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Policing by consent' has been the guiding principle of British policing for nearly two centuries.  This indicates that the legitimacy of the police is based on the public's trust in them, instead of imposing order just by brute force. There is a reluctance to think that consent matters for persons who have witnessed or experienced police violence or who have had police power exercised against them. Public outrage and calls for reform are common when police brutality makes headlines, whether it's because of shocking abuses against specific individuals, the violent repression of protests as well as other forms of public unrest, or the release of new statistics showing just how bad things have gotten for police departments across the country
In contrast, anarchists and libertarians frequently argue that police can always resort to violent force and punitive pressure if they don't get their way. According to this perspective, consent is an illusion, a euphemism used to mask a violent reality. If the population no longer accepts state control, it may be possible to preserve it with brute force alone, but this is only a theoretical possibility. However, focusing on these hypothetical extreme obscures the reality that it is not the existing state of affairs. There are many who believe that policing by consent is an ideal standard that police should be held to and others who believe it is a non-starter. Both of these criticisms are completely off-base. Consent to police is essential to the state's authority since the public understands its importance. The most important things to grasp are the meaning and method of obtaining this 'permission.



Policing by Consent
There are nine short imperatives for maintaining police legitimacy as well as effectiveness that have become famously known and widely reproduced under the name "Peelian Principles," which were developed by Robert Peel, Home Secretary of the United Kingdom at the time the Metropolitan Police was established in 1829. In truth, it appears that Peel was neither the author of these concepts, nor was he alive when they were formulated. As a way to define Peel's approach, Charles Reith created the nine principles in 1948 (Shannon., 2022). Because of this, many politicians and law enforcement agents have mistakenly taken Reith's summary as a fundamental document, despite the fact that they have no idea where it came from. With this confusing background, these nine fundamentals continue to play an important role in today's police work. For the Home Office to be able to claim, "policing by consent," it relies on the framework established by the Her Majesty's Inspectorate of Constabulary.  In a recent study on police during the epidemic, the London Assembly also advocated similar ideals. The establishment of the police, according to Peelian ideals, is a method to reduce the need for direct violence, even if officers are authorized to use violence to maintain public order (Stott, et al., 2020). The state can keep its hold on power by using military force, but it doesn't have to because it can rely on a well-trained police force and a willing populace to do so. As a result, the police's existence and operations are entirely contingent on the public's consent. 
To keep the public's support, the law must be enforced, and this means that the public must take some extra responsibility for implementing it and stopping each other from breaching it, as well as for enforcing it. If we can achieve public cooperation in this way, we can reduce our need for physical force and duress, as stated by Reith in his classic work on coercion. Rest of Reith's principles deal with some fundamental tactics for securing the confidence of the public (Giannacopoulos., 2020). Following these guidelines will ensure that the police are unbiased in their actions, use force only when persuasion has failed, operate within the boundaries of police power, and treat all citizens with equal dignity and respect, no matter their wealth or social status. The lack of crime and disruption, rather than the presence of police, should be used to evaluate
policing, it has been determined. The ideal situation is a law-abiding populace that requires as little police intervention as feasible. According to these concepts, police and the public are inseparable entities. Officers aren't just an occupying force imposing foreign ideals and behaviors on the local populace. Citizens in uniform, rather, are "members of the public who really are paid to pay full time attention to activities that are required on every citizen," as defined by the United States Department of Labor (Pickard., 2019).No one seems to enjoy the idea of being watched by the authorities. It's not even the government's belief that it is the case. In a statement on the Home Office's website, " "it does not imply the agreement of a single person. No one has the right to refuse to cooperate with the police or to break the law."
"It should be noted," the Home Office asserts, "that the power of police is derived from public consent. “All people are viewed as a single homogeneous unit when discussing what 'the public' wants. Individual differences, conflicts, & competing interests are ignored when everyone is referred to collectively as "the public" (or even "the people"). It's critical to remember that giving your assent doesn't always stem from a feeling of admiration for the cops. It is generally taken for granted that they'll be policing, and so they continue to acquiesce to it (Richardson, et al., 2019). Besides reporting crimes and establishing the expectation that we would all obey the law; consent can also take the shape of voting for political parties that promise stronger policing.  Because of this public acceptance, even inaction has a role. The Met responded to the negative coverage they received during 2020 by releasing a film in which they explained why they had used force. We would like to appeal to the public to help us by quoting directly from Reith's Peelian ideals at the beginning of this film. In other words, if you see police officers involved in a crisis on the street, please move aside and give them space. In order to withdraw consent, it is vital to keep an eye on the police when they are using force or harass people. Public approbation is conveyed to police officers by people walking by (Devi and Fryer., 2020).
