examined the issue of the routine arming of police officers in the UK, addressing key objectives such as the historical development of armed policing, the current methods employed, public perceptions, and international comparisons. It has been demonstrated that while armed policing is seen by some as necessary for ensuring public safety, particularly in the context of rising violent crime and terrorism, it also raises concerns about civil liberties, police militarisation, and the potential for escalating tensions between police and communities.

In response to the growing threat of terrorism and violent crime, the UK has made significant investments in armed policing, including the establishment of Armed Response Units and the increased use of less-lethal alternatives like Tasers. However, the decision to routinely arm all police officers remains contentious, with public opinion divided and concerns about the impact on community trust and police accountability.

In conclusion, the UK must continue to engage with communities to ensure that armed policing policies are developed in a way that maintains the principles of "policing by consent." By learning from international models and emphasising the importance of training, oversight, and community involvement, the UK can develop an approach to armed policing that balances public safety with respect for individual rights and freedoms.



[bookmark: _Toc194511908]Chapter 3 - Research Methodology 
The purpose of this methodology chapter is to describe the research design and approach used to critically analyse the routine arming of police officers in the UK. 
Specifically, this methodology addresses the research objectives, including understanding the historical context of armed policing, exploring public perceptions, comparing the UK’s approach with other countries, and investigating the broader impacts of armed policing on police culture and accountability. The approach outlined in this chapter will help gather both quantitative and qualitative data to provide a multi-dimensional exploration of the research questions.
A mixed-methods research strategy is employed to comprehensively explore this complex issue, combining quantitative data from closed-ended questions and qualitative data from open-ended questions to capture both broad trends and in-depth individual experiences of officers. The methodology focuses on primary data collection through a survey administered to serving and retired officers of the South Wales Police Force. This survey will explore officers' views and experiences concerning the routine arming of police officers, examining various aspects of armed policing within the UK context.

The questions within the survey will be centred around the main objectives of this paper.
They are as follows.

Examining the historical and current methods of armed policing in the UK, including how firearms have been integrated into policing over time.

Understanding the impact of public perception on the debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers and exploring how public attitudes influence police policy and decision-making. 

Comparing the UK's approach to armed policing with those of other countries that routinely arm their police officers.

Investigating the broader impacts on police accountability, culture, and the use of force, focusing on how routine arming affects police behaviour, interactions with the public, and internal police culture.

[bookmark: _Toc194511909]Research Design
This study utilises a mixed-methods approach, combining quantitative data from closed-ended survey questions with qualitative data from open-ended responses. Mixed-methods research is employed to provide a comprehensive understanding of the complex issue of routine arming of police officers by drawing on both numerical data and personal insights. The combination of quantitative and qualitative methods allows for a deeper exploration of the patterns, perceptions, and experiences that shape officers' views and behaviour in relation to armed policing. (McKim 2017.)

Primary research is particularly appropriate for this study as it enables the collection of firsthand data from officers directly engaged in policing practices. This ensures that the data is context-specific and relevant to the realities of armed policing in the UK. The use of a survey allows for the systematic collection of information from a wide range of officers across different ranks and departments, making the findings more generalisable to the broader police force (Almalki 2016.)
Quantitative methods will involve closed-ended questions, such as Likert-scale and multiple-choice questions, to measure officer opinions on key issues such as the necessity and impact of armed policing. Qualitative methods will include open-ended questions, providing officers with an opportunity to express personal insights and experiences regarding their interactions with firearms, police culture, and public perceptions of armed policing (Sandelowski 2000.)

This mixed-methods approach ensures that the study will capture both the statistical trends and the nuanced personal experiences that shape officers' attitudes toward routine arming.

[bookmark: _Toc194511910]Data Collection
Data will be collected through an online survey distributed to a sample of active and retired officers within the South Wales Police Force. The survey will consist of both closed-ended questions, which will generate quantitative data, and open-ended questions, which will generate qualitative data. The closed-ended questions will use Likert scales and multiple-choice formats to quantify officer attitudes, while the open-ended questions will enable officers to elaborate on their views, offering deeper insights into their experiences and beliefs.

