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

It is called evidence-based policing the process that gathers the most accurate evidence and in collaboration with other agencies, scientific departments, or analysts in order to provide the best outcome that is an enforcement for decision making, but after a thorough research, evaluation and analysis. Analysts have the role of implementing good policies which lead to an informed decision making. The process of evidence-based policing can be accessed by anyone within policing, and it can be sustained and promoted by several agencies. (Ambassador Alison Kemp speech about evidence-based policing and policy planning – Published 8 December 2018 - (https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/uk-perspective-on-evidence-based-policy-planning). 
It was noticed that the terminology of evidence-based medicine was used and applied to policing potentially for the first time in the seminal paper of Sherman 1998. 
Later on, in 2013 the seminal was revised and new information was provided regarding the matter of evidence-based policing around the entire world. 
	According to Tilley and Laycock 2017 there are various categories of evidence that can be classed as part of evidence-based policing and what can be gained as new knowledge from movements in different fields, areas, or departments. 
	Police strategies and tactics, police practise, police departments, analysis and data can be classed as the core ideas of evidence-based policing. In practice police strategies and tactics have as a point of guidance scientific evidence and effectivity, police practice the same has a point of guidance empiricism and science. When it comes to police departments it is known that constantly and consistent evaluation of own practice. The analysis and data are the crucial key for the decision making. 
	The core ideas of evidence-based policing would be more efficient if they are properly applied in order to see what works and what not subject to every situation itself. 
	According to the Metropolitan Police, Body Worn Cameras are classed as small and visible gadget which is attached as in worn by the police officers or others entitled or required to wear them as per job description. The purpose of these body won cameras, which are worn at chest level in most cases, is to have the proof of incidents that take place, captured video and audio and to serve as evidence. It is also mentioned that the Body Worn Camera can be classed and acting as independent and disinterested witness. 
	Economists and safety experts have conducted research which led to the conclusion that Body Worn Camera are both beneficial and cost-effective when it comes to law enforcement. When it comes to maintaining transparency, establishing accountability, improving oversight it has been found that Body Worn Cameras are classed as positive facts that led to a growth in improving safety, improving training, staff performance and having a positive effect when police attend incidents. (Bartolac, John. Dec 2021). To limit their responsibility and make sure that there is a formal record of police-citizen interactions, police administrators are moving swiftly to adopt body worn cameras (BWCs) (Roy 2014). This raises concerns about how the films will be evaluated in internal and external reviews of the officers' behaviour, which could affect how the officers perceive justice in the organisational setting. Distributive, procedural, and interactional justice are the three dimensions of organisational justice, which are described as one's opinion of how fairly they are treated by a company (Greenberg and Colquitt 2005). However, body worn cameras have organisational repercussions just like the adoption of other technologies or initiatives. They raise the level of surveillance on police at the line of duty.
	Another research shows that using the Body Worn Camera could also be the road opener for a change in the manner that civilians interact with the police forces, not only to be seen as a gadget to de-escalate a situation or to re-enforce a change when it comes to respect law or use as evidence. (Sutton, Halley, Chichester, UK: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd - Campus security report 2021).
	The case of the fatal shooting of Jermaine Baker that happened in December 2015 was classed by the head of the Metropolitan Police as being an unusual case. The victim was sat in the front passenger seat of what appeared to be a stolen car and he was shot at close range. 
	A criminal homicide investigation was ordered, and this led to the suspension of the officer that deployed the shot. The decision of suspending the shooting officer was taken by Independent Police Complaints Commission. 
	After the tragic death of Mark Duggan in 2011, Sir Bernard Hogan-Howe formally declared to supply all staff that wears uniform, with body worn cameras. This measure was adopted in order to increase accountability.  However, during the investigation of the death of Jermaine Baker it was established that the officers were not wearing the body worn cameras because they were on an undercover mission, and they were wearing their own clothing. It would have been really useful for the investigation for the body worn cameras to be in fully operating mode and this matter brought a lot of frustration to all departments and agencies involved in this investigation. (Weaver 2015, art.).
	The usage of body worn cameras can be classed as positives strengths due to the accountability and transparency, de-escalation and behaviour modification, training and professional development, enhanced evidence collection. 
	The accountability and transparency are two positives for the usage of the body worn camera as per being classed as an individual witness due to capturing interactions between police forces or law forces and the general public. (White, 2017). 
	When it comes to de-escalation and behaviour modification there are several studies showing that the process of deploying the body worn camera is a process that has an impact on both civil persons and officers, which results in a more reasonable and responsible behaviour leading to a possible de-escalation of a volatile situation. 
To be able to improve and implement better practice in the areas that are identified as in need for improvement the captured footage from the body worn cameras is used to serve as practice for the training of the forces or agencies. (Sousa 2019).
