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Abstract

The purpose of this dissertation was to explore whether police services within the UK should be routinely armed.  By reviewing how many Authorised Firearms Officers (AFO) were within the various forces, a project was designed to established how the public felt towards arming UK police.  Through the analysis of available literature, the researcher was able to establish a gap and proposed the main question, as well as three sub-questions: How the public perceive armed police, the ethics surrounding armed police and the utilisation of armed police and the response to terrorism. 

The gap was highlighted when researching how armed police respond to terrorism incidents.  As this topic concerns issues relating to national security, the only available literature was that of the CONTEST Strategy.  All other literature was either scholars’ thoughts or journalists’ feelings.

In order to understand the publics opinion, a quantitative data collection method was utilised to ensure the project could be completed within the relevant time frames.  By deploying a questionnaire, sixty participants were asked to complete it so the researcher could analysis their thoughts and feelings on the subject matter.

Upon completion of the project, it was established that half of the participants felt that police within the UK should be routinely armed, therefore answering the question posed at the beginning of this project.  Additionally, this project has highlighted areas for future development. 




Key Terms:
AFO = Authorised Firearms Officer
HRA = Human Rights Act
CONTEST = The UK’s Strategy for Countering Terrorism
Project Servator = Policing tactic used to disrupt a range of criminal activity, including terrorism
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Chapter One

1.0 - Introduction:
In the UK there are 48 civilian police forces, 43 forces are in England and Wales, 1 in Scotland, 1 in Northern Ireland and 3 specialist forces.  Apart from the Police Service of Northern Ireland (PSNI), there are only 2 other forces in the UK that routinely arm officers.  Although there are specialist departments that are authorised to carry a firearm as part of their utilisable equipment, the Police Federation for England and Wales saw a decrease in deployable armed officers for the second year running, with 78 officers deciding to leave that department (Police Federation, 2021).  Due to Authorised Firearm Officers (AFO) being a two-officer unit, hypothetically, this means that there are 39 units down as a deployable crew, meaning that there are less units available to attend specific firearm incidents, whether they be sporadic or pre-planned.

The question this study aims to answer is, should all police in the UK be routinely armed?  This specific question has been debated by politicians, the police and the public for many years and is considered a controversial conversation as it goes against the policing principles that were set out in 1829 by Sir Robert Peel.  In those 9 principles, the most famous of all is the phrase “the police are the public and that the public are the police, the police being only members of the public who are paid to give full time attention to duties which are incumbent on every citizen” (Home Office, 2012), meaning that if all officers were authorised to carry firearms and the public are not due to the legislation of the Firearms Act 1968 (Legislation.gov.uk), it would go against the principles set out by Peel. 

Scheuren (2004) stated that the word “survey” is used most often to describe a method of gathering information from a sample of individuals and can be conducted in a variety of formats.  Questions within the survey can be open ended such as “why do you feel that way?” or “tell me your opinion?” and also closed such as “do you agree?” and “would you want to see more armed police?”.  By using a standardised procedure, information can be collected from the recipients in a confidential and measured way. (Scheuren, 2004).  

1.1 - Research Rationale:
Simpson (2018) released an article detailing how the various appearances of the police altered the public’s perception.  Factors such as their uniform, weapons and accessories were perceived by the public as being more aggressive and therefore making the officers less approachable than if they didn’t have that item on (Simpson, 2018, p. 246).  The objective of this research is to understand how police officers and the public would feel if officers were routinely armed and what impact this would then have on a variety of different functions.  Although police in the UK are not armed, there has been a reduction in violent crime, both in England and Wales over the past 20 years (Office for National Statics, 2021).  The intention is to expand on the work conducted by Simpson, and not just look at how the public feels towards police with guns, but how safe they feel with more armed police, whether police would be better equipped to deal with the dynamic incidents they are now encountering and whether they could stop terror attacks quicker. 
In order to answer the question posed, my research objectives will revolve around these three questions:
· How the public perceive armed police
· The ethics surrounding armed police
· The utilisation of armed police and the response to terrorism

1.2 - Research Methodology:
Research is a scientific and systematic search for information regarding a specific topic and there are a number of differing methods that can be used to achieve this.  One of those methods is descriptive research and this is defined as “a research method that describes the characteristics of the population or phenomenon studied. This methodology focuses more on the “what” of the research subject than the “why” of the research subject” (Question Pro, 2021).  The main purpose of using descriptive research is to allow the analysed surveys to be displayed in a quantitative manner, therefore, by utilising a survey, it allows the participants to give their opinions and determine their characteristics on a large scale. (Kothari, 2004, pp.2-5).