The survey not only covers the papers objectives but also includes key areas as well, including:

Officers' attitudes towards armed policing.

Their comfort levels with carrying firearms on duty.

Their perceptions of the impact of armed policing on police-public relationships and internal police culture.

Officers’ views on how the public perceives armed policing and the role of public opinion in shaping policy decisions.

[bookmark: _Toc194511911]Data Analysis
Data analysis will come next after the survey data has been gathered. To find trends, correlations, and patterns. Statistical methods will be used to evaluate the quantitative data from the closed-ended questions. To identify trends between different variables should there be any, such as the rank of officers, their experience with armed policing, and their opinions on routine arming, this may involve calculating percentages, mean scores, or carrying out comparison. 

The qualitative data from the open-ended responses will be analysed thematically. 
This means looking for recurring themes, keywords, and concepts across the responses to identify common viewpoints or unique perspectives. 
Qualitative data analysis will help to provide a deeper understanding of the personal experiences of officers and their views on the implications of routinely arming police officers. Both forms of data analysis will help answer the research questions by providing numerical evidence of trends and offering richer, contextual insights into the lived experiences of UK police officers (Thorne, 2000.)


[bookmark: _Toc194511912]Validity and Reliability
To ensure the validity of the survey, a pilot phase will be conducted with a small group of officers from the South Wales Police Force. This will allow for feedback on the clarity and relevance of the survey questions, ensuring that they accurately measure what they are intended to measure. The survey questions will be refined based on this feedback to improve their clarity and focus.

In terms of reliability, standardised procedures will be followed throughout the survey administration process. This includes providing clear instructions to all participants and ensuring that the survey is distributed in the same manner to all officers. Consistency will be maintained in the data analysis phase, with specific coding schemes for qualitative data and well-established statistical tests for quantitative data.

[bookmark: _Toc194511913]Ethical Considerations
Ethical guidelines will be followed throughout the study to ensure that the research is conducted responsibly and with respect for participants. All participants will be informed about the purpose of the study, their voluntary participation, and their right to withdraw at any time without consequence. Informed consent will be obtained from each respondent before completing the survey. Confidentiality will be strictly maintained, and responses will be anonymised to protect the identity of the officers involved. Any sensitive data will be stored securely, and no personally identifiable information will be included in the final analysis or published results.

[bookmark: _Toc194511914]Limitations
While this methodology provides a comprehensive approach to understanding armed policing in the UK, there are several limitations to consider.

Self-Reported Data: The study relies on self-reported data, which may be subject to social desirability bias. To mitigate this, participants will be assured that their responses are anonymous and confidential, which should reduce the likelihood of socially desirable responses.

Response Rate: A potential limitation is the low response rate from officers. To address this, efforts will be made to ensure a broad distribution of the survey, including targeted outreach to officers in different departments of South Wales police force and ranks, as well as follow-up reminders to encourage participation.

Generalisability: The study focuses on officers from the South Wales Police Force, so the findings may not fully represent the views of officers in other forces across the UK. However, the sample will include a diverse range of officers from different ranks and departments, which will help provide a broader understanding of the issue.

Non-armed Officers: The views of officers who have not been engaged in armed policing units may differ from those who have experience with firearms. This will be addressed by analysing responses from a diverse sample of officers, including those from specialised armed units and those who have not been involved in routine armed policing.

[bookmark: _Toc194511915]Conclusion 
This research methodology provides a solid framework for investigating the complex issue of routine arming of police officers in the UK. By combining both quantitative and qualitative methods, the study will offer a comprehensive analysis of trends and personal experiences, allowing for a multi-dimensional exploration of the topic. Ethical considerations and data analysis techniques are carefully designed to ensure the validity, reliability, and confidentiality of the research, making it a robust and insightful examination of the idea of routinely arming police officers in the UK.











































[bookmark: _Toc194511916]Chapter 4 - Data Analysis

The purpose of this data analysis is to evaluate the responses collected from the survey, which included both quantitative and qualitative questions. The analysis is structured to address the research objectives and to offer insights into the ongoing debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers in the UK. The key research objectives that guided this analysis are:

Examining the historical and current methods of armed policing in the UK and how firearms have been integrated into policing over time.

