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The discussion on the study will mainly be focused on ““evidence-based policing””. The study will focus on evaluating and exploring implementation of “body-worn” cameras in relation to “evidence-based policing”. The first section of the study will make a discussion on defining and discussing the core concepts of EBP (Evidence Based Policing). Further, it will also present the discussion on a criminological theory that underpins the use of “evidence-based policing”. Furthermore, the study will also focus on discussing the purpose of “body-worn” cameras concerning evidence-based practice. It will also outline “body-worn” cameras’ strengths, weaknesses and ethical considerations related to it. The last section of the essay will outline the implementation of “body-worn” cameras concerning the crime topic of street crimes.
[bookmark: _8qe7z7tscx8s]
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The best available evidence that is utilised for challenging and informing the decisions, practices and policies of policing is termed “evidence-based policing” (Ojp.gov, 2020). The approach of “evidence-based policing” can be used by almost all individuals in policing. It can also be supported by partnerships or collaboration with academics. The main concept of EBP (“evidence-based policing”) states that the practice of police must be on the basis of scientific evidence regarding what works best within the policing process (Pepper et al., 2020). The concept also illustrates the suggestion that the best evidence should also be utilised for evaluating and guiding police. There are basically two main components of “evidence-based policing”, first is the need to increment in the research amount that police conduct. Not all police officers possess the idea of conducting scientifically rigorous research, hence, the subject matter is left to the academic world (EBP: The Basics, 2019). Individuals like criminologists are involved in designing studies regarding disorder and crime and are further published in academic sources like journals. Police officers with their engagement in being drivers of research and collaborating with researchers for finding solutions to critical problems are significant for performing core missions. The approach is significant as police officers are the individuals who possess the most relevant insights of the social world.
Another component of the EBP (“evidence-based policing”) is translating the findings of the research to layouts that can be easy as well as accessible for police officers. However, the process is not easy as the goals and timeline of academics vary from that of the policing world completely (Lum and Koper, 2017). For instance, a chief of police with a certain problem within the jurisdiction might not care or be familiar with peer review. They are most likely in need of more accurate information quickly for addressing the problem (Brown et al., 2018). However, there are certain police like academics who involve themselves in taking the findings of academic research and translating them the information that is actionable for the professionals of policing. Studies suggest that the crime rate within the UK from 2022 to 2023 was almost 75.88 per 1000 individuals. The rate took a significant rise of almost 8 per cent from that of 2021 (Buck, 2022). Hence, the involvement of police professionals in practising “evidence-based policing” is a significant approach for finding solutions to critical problems concerning crime leading to the betterment of the general society and individuals living within it.

Routine Activity Theory is an important criminological theoretical framework that significantly underpins the use of “evidence-based policing” practice. The framework was developed by Felson and Cohen (NSW Government, 2019). Later, the theory was improvised by Felson who is an influential and cited theoretical developer in the area of crime science and criminology more broadly. The framework mainly views crime from the perspectives of the offenders. It also suggests that a crime is only committed as a result of the offender's thought process regarding the target being suitable and also in the absence of a possible guardian (‌Williams et al., 2019). It is the assessment of the offender regarding certain circumstances that determines whether the crime will occur. Such factors are highly aligned with effective research which is an important aspect of “evidence-based policing”. The theory provides a straightforward way of explaining why crime occurs. It is often used as a practical tool by police professionals and practitioners for the analysis of the problems within a certain crime. The Routine Activity Theory also argues that three main things can happen at the same time when the crime occurs. The first is the suitable targets to be available. It is the first condition of the crime and is generally a human target (Margit, 2021). However, an offence does not usually occur when a likely offender is present or the capable guardian is absent, no matter how suitable the targets are. The second thing that happens when a crime occurs is the “absence of a suitable guardian” for the prevention of criminal activity. A capable guardian can be both something or a person that reduces the chances of crime to occur. Capable guardians can be alarm systems, neighbours, guards or others. The final factor is the presence of likely offenders who have different reasons for committing (Wickert, 2020). The Routine Activity Theory provides a critical framework for the best integration of best research for the prevention of possible crime by altering one or all three elements like capable guardians, likely offenders or suitable targets. It enables crime analysts employed by police departments to examine crime, conduct statistical analysis, identify patterns and help in solving problems related to criminal activities.