1.3 - Significance of Research:
This project will develop on the existing foundation of the public’s opinions towards police by looking at other contributing factors and will address the public’s opinions to their safety and not how they interpret police through physical appearance.  Finally, as the terrorism level is at the forefront of people’s minds, the data collected during this research will illustrate how the public’s feelings towards terrorism may change should police be more suitably equipped.














Chapter Two
2.0 – Introduction
The intention for this chapter is to highlight and review available literature researched from sources located through Google Scholar and how they relate to the overall question, should police in the UK be routinely armed.  Through analysis of this literature, the researcher will assess how the public perceive armed and unarmed police and what additional legislation armed police are required to follow.  Furthermore, by reviewing the role of an armed officer, it will be examined how they can be utilised in day to day policing as well as how they respond to terrorism. 

2.1 – How the public perceive armed police
Various scholars have researched the perception of armed policing (Simpson, 2018 and Simon, 2019).  Simpson (2018) wrote about how the uniform worn by police officers, can affect the way in which the public perceive that officer and whether or not they appear to be aggressive, for example, it was hypostasised that if officers wore load bearing vests, they would be perceived more aggressively by the public and therefore less approachable.  In addition, Simon (2019) conducted a survey of Authorised and Non-Authorised Firearms Officers and found that only 21.6% of police officers felt that they should be routinely armed, highlighting those officers do not feel it is necessary to carry a weapon to continue conducting the role of a police officer.  Likewise, in an article published by Yesberg (2021), 509 residents of England, Wales and Scotland were recruited and required to complete a survey, subjecting them to images of armed and unarmed officers.  The participants were then asked to rate each image as quickly as possible using a predetermined criterion of aggression, approachableness, friendly and respectful.   The results generated, found that the public in the UK responded less positively to armed police.
2.1.1 – The publics concerns
The Police Foundation published a blog highlighting armed police and how they reassure the public.  In the blog, Gavin Hales (2016) detailed armed police officers patrolling within a market in Newcastle for “reassurance and to make people feel safe”, although in the article, it was highlighted that the presence of armed officers made the public feel less safe.  It can be assumed that the presence of armed officers’ highlights to the public on a visual level that there is a threat present and without any communication to the public from the government or police force, the public may be fearful of the issues they could encounter whilst going about their day-to-day life.  

2.2 – Ethics surrounding armed policing 
In 1998, the Human Rights Act (HRA) was introduced in the UK, detailing the rights and freedoms of the public.  The articles detail those rights and freedoms, with some articles being absolute and others limited.  Article 2 of the HRA documents, “Everyone’s right to life shall be protected by law” and Article 3 states “No one shall be subjected to torture” (Human Rights Act 1998).  When armed officers discharge their firearm in order to subdue a threat, these articles are considered, but can be overruled if the situation justifies it despite them being absolute rights, as stated in the act,
“Deprivation of life shall not be regarded as inflicted in contravention of this Article when it  results from the use of force which is no more than absolutely necessary:

(a)in defence of any person from unlawful violence;
(b)in order to effect a lawful arrest or to prevent the escape of a person lawfully detained;
(c)in action lawfully taken for the purpose of quelling a riot or insurrection.
When an AFO believes that the situation warrants the use of their firearm, a number of considerations are made, however given the circumstances police officer face, these decisions need to be made within a split second and need to consider a number of different factors, for example, the utilisation of the National Decision Model (College of Policing, 2013) or the mnemonic PLAN (College of Policing, 2013) can assist the AFO and other specialists such as a tactical firearms adviser on what is justifiable given the situation they are presented with.
2.2.1 – Code of Practice
When police officers use force to carry out their duty, whether that be to effectively arrest someone or to uphold law and order, they must ensure that the force used is necessary and proportionate to the circumstances, any force used that isn’t appropriate given the circumstances can cause the officer to be investigated for misconduct or arrested for misconduct in public office.  As set out by the Authorised Professional Practice, there is a standing authority in place for officers who carry out specific duties where the need for a firearm is necessary, for example, an AFO crewing an Authorised Firearms Vehicle or protection duties.  This authority is reviewed at least twice a year to ensure it complies with Armed policing strategic threat and risk assessment (College of Policing, 2013). 