Understanding the impact of public perception on the debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers and exploring how public attitudes influence police policy and decision-making.
Comparing the UK's approach to armed policing with those of other countries that routinely arm their police officers.

Investigating the broader impacts on police accountability, culture, and the use of force, focusing on how routine arming affects police behaviour, interactions with the public, and internal police culture.

This analysis begins by evaluating the quantitative data collected from the closed-ended survey questions. The findings from these questions are then complemented with an exploration of the qualitative data, derived from the open-ended responses, to provide a richer understanding of the issue.

[bookmark: _Toc194511917]Quantitative Data Analysis
The quantitative section of the survey focused on capturing measurable insights into police officers' opinions on routine arming, the influence of public perception, and the perceived impact of firearms on police accountability and culture.

1. Police officers' agreement with routine arming

The survey results show a significant majority of respondents disagreeing with the statement that police officers should be routinely armed in the UK. Of the 20 responses, 15 (75%) selected either "Disagree" or "Strongly Disagree." In contrast, only 3 officers (15%) agreed with routine arming, selecting either "Agree" or "Strongly Agree." This demonstrates that the majority of South Wales Police officers do not support the idea of routinely arming officers, with concerns centred around the risks it poses to police culture and public interactions.


2. Knowledge of the history of armed policing

A majority of respondents (12 out of 20, or 60%) rated themselves as either "Somewhat Knowledgeable" or "Very Knowledgeable" about the history of armed policing in the UK. This indicates that most officers have a reasonable understanding of how firearms have been integrated into policing practices, which may shape their opinions on the issue.




3. Influence of public opinion on policy decisions

A significant portion of officers (18 out of 20, or 90%) believed that public opinion plays a role in influencing police policy on armed policing. Specifically, 12 officers (60%) answered "Very Much" or "Somewhat," highlighting the importance of public perception in shaping policies on firearms in policing.

4. Frequency of encounters requiring firearms

Most officers (15 out of 20, or 75%) stated that they rarely or never encounter situations where having a firearm would be essential to their role. This suggests that many officers feel that routine arming is unnecessary for their daily tasks, supporting the majority opinion against arming.

5. Impact of routine arming on police accountability

The majority (14 out of 20, or 70%) of respondents indicated that they believe routine arming would either "Slightly" or "Strongly Decrease" police accountability. This highlight raises concerns that the presence of firearms could lead to excessive use of force or a shift in police behaviour, reducing transparency and public trust.

6. Risk of escalation due to firearms

Most officers (16 out of 20, or 80%) agreed that firearms significantly or slightly increase the risk of escalation in public encounters. This aligns with the concerns that routine arming could exacerbate tense situations and make confrontations more dangerous for both officers and the public.

[bookmark: _Toc194511918]Qualitative Data Analysis
The qualitative responses provided deeper insights into the officers' personal experiences and opinions regarding armed policing. Whilst many responses mirrored the quantitative findings, offering support for the idea that routine arming is unnecessary, could potentially impact police and public relations and open up to an increase in violent incidents. Several officers did express a differing viewpoint, particularly those who supported the idea of routine arming.

1. Comfort with carrying a firearm

A significant portion of officers expressed discomfort with the idea of carrying a firearm on duty. Common concerns were related to the potential for misuse, lack of training, and the psychological burden of carrying a weapon. One officer stated, "I would not feel comfortable carrying a firearm there's a risk that it could escalate situations unnecessarily."

However, officers in favour of routine arming offered differing views. Officer 3 responded, "I believe that carrying a firearm would make me feel safer and more prepared to respond to dangerous situations."





2. Impact on interactions with the public

Many officers believed that carrying a firearm would alter their approach to interacting with the public. As one officer commented, "Carrying a firearm would likely make me more cautious in my interactions, there's a psychological distance that comes with being armed, and it could affect how I relate to people." Another officer, supporting routine arming, responded, "I think carrying a firearm would instil confidence in my role, especially when dealing with aggressive individuals which is becoming more frequent."

