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Introduction
Evidence relating to body worn video effectiveness, however, remains relatively inconclusive. While many studies have been produced since the first BWV trial they use a variety of different data collection methods and have different study objectives. The studies often take place in different police services from different countries which have different laws and policies. This hinders the data and make it not comparable, resulting in studies contradicting each other with inconclusive or incomplete data. Considering reports that conducted research into the effectiveness of body worn video, this essay will attempt to shed some light on the argument of mass police body worn video use. Additionally, this essay will discuss the potential impact that body worn video will have on domestic violence related cases.
Core Ideas of Evidence Based Policing
Since the concept was first coined by American criminologist, Herman Goldstein, evidence based policing (EBP) has gained a lot of traction. Many countries have today integrated an EBP approach into their police services alongside many academics who have developed methods and models surrounding the key concepts. In fact, the UK serves as an EBP champion through its ‘What Works Networks’  of which it has seven, all promoting the use of evidence to improve UK public services (Fielding, et al., 2020). Lawrence Sherman was one person who defined EBP as a method of making decisions based on the best available scientific evidence and a what works system. Shermans aim were to drive continuous change and improvement to police practices (Sherman, 1998). After decades of evolution and thinking a modern definition of EBP is outlined by the College of Policing (n.d) as a “…means that the best available evidence is used to inform and challenge policing policies, practices and decisions”. In laymans terms it is an approach to policing that is used to aid changes in policy and practice to increase the effectiveness, ligitimacy and efficiency in the use of police resources. Furthermore, research can be used to develop a better understanding of an issue or assess the effect of a policing practice. Some of the most influential models within policing have been developed and implemented as a result of EBP. For example, Problem oriented policing, Hot spot, SARA, intelligence led policing and the problem analysis triangle. 

Use of Body Worn Video
Body worn video (BWV), or body worn cameras (BWCs) were first trialled by Devon and Cornwall Police in 2005 under the Plymouth Head Camera Project. Since then, BWVs have maintained extensive media attention. Many trials, experiments and reports have been made investigating the impact of the use of BWV by police officers. There have been arguments and opinions from both advocates for the mass use of BWV and from those who oppose it and highlight many concerns. In an attempt to address concerns, guidance has been published on many occasions in an attempt to address new and existing concerns of BWV. The Home office in 2007 published the Guidance for the Police Use of Body-Worn Video Devices document which outlined in depth police use, policies, legal requirements, and management of information (Home Office, 2007). This was superseded by Chief Constable Andy Marsh and the College of Policing in 2014 (College of Policing, 2014) and once more by the NPCC in 2022. 
Today, all services of the United Kingdom have deployed BWV’s to all of their front line officers who interact with members of the public in a bid to reap the proposed benefits mass rollout of BWVs supposedly possess. Defined under the most recent definition by the National Police Chiefs’ Council (2022) as a “small, visible device that are worn attached to the officers’ uniform (usually on the head or chest). They are used to capture both video and audio evidence when officers are attending all types of incidents … The camera acts as an independent witness to police actions and interactions in an unbiased and secure recording”.
Strengths of the Use of Body Worn Video
As previously mentioned the NPCC (2022) has stated that BWVs act as an independent witness to both police actions and interactions with the public. Front line officers often use their BWVs for gathering evidence at a variety of scenes, in particular injunction with the Police ‘Golden Hour’ principle. The golden hour principle is a term used for the hour period following an incident when evidential material is readily available in high volume. Positive action within this period minimises the loss of evidence (College of Policing, 2023). BWV is an excellent tool that can be used to collect a video and audio first account of an ongoing scene maximising the golden rule principals.
Research has shown that people become more self-aware when they are being watched, and as a result, they are more likely to alter their conduct accordingly as concluded research by Farrar (2013). Interestingly Farrar conducted the research on the effect of BWV on officers and not on members of the public, concluding that in their research there was a “more than 50%” reduction in use of force incidents for those who wore cameras. Although under the concluding result of the research it could be that it was the altered behaviour of the public that were being recorded as well or instead that produced the findings. Either way BWVs contributed to a reduction in use of force. In tandem with Farrar’s self-aware theory, Ready & Young (2015) found that BWVs make officers more risk averse and cautious about their actions. Officers conducted significantly less stop and searches and arrests when wearing BWV suggesting that the officers may have been thinking more carefully about what constitutes reasonable suspicion or their grounds for conducting their actions. If BWVs do make officers think more critically and more risk averse it could potentially decrease police misconduct.