2.3 – Utilisation of armed police and the response to terrorism
In 2003, Her Majesty Government introduced CONTEST, a strategy for countering terrorism within the UK.  CONTEST encompassed four clear objectives, Prevent, Pursue, Protect and Prepare (House of Commons, 2009).  Darren Thiel discussed the CONTEST strategy and stated that it is intended to be a multi-agency approach, with agencies such as SO15 and MI5 working alongside the police to combat terrorism.  As part of the Prevent objective, if deployable resources were located at strategic locations, then this would serve as a visual deterrent to would be attackers (The Police Foundation, 2009).  Furthermore, during the London Bridge terror attacks in 2017, armed officers were on scene within eight minutes and neutralised the targets (BBC News, 2019).  As mentioned by Yesburg (2021), it is because of this immediate response that more fatalities did not occur.  Therefore, regardless of perception, it is necessary to arm police to prevent these situations.
2.3.1 – Current terrorism protocols
In addition to the counter terrorism strategy, CONTEST, Project Servator was established in 2018 and designed to disrupt a range of criminal activities including terrorism.  Project Servator operations are spontaneous and are a multi-agency approach to tackling crime (Ministry of Defence, 2018).  It is this multi-agency approach and the sharing of intelligence that has benefited the Security Service, MI5, and assisted them in disrupting terror attacks in the UK, from both domestic and international terrorism.  It was reported in September 2021 by MI5 Director General Ken McCallum, that 31 late-stage terror plots had been foiled by MI5 in four years, 6 of which had occurred during the pandemic (BBC News, 2021).

2.3.2 – How additional Armed Police would assist in preventing Terrorism
As of March 2021, there were a total of 6,543 armed officers in England and Wales, a decrease of 1% from the year before, 41 officers in total.  Likewise, in 2020, there was a decrease of 37 officers from 2019, showing that for two consecutive years, armed officers had reduced.  All things considered, the number of police firearms operations had also fallen in the year ending March 2021, with a 6% decrease (Home Office, 2021).  In theory, an increase in armed officers would allow counter terrorism initiatives like CONTEST’s Pursue objective to be more effective on a local level through the deployment of further resources.  
In an article by Lord Toby Harris (2017), he concluded that although it is not possible to guarantee the public’s safety against terrorist attacks, efforts should still be made, for example, making additional and appropriate resources available to the emergency services, there should also be a readiness to practice for specific scenarios. 
2.4 – Conclusion
In conclusion, researching the available literature for the topic of armed policing, it was clear that there is little research in certain areas.  Literature was readily available for how armed officers are perceived with work from Simpson (2018) and Simon (2019) highlighting this, however there was little available for how more armed police can assist in countering terrorism.  The most relevant piece of literature found was from the CONTEST strategy, stating that an additional £144m would be provided to fund 1000 additional armed police officers in England and Wales (Home Office, 2021).
The next chapter in this dissertation will identify what is the appropriate and suitable methodology for the primary research that will be conducted, bridging the gaps identified in this literature review.   