3. Routine arming improving effectiveness

Officers who disagreed with routine arming often cited concerns about its potential to escalate situations. "Armed policing may make officers feel more inclined to use their weapon, even when it's not necessary," one officer explained. In contrast, those in favour of routine arming argued that it could enhance police effectiveness in certain situations. Officer 3 remarked, "There are times when having a firearm would be crucial in dealing with high-risk situations. Firearms officers are few and far between, sometimes at least 30 minutes away from you”

4. Escalation of encounters

A common theme in the qualitative responses was the concern that routine arming increases the likelihood of escalated violence. As one officer put it, "When people see an officer with a weapon, they might respond more aggressively or defensively, which increases the risk of violence, or increases the likelihood of people not wanting to approach police with concerns in the first place" Officers in favour of arming were less concerned, with one stating, "If officers are well-trained, firearms are an essential tool for ensuring public safety in dangerous situations. I will attend calls involving knives at least once a set of shifts."

5. Accountability of armed police officers

Many officers believed that armed policing would require strict accountability measures to prevent misuse. "I think we would need more robust oversight to ensure that armed officers are held accountable for their actions," said one officer. However, Officer 11, in favour of routine arming, commented, "I believe that if the use of firearms is regulated properly, it can be a valuable tool for ensuring public and officer safety."

[bookmark: _Toc194511919]Comparison Between Quantitative and Qualitative Data
The integration of both quantitative and qualitative data allows for a comprehensive understanding of the debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers in the UK. While the quantitative data shows a clear majority of officers opposing routine arming, the qualitative responses provide deeper insights into the reasons behind this opposition, such as concerns about the risk of escalation, police accountability, and the impact on public interactions.

For example, in response to the quantitative question on whether firearms increase the risk of escalation in encounters with the public, the majority (80%) of officers agreed that firearms would escalate situations. This finding is supported by the qualitative responses, with many officers emphasising the psychological impact of being armed and how it could change their behaviour with the public and their approachability.
However, a small minority of officers (3 out of 20) expressed support for routine arming, citing the potential for increased safety and effectiveness in certain dangerous situations. This aligns with the views of those who believe that firearms could be a necessary tool for officers to handle high-risk and violent situations which are on the rise.

[bookmark: _Toc194511920]Summary of Key Findings
The majority of officers (75%) are against routine arming, citing concerns about the risks of escalation, changes in police culture, and the potential for reduced accountability.
Officers' knowledge of the history of armed policing is generally positive, indicating a degree of understanding of how firearms have been integrated into UK policing practices.
Public opinion is believed to significantly influence policy decisions regarding armed policing.

Routine arming is thought to negatively impact police accountability by both the majority of officers and through the qualitative data. A small group of officers (15%) support routine arming, emphasising the safety and effectiveness it could provide in dangerous situations as violence against police and knife related incidents are increasing. 

Overall, the comparison between the quantitative and qualitative data reveals a strong preference against routine arming, though it acknowledges the complexities and differing perspectives on the issue.
































[bookmark: _Toc194511921]Chapter 5 – Findings and conclusion

The findings section below presents the data and results of the research gathered in a clear and concise manner. The findings of the survey will be showcased and what was discovered through the study. This section also answers the research questions posed at the beginning of the dissertation, reporting the evidence and observations that were gathered through the methodology.

[bookmark: _Toc194511922]Summary of key findings
The purpose of this dissertation was to critically analyse the debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers in the UK. The study aimed to examine how armed policing has evolved, the influence of public opinion on police policy, international models, and the broader implications of routine arming on police accountability, culture, and the use of force. 
The dissertation employed a mixed-methods approach, involving both qualitative and quantitative data through a survey of serving and retired officers in the South Wales Police Force. The survey asked questions directly aligned with the research objectives, providing first-hand accounts of police officers' views on the debate surrounding routine arming.