According to White 2017, crucial, and key evidence form crime scenes can be captured and this leads to a better outcome when it comes to investigation and prosecution of the criminal cases. 
	Selective recording, privacy concerns, storage and data management, impact of the officer behaviour are some of the disadvantages or weaknesses of the body worn cameras. As the body worn camera is activated and operated fully by the officer, there is the possibility of selective recording and possible non-accurate capture or footage. 
	Privacy concerns were raised due to the fact that body worn camera may record footage of sexual assaulted victims, domestic violence where bruises or blood are present, or even innocent people not involved in any crime. It is suggested that due to the raised concerns regarding to what type of footage may the general public have access to or even the victims' rights, certain footage should not be released. The relevant departments operating with body worn camera as in downloading capture should not release those parts of recordings that will violate the dignity, respect, and sensitivity of individuals. (Wiggins 2015).
[bookmark: _Hlk141304446]	A real challenge comes when dealing with the maintenance and retrieval of the reordered footage as when managing a high volume of capture may require a specific space for storage and this is considered as another required resource. (Sousa 2019).
	When it comes to the impact on officers’ behaviour, according to White 2017, this may be affected by self-containment and hesitation in engaging in the intervention. 
	Body worn cameras are favoured primarily due to their monitoring capability in the present climate of police scrutiny, either to show transparency to people or to track officer behaviour. When officers have a body worn camera, their desire to protect themselves might be increased since they are acutely aware that the camera allows for both internal and external examination of their conduct. The possibility that body worn cameras make officers less proactive is thus raised. De-policing hasn't been the subject of any studies, but understanding officer motivation is essential to understanding de-policing. According to Perry and Hondeghem (2008): 2, the "forces that energise, direct, and sustain behaviour" are what are meant by motivation.
	Data security and misuse, informed consent, community perception form part of what is called ethical limitations of the body worn cameras. It is important to obtain consent from all involved parties, especially when sensitive or private settings are in place. Being able to safeguard the recorded data is very important because it does not allow access to unauthorised parties, damage or change the footage. (Sousa 2019).
	According to White 2017, members of the public may understand the use of body worn camera as a tool to monitor instead of being perceived as a tool to enhance transparency, and this may be causing damage the relations between public and law enforcement agencies. 
	A subject of interest to research has been the use of evidence from body worn cameras in cases of domestic violence, street crime, stop and search and anti-social behaviour. Research showed that the victim’s cooperation has increased due to the confidence they have when all dealings with forces are documented and that the evidence can be used in court and that leads to higher conviction for the lawbreakers. 
	It has been proposed that body worn cameras in the context of domestic violence could result in a decrease in victim or survivor court appearances and possibly lessen the harm, inconvenience, and danger connected with official responses to domestic violence. Recording interactions between police and offenders or victims can lead in capturing vital information and deliver an accurate development of the incident when analysed for evidence. However, despite the quick adoption and expanding body of research on the use of BWCs in general policing practise, domestic violence-specific applications have received little attention. (Vakhitova, Iliadis, M., Harris, B., Tyson, D., & Flynn, A 2023).
 	When it comes to street crime, stop and search and anti-social behaviour according to police officers who participated in studies, the most frequently cited benefit of deploying body worn cameras was the technology's ability to accurately record situations, comments, and feelings. However, the police participants acknowledged that due to technical difficulties that limited their usefulness, they did not turn on their BWCs for every occurrence. According to Ariel et al. (2015, 2017), body worn cameras technology enables regulation of police and citizen behaviour and can be used as a tool for self-awareness and deterrence in a range of situational scenarios. 
	As a conclusion the best desired outcome should be about having safer communities, and this is by building a trustworthy and transparent foundation. Understanding the advantage and disadvantage and the limitations of new technology, ensures a positive result to proper usage of body worn cameras which are an essential tool in the modern criminal investigations. (Sutton, Halley, Chichester, UK: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd - Campus security report 2021).
	The majority of individuals have favourable perceptions of the police in general (Lai & Zhao, 2010; Weitzer & Tuch, 2005). Because of the public's belief that videos of the police performing their duties effectively will serve as examples and reinforce positive perceptions of police legitimacy, this support for the police may translate into favourable perceptions of body worn cameras rather than because it is hoped that technology will correct poor police behaviour. Since inappropriate police behaviour is rare and rarely captured on cell phone video, community members who think the police are doing a good job and treating people fairly are more likely to embrace body worn cameras as a weapon to battle unfavourable public perceptions of the police.  Another possibility is that because body worn cameras have the ability to reduce unwarranted complaints against the police, the sampled community in the current study may support them. When deployed correctly, body worn cameras bring an extra support to create safer communities, better apply the law and increase public trust. In other words, they might be closely in line with the opinions and goals of the law enforcement sector.
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