Chapter Three
3.0 – Introduction
Throughout this chapter, it will be discussed what methodological styles are going to be utilised to answer the overall question of this dissertation; Should police in the UK be routinely armed.  It will provide a rationale as to why a questionnaire was chosen as the avenue for gathering data and what benefits, drawbacks and ethical considerations this type of approach needed to consider.  Furthermore, this chapter will detail what epistemological and ontological beliefs are held and summarise the overall approach.
3.1 – Rationale
In order for the participants to understand and comprehend what opinions are being sought from them, the tool utilised to extract that data needs to be easy to follow.  Questionnaires can be a cost-effective method of obtaining this data as opposed to other approaches, as well as being easier to analyse (Adams, Anne and Cox, Anna L. 2008).  In addition, questionnaires allow large amounts of quantitative data to be collected quickly, suiting this research timeframe and being the best method in answering the three sub-questions which are: How the public perceive armed police, the ethics surrounding armed police and the utilisation of armed police and the response to terrorism.  In order for the question of whether police in the UK should be routinely armed, the researcher will need to establish the participants opinions, beliefs and feelings towards this subject.  Although this can be achieved through other methodological approaches such as interviews, a questionnaire is more time efficient and practical for the research, allowing the data to be collected and analysed through a portable and direct approach such as an email link or QR code (Cleave, 2021).
3.2 – Methodological Process
The methodological process chosen by the research for this project is a questionnaire.  Roopa and Rani (2012, p.273) stated “A questionnaire is simply a list of mimeographed or printed questions that is completed by or for a respondent to give his opinion”.  Through the utilisation of a questionnaire, the research will obtain quantitative data that, once analysed, will highlight the respondents’ opinions and believes to the overall question of: Should police in the UK be routinely armed.  The questionnaire will a target a ranging demographic of male and females, police officers and non-police officers and a variety of ages, specifically, from 18-65 as this is the typically working age within the UK. The questionnaire will be created through ‘Google Forms’, with the respondents’ opinions analysed and summarised by the website, once they have been completed and will be accessible through a link online that will be sent to respondents via WhatsApp or email and encompass open and closed questions, ten in total.  
Although closed questions limit the respondent to fixed responses such as yes or no, it improves the consistency of responses and makes it easier to analyse (DeFranzo, 2018).  Whereas with open questions, respondents can clarify and expand on their thoughts, however this can cause time delays and differences in answers provided as some respondents may elaborate more than others (DeFranzo, 2018).  
3.3 – Limitations and Ethical Considerations
By utilising a questionnaire as the methodological process, there are some limitations that can be predetermined prior to completion.  By using closed questions, there will be a lack of detail in the answers provided by recipients.  However, the researcher intends on using two open ended questions to mitigate the lack of detail provided by the recipient’s answers.  Although the analysis of these qualitative responses will be time consuming, it will provide an understanding into the participants reasonings for their answers.
In order to prevent any ethical concerns, the responses received by participants will be anonymous, ensuring confidentiality.  In addition, with responses being anonymous, it will reduce psychological harm, for example embarrassment or shame and prior to completion, respondents will be informed of their right to withdrawal, as well as authorising consent (McLeod, 2018)
3.4 – Epistemological and Ontological Consideration
Crotty (1998) defined epistemology as a way of looking at the world and making sense of it and believed that there were other ways of viewing the world, such as differing perceptions.  Furthermore, Crotty (1998) stated that Ontology is the study of ‘being’ and is concerned with ‘what is’.  Through constructionism and interpretivism methods, there is an argument that knowledge is fashioned by exploring and understanding the world, for example, if members of the public have been exposed to armed police, they are more acquainted to them, whereas if they haven’t, they are likely to be unfamiliar with them as they haven’t explored the premise of them before.  

3.5 – Conclusion
To summarise, a quantitative methodological approach in the form of a questionnaire will be utilised by the research to gain participants opinions to the overall question: Should police in the UK be routinely armed.  Due to time constraints, a questionnaire will be used over other research methods, such as interviews as it less time consuming to complete and data the received is easier to analyse.  Although there are likely to be limitations, due to external time pressures, this methodology is still the most effective given the circumstances.  Finally, by ensuring anonymity and informing participants of their right to withdraw, ethical issues have been addressed and dealt with.  Within the next chapter, the quantitative findings received from recipients will be analysed for their accuracy, differences and overall opinions. 












Chapter Four
4.0 - Introduction
As stated in the methodology chapter, a questionnaire has been used as a quantitative research collection tool.  The researcher will now analyse and display the findings to the overall question; should police in the UK be routinely armed?  The rationale for a questionnaire as the collection method was to ensure a large sample pool was targeted, to maximise efficiency in the completion and although other methodological techniques were considered, a questionnaire was better suited to the research timeframe. 

4.1 - Research Objectives
In order for the overall research question to be answered, should police within the UK be routinely armed, a quantitative style of data collection was utilised by the researcher.  Specifically, multiple-choice answers with predetermined categories, as a way of improving the consistency of the participants answers (Bachman and Schutt, 2014, p.189).  The results of this analysis (see figure 1) show that out of the sixty participants, 38.4% felt that police within the UK should be routinely armed.  When you compare that with the 38.3% who opposed that, you can clearly see that the publics opinion is completely split.  This is also reflective of the research conducted by Simon (2019) which established that only 21.6% of police officers felt they should be routinely armed, highlighting that there is no definitive opinion.

Figure 1: 
[image: ]

In addition to the quantitative data, the questionnaire also employed qualitative data collection through open ended questions such as “provide your reasoning” and “why do you think that “.  By asking the participants for their motives to their answers, the research collected qualitive data that is descriptive and allows for a deeper understanding into the participants answers.  Through the utilisation of In Vivo coding, the descriptive answers received by the participants can be separated into seven categories: Safety, Not Necessary, Crime Development, Responsibility, Middle ground, Demand and Uncertain.  In Vivo coding uses the participants’ own words to categorise their responses, rather than the researcher interpreting what they say (Turner, 2016).  When participants were asked about their reasoning behind their answers, a number of participants mentioned officer safety, for example, “Provides police with further protection when responding to incident” and “This would be a deterrent to certain individuals and give police extra protection”, highlighting that some of the participants believe police within the UK should be routinely armed.  That being said, one participant highlighted a different approach to arming police (see figure 2).  