Majority Opposition to Routine Arming

A significant majority of officers (75%) disagreed with the idea of routinely arming police officers in the UK, citing concerns about the risks to police culture, public relations, and the potential for increased use of force. Officers emphasised that the presence of firearms could alter the nature of police interactions with the public, making them more confrontational. It is worth noting that within the literature review of this dissertation, more specifically, section 3 public perception of armed officers. 
One key finding was that “While some members of the public favoured a greater armed presence, many others expressed concerns about the implications for civil liberties and the potential for increased police misuse of force, particularly in underprivileged areas where crime rates are higher (D’Orsi, 2024, pp. 343-352).” This tells us that from the police officers who have answered the survey provided, they express similar concerns to the public regarding the routine arming of police officers. 

Influence of Public Opinion on Police Policy

Public opinion was seen as a significant factor influencing police policy, with 90% of respondents agreeing that public perception plays a critical role in shaping decisions about armed policing. Many officers emphasised that any change in policy regarding armed policing would need to consider public opinion to ensure continued trust in the police force. 
This points to the growing recognition that police policies must be responsive to public expectations, especially in a society where police accountability is increasingly scrutinised.

Limited Need for Firearms in Daily Policing

A notable portion of officers (75%) reported that they rarely or never encounter situations requiring firearms. This finding further strengthens the argument against the routine arming of all officers, and that the current model of policing, which relies on situationally armed units, is both more cost-effective and better suited to maintaining a peaceful, community-focused approach.
Impact on Police Accountability and Escalation

The study revealed that most officers (70%) believed routine arming would decrease police accountability, while 80% agreed that it could increase the risk of escalation in public encounters. These findings are critical in addressing the research aim of investigating the broader impacts on police accountability and behaviour when firearms are involved. Officers expressed concern that carrying firearms as a routine could lead to higher levels of violence in interactions with the public, as well as a potential erosion of the more community-oriented, unarmed policing model that currently exists in the UK.

Differing Opinions on Firearms and Safety

While a small minority of officers (15%) supported routine arming, citing concerns about safety and the effectiveness of firearms in high-risk situations, the overall trend was opposition. 
This highlights the complexities of the issue and speaks to the need for a nuanced approach to armed policing. The minority of officers supporting routine arming were primarily concerned with officer safety in dangerous or high-risk scenarios, indicating that while they recognised the risks of firearms in everyday policing, they felt the increased threat of violence against officers warranted the need for trained firearms officers in certain situations. This provides an insight into the more tactical view of armed policing, which contrasts with the broader concerns about its cultural and ethical implications.

[bookmark: _Toc194511923]Key research objectives answered? 
Examining the Historical and Current Methods of Armed Policing

The survey did not delve deeply into the historical evolution of armed policing, but it provided insights into officers' understanding of how firearms have been integrated into UK policing. Most officers (60%) had some knowledge of armed policing history, suggesting that they are informed about the context of armed policing and how it has evolved. However, a deeper historical analysis could have provided more comprehensive insights.

Understanding the Impact of Public Opinion on the Debate

The results clearly indicate that public opinion plays a vital role in shaping police policies on armed policing. A significant majority (90%) of officers affirmed that public perception influences their views on routine arming, suggesting that societal attitudes are a major factor in the ongoing debate.

Comparing the UK's Approach to Armed Policing with Other Countries 

While this dissertation did not directly compare the UK's approach with countries that routinely arm their police, it is evident that UK officers show strong resistance to routine arming, in contrast to countries where armed policing is more common. 
This suggests that UK officers are more inclined to maintain traditional policing methods, emphasising unarmed officers and community-based policing. Further research could compare UK officers' views with those in countries with more widespread armed policing to better understand the global context of armed policing practices.



Investigating the Broader Impacts on Police Accountability, Culture, and Use of Force 

The study found that routine arming is seen as a potential threat to police accountability, with most officers believing that carrying firearms could decrease accountability and increase the likelihood of escalation. The concerns about altering police culture, making officers more cautious and less approachable, were also prevalent. Officers expressed concerns that firearms could change police culture, making officers less approachable and more cautious in their interactions with the public. 
Additionally, the potential for increased use of force and less effective de-escalation were key concerns raised by the majority of officers.

