


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

Evidence based policing is defined as using the best available evidence to challenge and inform decisions, policies, and practices within the police (College of Policing, 2023). A concept that underpins it use is classical criminology which was put forward by Cesare Beccaria and Jeremy Bentham to understand that people choose to commit crime rationally and under their own free will (Roshier, 1989). One important theory of classical criminology is routine activity theory which was proposed by Cohen and Felson in 1979. These theories help provide a reasoning behind crimes to therefore inform evidence-based policing by challenging its models. One of these models is hotspots policing which is a crime reduction technique. When evaluating body worn cameras, it is important to understand what a body worn camera is as well as its functions to help determine whether they are a positive or negative tool the police have implemented into the system. The pros and cons will be examined for both the public and the police in order to make a fair judgment. It can be looked further in depth to analyse the functions of body worn cameras in accordance with evidence-based policing by using real life examples in regard to domestic abuse.  

By using classical criminology to understand that people commit crimes rationally and under their own free allows for a crime to be looked at further in depth. This concept links closely with routine activity theory, where Cohen and Felson suggested that there are three elements needed for a crime to occur. These three factors are a motivated offender, a suitable target, and the absence of a capable guardian. For someone who is going to commit a crime rationally may look at these three elements, to make sure they are in place before they carry out the crime. By identifying what types of people fit under this criterion, informs evidence-based policing as the police can use this evidence to challenge what current crime reduction strategies, they have in place to therefore assist them in stopping crime (College of Policing, 2022). For example, they might identify that the suitable targets are vulnerable women who are being mugged by men at night. They can utilise evidence based policing models such as hotspots policing, to deploy police resources to these areas of particularly higher crime rates, to therefore stop it from occuring (Braga et al, 2019). Then the police will need to evaluate whether its stopping crime or if they need to implement a different crime reduction method. 

A body worn camera is a small electronic device attached to a police officer’s uniform to capture both audio and video footage when officers attend all types of incidents. Some of these may include searching a property, stopping a vehicle, arresting someone, or attending a domestic abuse incident. Furthermore, It aids as an independent witness to record evidence which can later be used in legal proceedings like court (Metropolitan Police, 2023). In February 2021, Scotland Police created a survey to investigate whether the public are happy with armed police officers using body worn cameras when dealing with incidents. Nearly 9000 people participated in the survey. The results showed that 90% of people supported the use of body cameras, with 78% of people saying they have the potential to increase confidence and trust within the police. This led them to permanently equipping armed police officers with body worn cameras (Police Scotland, 2022). 

The two main strengths of body worn cameras are that they help aid prosecutions by providing evidence and they increase the public’s trust and confidence by being transparent. Firstly, it helps with prosecuting criminals as it increases the opportunities for capturing evidence at the incidents at a crime. They are able to capture both audio and video recording which is essential because it can listen to the surroundings which the camera might not see as well as recording something an officer may miss in the naked eye. The evidence can then be reviewed as many times as needed in order to provide the crown prosecution service with the strongest evidence to eventually charge the defendant fairly (West Yorkshire Police, 2022). Nearly 60% of lead prosecutors believe that body worn cameras lead to positive prosecutorial outcomes in court. This could be due to the prosecutor’s ability the watch the footage as it happened which allows for a fair judgement as well as ruling out any possibility of lying from both the police, defendant, and the victim. This helps maintain a fair court proceeding which gains public trust and confidence (Merola et al, 2016). Body worn cameras help provide better transparency which therefore increases the public’s trust and confidence of the police. There is a lack of trust and confidence of the policing system which is exacerbated by questions being raised about encounters between the public and the police. The public say that deadly force is being used too frequently when not necessary. By recording the situation helps confirm what events happened as well as supporting the public and officer’s accounts of events (Chapman, 2019). The public will know that the evidence cannot be altered or tampered with so they cannot lie and make false accusations. By allowing the police, the suspect, the victim, and the crown prosecution service to watch the recorded footage maintains an open and honest system that people can trust. Many people before just thought police blamed people for crimes they didn’t commit or things they didn’t say. However, this prevents this from happening and improves accountability (Gaub et al, 2016). By having this information allows the police to know something they have implemented is working. 

On the other hand, there are many weaknesses of body worn cameras. Two of these include: restricted privacy and police officers’ safety being decreased. Police officers are meant to keep the body worn cameras recording when attending crime incidents which has risen privacy concerns. When cameras are on, they can record inside people’s homes, conversations from law-abiding citizens walking past as well as personal details of suspects and victims (Taylor, 2016). This will be a difficult issue to solve because police record for their own safety as well as the public’s. The Calgary Police force in Canada has implemented facial recognition into their body worn cameras which can cause problems with privacy and data. Law-abiding citizens who may not want to be recorded as part of an investigation will be immediately identified on camera which invades their privacy. Their data and information will be stored on the police system without their permission (Bud, 2016). The privacy issue challenges police policy’s that are in place to hopefully allow for a change. Secondly, body worn cameras can decrease the safety of officers by opening them up to receiving violence. A report investigating body worn cameras and the effects of assaults on officers was conducted and findings showed that there was a 15.9% increase in assaults on officers who wore body worn cameras to those who didn’t (College of Policing, 2021). People may behave and act differently when being filmed which can lead to officers receiving verbal and physical abuse for no apparent reason. 

Body worn cameras can provide important evidence in relation to domestic abuse cases. Police officers are required to wear body worn cameras when attending domestic abuse incidents which could be down to the increase of cases in the past few years. 1 in 3 women experience some kind of domestic abuse (Vakhitova et al, 2022). When police first attend a domestic abuse incident, they can capture the feelings, emotions, and any noticeable wounds of the victim immediately which can be used as very strong evidence in court. In addition, body worn cameras help provide accurate and detailed accounts, as well as victim statements which increases the likelihood of a conviction (Pfitzner, Walklate and McCulloch, 2022). There hasn’t been much thought about how body worn cameras can shape a victim or survivors experiences. Body worn cameras don’t capture the dynamics of abusive relationships which can provide a few problems when creating a strong case against the defendant (Harris, 2020). Furthermore, victims may feel scared and have a lack of trust when police attend the incident because their partner who they trusted the most has turned on them. 

In conclusion, body worn cameras are a good method the police use because they help provide key evidence to support court convictions. Also, they can increase the public’s trust and confidence in the police by being transparent. This is because everyone involved in the case can have access to the footage to make their own judgement on it. This helps keep the policing system open, honest, and fair. In contrast, by making the police turn their cameras on when going into people’s homes can invade their privacy and make them vulnerable. It also has the ability to record law-abiding citizens who may not want to be filmed. In addition, body worn cameras decrease the safety of officers patrolling the streets as there are statistics which show there has been an increase in assaults. By evaluating the pros and cons of body worn cameras helps inform evidence-based policing of what changes need to be made and so that they can be challenged to make the right decision. In relation to domestic abuse, body worn cameras help by providing evidence of immediate emotions, feelings and accounts but they don’t capture what happens behind the scenes, so the evidence remains quite weak until this is gathered. 
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