Figure 2:
“Officers need specific, intense training to effectively use a firearm safely and make the best decision given the circumstances. It is not possible to train all officers to a high enough standard and keep this training up to date with all officer. If all officers are armed, more persons will die or be seriously injuries by police and many of these will be due to unlawful force through lack of effective training and officers panicking.”

Participant Romeo, whose answer is above, has highlighted a key theme that materialised throughout the recipients’ answers.  If more officers have weapons, the likelihood of unlawful force or inappropriate use is likely to rise.  Through a descriptive and detailed response, Participant Romeo has allowed the researcher to have a better understanding into their answer, instead of it being a fixed response through a closed question.

To establish other opinions when it came to arming police, sub research objectives were also factored into the questionnaire, such as the public’s perception of armed police, ethical considerations and how armed police are utilised and respond to terrorism.  As a way of ascertaining the publics thoughts surrounding armed police, discrete quantitative data collection was employed.  Discrete data is quantitative data that has been broken down so it can be managed numerically, with the results displayed visually (Fullstory, 2022).  By employing closed questions, it ensured the participants answers were within a predetermined criteria and could be analysed by its fixed values, within this particular question, three predetermined categories were used: Yes, No and maybe.  (See figure 3) highlights that 46.7%, which is equal to twenty-eight participants out of the sixty in total, would feel safer if there were more armed police.  Through the analysis, the question posed is too ambiguous and in order for more accurate information to be obtained on participants opinions to the overall question of whether police within the UK should be routinely armed, a more in-depth question would have been better suited.  For example, using a qualitative collection method so that participants could describe and articulate their deeper feelings regarding armed police, instead of a quantitative pre-set answer. 
Figure 3:[image: ]



4.2 - Conclusion
This project utilised a questionnaire as the primary method of collecting participants responses.  The questionnaire allowed questions posed to be of a quantitative nature, with predetermined answers set out by the researcher, but also incorporated qualitative data collection by asking the participants to explain and rationalise their opinions.  Through the analysis of their answers, this project has established that the public do not have a definitive opinion on whether police in the UK should be routinely armed, with the sixty respondents answering twenty-three for and twenty-three against.  The next chapter will explore the findings of this project and provide a conclusion to the overall question set out at the start; Should police in the UK be routinely armed?












Chapter Five
5.0 - Introduction
This chapter will provide findings from the quantitative data collection method and present the responses to the sub-research questions utilised in answering the overall question.  These sub-questions were: How the public perceive armed police, the ethics surrounding armed police and the utilisation of armed police and the response to terrorism.  Finally, a conclusion will be drawn from the participant’s responses and how their opinions relate to the overall question, should police in the UK be routinely armed?

5.1 - Findings
Expanding on the research conducted by Simpson, (2018) who wrote about how uniform worn by officers, influence the public’s opinion and Simon (2019), who surveyed whether officers felt it was necessary to arm officers.  The researcher used a quantitative data collection method to answer the overall question, should police in the UK be routinely armed.  The answers collected highlighted that out of the 60 respondents there was no distinctive difference in opinions, with 23 respondents’ feeling that police should be armed and 23 feeling they shouldn’t.  Although the data has highlighted a split from the participants opinions, this research has built on the existing body of work and has answered the overall question of whether police within the UK should be routinely armed with an equal belief from the public.

In addition, three sub-questions were highlighted by the researcher as areas to expand and develop on.  The first sub-question, How the public perceive armed police, provided a variety of literature already explored by scholars, for example, Yesberg (2021).  Within that article and following a survey, Yesberg highlighted that the public within the UK responded less positively to armed police.  Based on this, the researcher decided to pose a slightly different question for participants to answer which was, would you feel safer if there were more armed police?  Of the 60 participants, 28 said yes, compared to 20 that said no, showing a definitive opinion.  What's more, other than a blog from Gavin Hale (2016) on The Police Federation website, the researcher was not able to find any other literature that addressed this question, meaning that this research project has contributed to the field of study and highlighted a gap in the research.

Secondly, the researcher asked participants if there was too much legislation and ethical considerations surrounding armed policing, too which the responses were varied: 7 for strongly agree, 20 agreed, 13 remained neutral, 15 disagreed and 5 strongly disagreed.  This question related to the second sub-question, ethics surrounding armed police.  After discovering how much legislation and ethics are considered by Authorised Firearms Officers, not only when they carry a weapon, but also when they discharge said firearm, the researcher felt it would be appropriate to pose this question to the public to see if they were aware of these legalities and how they felt about it, for example how discharging a weapon can be justified within the HRA (Human Rights Act 1998).  