Contributions of the Study

This dissertation contributes to the ongoing debate surrounding the routine arming of police officers in the UK by providing insights into the attitudes of South Wales Police officers. It adds to the literature by combining both quantitative and qualitative data to offer a nuanced perspective on the topic. The study highlights the significant concerns about the potential risks of routine arming, such as the escalation of violence and the negative effects on police-public relations, whilst also acknowledging the minority viewpoint that supports routine arming for increased safety in high-risk situations.
Furthermore, the study sheds light on the influence of public opinion in shaping police policies and decisions, emphasising the importance of considering public perception in discussions about armed policing.

[bookmark: _Toc194511924]Limitations of the Study
Whilst the study provides valuable insights, there are several limitations:

Small Sample Size

The sample size of 20 officers from one police force (South Wales Police) is relatively small, which limits the ability to generalise the findings to the broader police force population in the UK. A larger sample size from multiple regions would provide more robust conclusions.

Potential for Response Bias 

Officers may have been influenced by social desirability bias, potentially leading to answers that reflect perceived expectations rather than their true opinions. This limitation could have affected the reliability of the responses.

Limited Scope of Historical Analysis

The dissertation touches upon officers' knowledge of the history of armed policing but does not conduct an in-depth exploration of how firearms have been historically integrated into UK policing. A more detailed historical analysis could provide a richer context for understanding current attitudes toward armed policing.





Narrow Focus on Officers' Views

This study focuses exclusively on the views of police officers, and while their perspectives are critical, including the views of other stakeholders for example, the public, policymakers, or experts in armed policing would provide a more holistic understanding of the issue.

[bookmark: _Toc194511925]Recommendations for future research on the routine arming of UK police officers

Cost-Benefit Analysis

A thorough economic analysis could assess whether the benefits of routine arming outweigh the potential costs. This would look at the financial implications of training, equipping, and maintaining a routinely armed police force. A cost-benefit analysis could also include examining potential societal costs related to increased use of force, public distrust, and the potential for escalating violence in interactions.

· What are the financial implications of transitioning to routine arming in the UK, and how does this compare to current expenditure on police forces?

· Are there potential savings or efficiencies in police work if officers are routinely armed, or would it lead to greater expenditures?

· What impact would the presence of firearms have on the police’s ability to reduce crime, and would this be justifiable in cost terms?

Public Opinion and Acceptance

Understanding public opinion is critical to assessing whether routine arming would be socially acceptable. Researchers could conduct extensive surveys or focus groups across different regions in the UK, looking at how various demographics feel about the routine arming of police officers. Public resistance, support, and concerns.

· How does the UK public view the potential for routine arming of police officers, and what factors influence this opinion?

· How do public attitudes toward armed policing vary across different regions, social groups, and levels of perceived crime?

· What concerns do the public have regarding routine arming, and how could they be addressed through policy and communication?

Legal and Policy Considerations

Any potential shift to routine arming in the UK would require careful legal and policy examination, especially regarding existing laws around firearms and police use of force. Future research could assess the legal barriers and implications of arming all police officers, including the potential need for new legislation, changes to police oversight bodies, and adjustments to the use of force protocols.

· What are the legal challenges that would need to be addressed for routine arming to be implemented in the UK?

· Would changes to current police accountability mechanisms be necessary, and if so, how could they be structured to maintain public trust?

· How would policies on the use of force, firearms training, and de-escalation tactics need to be revised in response to routine arming?

Impact on Police Culture and Officer Well-being

Routine arming could have profound effects on police culture, officer behaviour, and even their mental and emotional well-being. Future research could investigate how armed policing might affect officers’ decision-making processes, their relationships with colleagues and the public, and their mental health. This would also include looking at whether arming all officers changes the community-oriented nature of UK policing.

· How would routine arming affect police culture, relationships between officers, and their approach to policing?