Unfortunately, it is not so straight forward. A study conducted by Ariel et al. (2016) found that overall assaults against police averaged higher with those who wore BWV. Interestingly after admitting themselves that this result demanded more attention the authors pitched the idea that it could be that officers feel more compelled to report instances of assaults when wearing BWV. This could be due to the fact that BWV acts as independent evidence to help aid their cases of assault. Officers without BWV might feel that arguing a case of assault is not worth their time or effort.
A general theory of BWV is that it increases police transparency. Transparency referring to the degree of availability information is made on how and why actions and decisions are made. Police transparency thereby demonstrates to the community that when interacting with the public, officers aim to act in a fair and just manner which can increase perceptions of police legitimacy (Tyler, 1990). In years of late the public on many accounts have demanded the release of officer BWV, particularly following potential officer misconduct and shootings in America.
While BWV is increasing police accountability complaints against officers have also decreased. Katz et al. (2015), a study researching the impact of BWVs in the Pheonix Police Department found officers who wore the cameras on duty saw a 23% decline in public complaints against them compared to the control group. Similarly, Ariel et al. (2014) conducted a randomised-controlled trial of BWV and found an 88% decline in public complaints when comparing the controlled year to the previous one.
Concerns from senior levels of police were that BWV might cause officers to be less proactive or that officers would be reluctant to initiate contact with members of the public. Beneficiary to the advocates of BWV this was found to not be the case, in fact, contrary to the fact officers with BWV initiated significantly more contacts with the public when compared to officers without BWV (Ready & Young, 2015).
Results from the first BWV trial, the Plymouth Head Camera Project, concluded a 22.4% reduction in paperwork. At that time, it was worked out that this would result in an almost 10% increase in time officers spent on patrol. In (2013) Lawrence Sherman wrote that in the effort to cut the red tape of paperwork, no solution could be easier or more elegant than BWV. To date, not many reports have been produced on the impact that BWV has on officer paperwork. Different services have different policies, procedures and databases and thus could be the reason that not many reports have been produced. 
Weaknesses and Ethical Considerations of the Use of Body Worn Video
While there appears to be a lengthy list of potential benefits of BWV there are concerns in regard to privacy, the recording of sensitive or private information and how such data is stored and handled. Many claim that police use of BWV breaches their entitled human right to privacy. Article 8 of the Human Rights Act, taken from the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), is the respect for your private and family life. This includes your private life, family life, your house, and your correspondence (letters, phone calls, emails, etc.) (Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2021). While all citizens are entitled to their privacy under Article 8, it is classified as a qualified or limited right. Qualified rights are rights that in very certain circumstances a public authority, such as the police, can interfere with in the interest of the wider community. Consequently, although not necessarily illegally, there are breaches to individuals human rights through the use of BWVs. In particular the use of BWV inside of private property such as people’s houses. Moreover, the footage taken is now considered a public record and as such private information is not only being recorded but also stored as a public record.
Concerns arise through the accidental recording or accidentally not recording situations. In relation to unintentional body movement there remains a possibility that BWV devices can accidentally activate or deactivate without anyone knowing. Furthermore, some BWVs have been programmed to ‘automatically’ activate if certain conditions are met, for example, the activation of a police issue taser device. This poses a great concern for the privacy of not only members of the public but also officers to the officers who wear it as they may not know that their BWV has activated and is actively recording (Miranda, 2020). It is worth noting that this concern has been partially addressed as some BWV devices will every few minutes make a high pitch ‘beeping’ sound to remind the officer and the public that the BWV device is still recording. While this does help to address the concern there is still the potential for the device to ‘fail’ where a beep is no longer heard. Furthermore, there is a possibility that officers could lose their BWV device, particularly while confronting someone who becomes quite physical with the officers. For data security purposes the Home Office (2018) has emphasised the use of encrypted non-removable internal media, meaning that footage is stored locally on the device and there is no backup copy until the device is docked and the footage uploaded. This poses issues not only in regard to the accidental capture of footage while the device is ‘lost’ but also the issue of a total loss of footage if the device is never recovered (Miranda, 2020). While the Home Office has ensured encrypted non-removable internal media is used for all British BWV this may not always be the case for all BWVs overseas; such BWVs pose serious concerns for the loss of sensitive and confidential footage or evidence that could potentially be viewed and shared by anyone.