The final sub-question related to the utilisation of armed police in response to terrorism.  Following a literature review to support this project, very little was discovered within this field.  Other than the CONTEST strategy of 2003 (House of Commons, 2009), there was only scholars and reporters’ opinions on how armed police could be utilised to combat terrorism.  Yesberg (2021) mentions “armed police arrived at the scene and shot dead the suspects within minutes. It is almost certain that more fatalities would have occurred if it were not for this immediate armed response”, however their research only addresses the public’s perception to armed polices’ appearance.  Therefore, by asking the participants whether they think having more armed police would reduce response times when dealing with terrorism incidents, allowed the researcher to expand on little research that is already available.  With 41 respondents of the 60 stating that they agree or strongly agree, it provides a clear pathway for future research to be conducted within the area, with this project being a benchmark for other academics to follow.  


5.2 - Conclusion
In conclusion, the main question, whether police within the UK should be routinely armed was answered by subjecting participants to a questionnaire, allowing quantitative data to be gathered and analysed to establish their opinions.  Although there was not a definitive opinion, half of the participants still felt police should be armed and a substantial amount agree that with terrorism incidents, more armed police would assist.  By using a quantitative data method, it limited the answers the public could provide.  After reviewing this project, a qualitative method would have been more appropriate as this would have allowed the public to express their feelings in detail and provide an insight into their opinions instead of a generic answer.  That being said, this project highlighted an area for future research after discovering the limitations in areas with armed police and terrorism, however given the time constraints, this project was not able to fully explore these views.  Overall, this project has contributed to the existing body of work that previous scholars have published and answered the overall question, should police within the UK be routinely armed with half of the participants feelings that they should be.












Chapter Six
6.0 – Recommendations
Throughout this project, a number of limitations were highlighted by the researcher.  Firstly, the time constraints faced, meant that the methodological approached needed to be streamlined so responses could be maximised.  Upon review, if there was more time to complete this project, a qualitative approach to obtaining responses could be employed, for example, interviewing participants individually.  This would be a lengthy process, however if there was the possibility to complete this, not only would the researcher receive more in-depth answers, but they could also pose more open-ended questions to fully gage respondents’ opinions.

Secondly, by conducting a qualitative method of data collection, participants could have been challenged on their thoughts and feelings more by the researcher to fully understand why they felt the way they did to police being routinely armed.  If this project was to be attempted by another scholar, then it would be recommended that they utilise an interview as the data collection method, as this would have allowed for a more detailed approach to obtaining opinions.

Finally, in one of the sub-questions, the utilisation of armed police and the response to terrorism, documentation and details surrounding this were very hard to come by.  Throughout the research, the governments CONTEST strategy was the only evidential piece of literature that could be found.  Due to the nature of this topic and how policing and counter terrorism strategies would be highlighted, clearance or approval would need to be sought from the government in order to fully investigate and research the available literature surrounding armed police and how they respond to terrorism.  Therefore, to expand on this project, consideration would need to be made on how to obtain this and how that would impact the projects timeframe.
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	What are your reasonings for choosing the above opinion?

	I think police need to keep themselves safe and be as armed as those they are called to deal with.

	Think it would provide reassurance for officers and public

	There is not enough of a need for full firearms and the more we arm the more the criminal fraternity would start to use weapons

	To deal with rare instances where suspects are armed.

	Knife crime is becoming more and more, as well as adapted weapons, screwdriver, bricks, glass bottles. We are expecting to run towards this danger with limited tools, some of which aren’t appropriate or effective.

	Police should be armed to protect them and the public, this is subject to struck regular testing. At the moment officer safer training is half a day and is wholly inadequate and that makes me think front line officers will be left exposed

	More officers to deal with serious incidents instead of sending unarmed officers

	Provides police with further protection when responding to incident

	It’s likely to increase accidental shootings/death. People make mistakes and Misjudgment and bad aim can all result in irreversible damage. Most police officers probably don’t want to be responsible for a death of criminal either.

	Altercations involving lethal force are rare and an armed police force, will push more criminals to do the same, so increasing the risks to officers.

	I do not think that every police officer shouod be armed, however i am not against more officers being armed or having the availability to firearms.

	I fear public perception of armed officers would be that the Country or area they are in is unsafe. It could also lead to serious accidents where subjects could be shot without justification.

	For self defense against the growing number of criminals who arm themselves.