· Would routine arming lead to increased stress or mental health challenges among officers?

· How might armed officers view their roles differently, particularly in terms of de-escalation, use of force, and engagement with the community?























[bookmark: _Toc194511926]Conclusion
In conclusion, this dissertation addresses the research objectives by providing a comprehensive analysis of the views of South Wales Police officers on the routine arming of all police officers. The study finds a strong majority of officers opposed to routine arming, primarily due to concerns about escalation, accountability, and the impact on police culture. 
Public opinion emerged as a crucial factor in shaping police policy, and many officers emphasised the importance of maintaining the traditional model of unarmed policing in the UK to maintain public trust in the police force.

The study contributes to the broader conversation on armed policing, particularly in the UK, by highlighting the complex and multifaceted nature of the debate. Whilst there are clear concerns about the risks associated with routine arming, the minority of officers who supported it cited potential benefits in terms of safety and effectiveness during high-risk situations. 
The findings underscore the need for a careful, balanced approach to armed policing, with an emphasis on accountability, training, and public trust.

Further research is needed to explore the perspectives of other stakeholders and to address the limitations of this study, particularly regarding sample size and scope. Ultimately, this dissertation provides a valuable contribution to the discourse on armed policing in the UK, offering insights that can inform future policy decisions on the issue.
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Copy of survey distributed to officers within South Wales police force. 

Dissertation survey.pdf

[bookmark: _Toc194511930]Appendix B 
Results of quantitative survey:
	Officer No.
	Years of Service
	Agree/Disagree with Routine Arming
	Knowledge of Armed Policing
	Influence of Public Opinion
	Frequency of Firearm Need
	Impact on Accountability
	Escalation Risk
	Impact on Police Culture
	Impact on Use of Force

	1
	1-5 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Very Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, significantly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Occasionally

	2
	1-5 years
	Strongly Disagree
	Somewhat Unknowledgeable
	Somewhat
	Occasionally
	Has No Effect
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Rarely

	3
	1-5 years
	Agree
	Neutral
	Somewhat
	Occasionally
	Slightly Increases
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Occasionally

	4
	1-5 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Not Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, significantly increases the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Rarely

	5
	1-5 years
	Strongly Disagree
	Very Unknowledgeable
	Not Much
	Never
	Has No Effect
	No, it has no impact on the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Never

	6
	1-5 years
	Disagree
	Neutral
	Very Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Rarely

	7
	1-5 years
	Strongly Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Very Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	No, it has no impact on the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Occasionally

	8
	6-10 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Somewhat
	Occasionally
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, significantly increases the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Occasionally

	9
	6-10 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Unknowledgeable
	Neutral
	Rarely
	Has No Effect
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Rarely

	10
	6-10 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Very Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	No, it has no impact on the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Rarely

	11
	6-10 years
	Agree
	Very Knowledgeable
	Very Much
	Occasionally
	Slightly Increases
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Occasionally

	12
	6-10 years
	Strongly Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Somewhat
	Occasionally
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, significantly increases the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Rarely

	13
	11-15 years
	Agree
	Very Knowledgeable
	Very Much
	Occasionally
	Slightly Increases
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Occasionally

	14
	1-5 years
	Strongly Disagree
	Somewhat Unknowledgeable
	Neutral
	Never
	Has No Effect
	No, it has no impact on the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Never

	15
	6-10 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Not Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Occasionally

	16
	11-15 years
	Disagree
	Neutral
	Very Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Rarely

	17
	6-10 years
	Strongly Disagree
	Very Unknowledgeable
	Not Much
	Never
	Has No Effect
	No, it has no impact on the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Never

	18
	11-15 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Somewhat
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, significantly increases the risk
	Yes, it would slightly change the culture
	Rarely

	19
	1-5 years
	Disagree
	Somewhat Knowledgeable
	Not Much
	Rarely
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, slightly increases the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Rarely

	20
	6-10 years
	Disagree
	Very Knowledgeable
	Somewhat
	Occasionally
	Slightly Decreases
	Yes, significantly increases the risk
	No, it would not change the culture
	Occasionally
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