Officers often interact with people on the worst days and moments of their lives and BWV captures it all. BWV will capture in real time the traumatic experiences people will encounter, whether that be victims of crime, medical emergencies, or detainees. Many could have this emotional trauma exacerbated after discovering that the entire event has been caught on camera (White, 2014). The traumatic and emotional events suffered by people is then stored as a public record; a fact many would find troubling and traumatic. 
Another limitation of BWV is that the footage can be misleading and can convey a different and possibly false narrative. When five officers in Florida, America, chased down and arrested a suspected drug dealer BWV was used to replay the incident. From the BWV footage it could be deciphered that there was a physical altercation and officers repeatedly ordered the suspect to stop resisting arrest. However, footage from a nearby fixed security camera, showing the incident from a different angle, displayed how the suspect yielded entirely to the officers from very early on in the altercation, yet officers still proceeded to physically strike the suspect regardless. This particular case was not immediately clear and was also initially misleading as the officers had lied on their reports claiming that the suspect had resisted arrest throughout, and this did plausibly conform with their BWV footage. In addition to this, a laboratory test with police recruits in Montreal, Canada were shown footage of the same fictional police shooting via both BWV and a fixed surveillance camera. The authors reported that the justifiability of the shooting was significantly affected by the perspective of the footage. Results showed that police recruits that viewed the BWV footage were more likely to suggest that the officer fired too early than those who viewed the CCTV, indicating that the justification of their actions did indeed vary dependent on camera perspective. This is of particular concern as both members of the public and the officers themselves can be falsely represented by the footage from BWV devices.
The use of BWV can also result in collateral intrusion. Collateral intrusion is the accidental recording of people who are not directly the subjects of the situation. Some raise concerns that BWV footage can potentially be combined with other technology, such as facial recognition software, which poses additional threats to public safety and privacy.
Body Worn Video in Practice: Domestic Violence
It has been well documented in previous and current reports that police are failing victims of DV, and that conviction and referral rates are very low. The strongest predictor of a criminal conviction is often dependent on the quality and strength of the evidence presented (Devine, et al., 2001). From a prosecutor’s viewpoint the same applies in relation to domestic violence (DV) related offences; having enough solid, high quality evidence is vital in charging a suspect with a DV related crime (Bechtel, et al., 2012). The role of the police to collect this evidence, therefore, is fundamental to the success of the conviction (Westera & Powell, 2017).
BWV may enhance the quality and quantity of evidence for the prosecution and conviction of suspects. In particular, BWV can capture an exact record of the disturbance, the emotional effect on the victim, physical turmoil (damaged property and evidence of physical violence), and the demeanour and language portrayed by the suspect while in a complex, high conflict environment (National Police Chiefs' Council, 2022), (Morrow, et al., 2016).
Statements taken at the scene are preferred by prosecutors to be in video and audio form instead of written. According to Westera & Powell (2017), this is due to written statements being considered unreliable and incomplete while video and audio recordings are more reliable, complete, and are transparent in relation to what was spoken and how it was spoken and as such increases the evidential value of the account. They too made reference to the importance of body language and the emotional effects of the situation that can be captured by BWV.
Due to many victims of DV being too afraid of repercussions from aiding police many will refuse to provide a statement or press charges. This resultantly makes prosecution almost impossible. BWV, however, allows for a case to be built even without a statement from the victim. This potentially results in the prosecution and conviction of the suspect regardless of the willingness of the victim.


Conclusion
The quality of evidence surrounding police BWV devices is largely weak. Despite this there is a strong indication that BWV can facilitate as not only an excellent evidence gathering tool but can increase police legitimacy, decrease public complaints, decrease police misconduct, and protect officers. All of the reports referenced in this essay all show reasonable consistency that indicate that the use of BWV within policing provides a positive impact on police and public interactions. The array of potential benefits presented does however run parallel with an array of concerns. The breaching of article 8, accidental and collateral recording, the recording of traumatic and emotional events, and potential that BWV can portray a false narrative are among some of the concerns that must be addressed to maximise the potential of BWV. 
In reference to DV cases, BWV is a vital tool for the gathering of evidence. BWV evidence is among some of the strongest evidence that can be presented at court. BWVs ability to capture an exact record of the scene and the atmosphere surrounding the scene is beyond comparable. Furthermore, due to DV victims often being too afraid to make statements or aid the police in any form, which would result in an almost impossible prosecution, BWV allows for the police to build and present a case regardless.
If through policy, and practice these are addressed there would be an overwhelming positive case for the mass use of BWV for not only the police but for any agency.
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