	We face increasing levels of terrorism and radical threats. It is also a superb visual antagonistic deterrent to see an officer armed

	I believe that officers being armed will cause a rise in the number of violent crime

	Minimal risk of members of the public being in possession of a viable firearm

	Due to recent crimes I feel that, arms should be located at strategic pints(station) for immediate deployment when required, and not having to wait for AFO attendance if they are available

	We should have sufficient firearms officers, but we are not a country where firearms are routinely available

	There are not many incidents known to the public where firearms are used

	Protdction

	I believe it will affect the response from the public negatively as well as an increased risk from suspects. I think it will expose officers even further from complaints, use of force and from the media.

	It can depend on situations and the crimes.

	Given a stark rise in members of the public carrying weapons both bladed and improvised the current equipment choices and firearms support is not adequate. Response times from JFU, although good is often not fast enough to respond to imminent threat. Although a Taser carrier myself I do not feel they are reliable enough should a situation present itself where lethal force is required to protect both public and officer.

	Each force has fast response armed response. I think this and taser are sufficient

	If all police were armed then the criminals are also likely to carry more weapons like USA. Also, the logistics would be too great to train all officers to the high level that firearms officers are trained. I dont feel that new recruits get the level of training they should anyway at the moment.

	Whilst being armed provides extta security for yourself and others around you. It may also shut down lines of communication as a first resort out of fear of being shot.

	Should be personal choice due to responsibility

	Cost implications, potential for more gun crime. Money better spent on more police rather than guns.

	Whilst society is becoming increasingly violent and the use of weapons is on the increase, the routine arming of officers may up the ante and mean that those who have thought about carrying weapons may feel more inclined to do so.

	I believe there would be more fatalities as a result of all officers being armed.

	I don’t think the UK police forces should be armed as I think it would do more harm than good. A lot of officers would not want the responsibility of carrying a gun. I also think it would give the public an incentive to arm themselves more often.

	It requires a a high level of responsibility to carry a fire arm. This responsibility would theoretically transfer to different aspects of the officers role also. Furthermore I feel that UK police being armed would be a more visual deter at to violent crime and disorder

	Level of violence officers encounter on a daily basis

	At this moment in time I do not believe there is enough gun crime in UK (particularly wales) to warrant all cops being armed.

	no opinion

	Not always required to be armed and can be scary for the public

	There are too many senarios where the gun situation could be used and not for the better as there will always be occasions where it could be abused but also it could help situations with just knowing that the officers were armed.

	In all my policing experience I have never thought “I wish I was armed”, if required firearms are sufficient.

	Police in the uk do so by consent, we adopt a neighbourhood style approach that lends itself to our communities. An increase in firearms would harm this. At present there is not the need to routine arm police officers in the Uk.

	My answer is for a gun, i agree with taser for all but not for a gun.

	Never needed it before

	Officers need specific, intense training to effectively use a firearm safely and make the best decision given the circumstances. It is not possible to train all officers to a high enough standard and keep this training up to date with all officer. If all officers are armed, more persons will die or be seriously injuries by police and many of these will be due to unlawful force through lack of effective training and officers panicking.

	Believe that if the circumstances require it then officers can have the choice to go srmed to an incident. For example, for local firearms trained officers similer to MOE or taser trained officers. le

	This would be a deterant to certain individuals and give police extra protection

	Far to many officers are being attacked.

	Firearm is a last resort and without it we have no immediate last resort I would. Rather carry a firearm and never use it than need one to save myself or others and not have one.

	I guess police need the ability to protect themselves but it is a risk if the police officer does not use the firearm/weapon correctly in the correct situation.

	Not all officers should be armed at all times but only those with specialised training and experience in the force.

	As a deterrent

	Violence on the street

	There is no requirement for every police officer to be armed with conventional firearms. Less lethal weapons such as Taser are effective enough. Also public perception will change and the police force will look a lot more intimidating and possibly prevent members of the public from engaging

	For protection

	Recruitment of officers is now so diverse it would not be practical or appropriate to give every officer a gun. Every officer has strengths and weaknesses and some may not want the responsibility of carrying a gun. It also takes away the initial skill of talking to people, and the added training would not be practical.

	There's pros and cons for both sides of the argument, although arming officers would increase their safety, the public perception would be lower of the police.

	I feel it should be compulsory for officers to carry tazer, as well as having better training in self defence and hand to hand combat.

	knife crime is becoming a regular occ

	The role should be specialist as it currently is

	The level of threat met by Response isn’t great enough for routine arming of officers - mobile ARV suffices currently. Less than lethal equipment is available fot

	To deter offences against Police Officers
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	Regarding the above question: Why do you think that?60 responses

	I think the imminent threat of terrorist incidents need robust and swift management which can be better affected by armed police.