Moreover, the overwhelming majority of objections of police behavior have within them the agreement to be policed. They agree that police or policing are necessary when they demand that the police act a certain way or organize themselves. Most people don't support policing because they're obsessed with authoritarianism or because they're hopelessly ignorant. There are more underlying grounds for popular support stemming from the way capitalism is organized. If you don't have enough money, you won't be able to get the items you need to survive in a world where private property ownership is the norm, much less an enriching or safe one. This creates a rift in the community. As a result of threats of violence or the loss of property, individuals have no choice except to rely on the state for safety (Shannon., 2022). As a result, capitalism society creates people in need of police protection. The state exists to impose order as well as to ensure that this conflict is handled on its terms by transforming people into autonomous individuals and forcing them to compete against one another (i.e. through its criminal justice system and civil courts). State authority is not just enforced from above, but it is also sought from the people below. To live in a capitalist society, you must agree to be monitored. It's a two-way street here. Conceding to the fact that policing is only possible if the people getting policed give their agreement is an acknowledgment that their rule relies on their good will. Contrary to popular belief, the public's trust in law enforcement is not something that can be taken for granted. More than 600 official Twitter accounts are managed by a professional public relations department, the Directorate of Media and Communication (DMC), which costs the Metropolitan Police Service millions of pounds a year. A new wave of pledges to ‘restore faith' in the police and ‘rebuild the relationship between police and the community' follows each shocking incident of police violence, all part of a larger effort to build consensus (Stott, et al., 2020).
There is a lot of talk about police racism that revolves around attempts to build trust. In concept, police are not an occupying force, but in practice, they are, and they make little effort to depict themselves as an extension of their target population. There are communities whose cooperation is frequently never sought. It is possible to be recast as a threat to society, rather than as a member of it, in order to further cement one's position on the margins of political and social life (Pickard., 2019). However, this method of exclusion may not be the most effective way for the state to maintain its dominance. As a result of being made part of the public and given the opportunity to consent, persons are brought under the control of the state. 
Although the list compiled by Reith does not expressly mention race, it does establish the idea of equality by declaring that police personnel should exhibit "friendliness to all members of the general public without respect to their money or social standing." (Devi and Fryer., 2020). The very people that are subjected to the worst abuse are the ones whose agreement and even positive will are the subject of a large amount of work and investment on the part of law enforcement. When racism inside the police force puts their ability to maintain public support at risk, this is a cause for concern. Since gaining public permission is the primary objective, the police have the same amount of motivation to repress racism as they do to oppose it (Richardson, et al., 2019). Commissioner Cressida Dick voiced her opposition to the term "institutionally racist" not because she can provide evidence to show that the term does not apply, but instead because, in her words, "it prevents individuals from wanting to provide us intelligence or evidence or come and join us or collaborate with us." In other words, "it prevents individuals from wanting to provide us intelligence or evidence or come and join us or collaborate with us."
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Violent police criticism misses an important point: police power is sustained by the lack of violence. State rule can be very long-lasting if it is based on broad public support. When the police's authority is derived from public support, powerful public pressure to change police behavior increases the police's authority. Abolitionists commonly examine the difficulties of reform, arguing that efforts to remedy the harms created by the police are usually directed not at diminishing but at enhancing policing, making it better and comprehensive. Calls for reforming police often lead to additional budget, training and technology as well as an increase in the number of cops on the streets. There is a basic issue here that the goal of reforms is to build a police force that now the public accepts to be policed by, regardless of the specific concerns concerning resources. Police's position gets more secure when the public directs more and more modifications in their activities. If we were to withdraw our consent, it would mean giving up on our wishes for enhanced policing, the restoration of trust, or a force that works better for the people it protects. If we did this, we would have to give up on all of these things. The realisation that the significant potential of mutual aid in resisting the conflict that is forced on us as a means to arise from the relationships that individuals have with one another in our society strengthens the awareness that consent is not derived from naiveté, the conflict that is forced on us as a means to arise from the relationships that individuals have with one another in our society. If we can find methods to live our lives in a cooperative rather than a competitive manner, we might be able to prevent ourselves from being dependent on the authorities to govern our interactions. The fact that we don't expect even better policing in the wake of officers' misconduct fosters genuine empathy for those who have been wronged by the police.
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