	Quicker response

	There could be a faster response by a larger number of officers but I still don't think police all police should be armed

	Threat of police would be greater.

	It will be more of a visual display a bit like brokem window theory but opposite

	It’s would give Police more tactical options as-well as a better deterrent

	Fim takes to king to make a decision

	It would allow for quicker responses

	This could potentially improve response times, minimising damage etc.

	Armed police already have a presence and plans to deal with terrorism.

	If there are more armed officers, the capability to neutralise subjects who could potentially kill people would be increased

	Armed police present will not deter Terrorism attacks and currently we have sufficient armed recourses to call upon from neighbouring forces and the army in the event of a terrorist attack.

	Police who are closer to the attacks could respond sooner.

	Swifter resolution !

	The issue hasn't subsided in the US where officers are armed

	Terror related incidents are sporadic and can happen anywhere/anytime having more armed officers would not guarantee that they are in the right place at the right time

	Deter marauding attacks by prevention

	I believe some people think Britain as a soft target due to the low numbers of firearms officers

	More efficient response to incidents and not waiting around for the small amount of trained officers that are available.

	More presence and public feeling safer

	The terror response by armed response has been impeccable; the response has been quick and efficient, more so in the main cities, where AFR are far more available; maybe this would not be the case, in the likes of Swansea or rural areas.

	Like I said, it can be case by case

	The current and historic terror threat is predominantly carried out by those who have no fear of police whether armed or otherwise. Recent terror attacks have been carried out by so called “lone wolf” attackers and those who’s ultimate aim is causing maximum casualties often by suicide attacks. The presence of armed police I do not think would deter them from their ultimate aim as suicide is often martyrdom. I also think there would be a rise in “suicide by cop” cases.

	‘Lone wolf’ attacks are difficult to police. Intel should be sufficient to manage other suspects

	More armed officers would not mean a change on how terror related incidents are dealt with. It would just mean that a higher number of officers would be deployable.

	Could provide a faster deployment to the incident as resources would be more readily available.

	Terrorist don't deter from countries that police officers are armed

	Good response already in place.

	With a bigger spread of armed officers a quicker response is likely.

	Police would provide a quicker response

	Terror incidents are generally spontaneous to the police and I believe they’ve responded well in previous terrorist attacks. I don’t think more armed police would make a difference.

	Faster and more coordinated response. If all officers are armed, there would be less time waiting for an adequate response team. Therefore potentially reducing the risk and potential harm.

	More efficient response

	It’s a case of always ‘more is better’it will allow for more tactical options to be used when dealing with terror incidents.

	Availability

	Terror related incidents will happen regardless of the deterrents in place.

	Terrorists would not fear armed police as they are usually brainwashed. It could even be used against the police so they could be goded into using the gun so they become martyrs.

	Arming regular police officers wouldn’t impact how wectu deal with terror incidents

	Money should be spent on prevent and investigations into these incidents, not arming police for what could be prevented. In the areas where there is an increased threat of CT incidents there is an increased firearm presence already/

	You would still have the bureaucracy and same policies as our gun laws are very stringent.

	More likelihood of being shot

	More armed officers would improve response times of armed officers as they would be more readily available to respond. Also more terrorist would be killed rather than detained.

	If an armed officer able to attend an incident sooner, stands to reason that events like randomised stabbings won't run in as long.

	There are a greater amount of terrorist attacks in country's where police are compulsory armed

	Would hopefully make people think twice before they did something

	If you routinely arm officers the active shooters would be dealt with quicker. Results of this are regularly shown in us states such as Texas (church shooting stopped by armed individual) and weekly in israel

	I think they would either respond with more violence or it would diffuse the situation quicker

	I think from the history of America and their relationship with guns shows how triggers can be pulled too easily before absolute certainty on the severity of a situation has been reached. Some kind if specialised armed officers in high risk areas though I think would be best.

	Lessens the chance of more people being harmed in an incident

	Deterant

	No as terrror incidents are spontaneous and they cannot be accurately predicted on when they are going to take place and to what scale

	It would be a larger deterrent and response would be quicker

	Unaware of how often terror related incidents occur and how they are dealt with. So cannot comment how more will effect how they are dealt with, although common sense tends to suggest more of any type of officers will be an improvement.

	More armed officers could offer better response times to such attacks.

	I feel that having a greater number of armed officer, it would deter more attacks

	quicker response to terror calls

	Regardless of the number of armed police, terrorists will still exist and plan their attacks

	If more ARV then there is likely be a quicker response to an active terror threat

	Terrorists want to be martyrs.
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