“Body-worn” cameras are wearable cameras with features like photographic and video recording systems. They are relatively small devices that help in recording interactions between the members of the community such as victims, suspects, the public and law enforcement personnel (‌Lum et al., 2020). “body-worn” cameras have significant use in “evidence-based policing” as they help gather evidence and protect police professionals against improper allegations of being involved in misconduct. “body-worn” cameras are distinctively used in almost any setting for deterring criminal activities and anti-social behaviour. As per Garwood (2022), the United Kingdom in 2005 adapted to the use of “body-worn” cameras, mainly front-line personnel. Since 2005 in London, over 26500 “body-worn” cameras have been distributed to Metropolitan Police. The “body-worn” cameras play a crucial role in improving the level of security in public areas and help police officers to conduct effective research for collecting evidence concerning crime. A major element is also the protection of the image of policing professionals. The evidence gathered with the help of “body-worn” cameras has vital importance in the improvement of public perception of the accountability of the police (Williams Jr et al., 2021). Another important perception purpose of “body-worn” cameras that is relevant to “evidence-based policing” is also the increment of transparency during stop-and-search incidents, arrests, and other circumstances wherein police engage in interacting with the public. Some of the instances include responding to searching a property, stopping a car or even to reports of domestic abuse and violence. The equipment of “body-worn” cameras has significantly led to reducing the use of force as well as lowering the level of complaints against police personnel. Evidence suggests that the use of such cameras has significantly impacted the declination of certain criminal cases by almost 90 per cent (Garwood, 2022). The “body-worn” cameras help in providing better accountability and transparency which further improves the legitimacy of law enforcement agencies. Footage captured with the “body-worn” cameras during the interactions between the community improves the chances of better documentation helping to support accounts articulated by residents of the community and officers. It is significant for confirming the nature of the events in criminal activities as well which is an important ideology and element of evidence-based practice.
“body-worn” cameras provide several benefits which are the strength factor of the device, however, there are certain weaknesses of the device and ethical factors that must be considered while making use of it. One of the primary strengths of “body-worn” cameras is increased civility (Malm, 2019). It results in a higher rate of citizen compliance to police during encounters. It is an important factor for the reduction of lodging fewer complaints against the officers.  Another important strength of “body-worn” devices is quicker resolution (Chapman, 2018). It leads to faster resolutions of the complaints of citizens and lawsuits that allege different forms of misconduct such as use of excessive force. The evidence of photographs and video recordings gathered from the source is significant for officers to be found sustained in their activities.
Another important strength factor of “body-worn” cameras is corroborating evidence. The video recordings and images can be used as evidence for prosecutions and arrests. It helps in documenting the nature of the crime and its occurrence and reduces the time required for the completion of paperwork (White and Malm, 2020). Apart from strengths, a major weakness of “body-worn” cameras are the expense. The cost of deploying “body-worn” cameras is generally expensive. Such expenses can be difficult for certain departments to absorb. Technical issues are also a weakness of “body-worn” cameras as certain “body-worn” cameras possess the tendency of being damaged or malfunctioning (Gaub and White, 2020). The challenge is storing data and information is also a weakness of the device which must be backed properly concerning the potential costs aligned with it. An important ethical limitation of using “body-worn” cameras is privacy issues. They can be intrusive and can lead to infringement on public privacy that are not aware of being recorded. Moreover, the footage is also used as evidence in certain cases which are often seen as the contravention of an individual's privacy (Koelle et al., 2018). It potentially exposes subjecting individuals and victims to facial recognition software which can further traumatise the victims. In addition, witnesses and informants might also fear reprisals from the offenders. 
[bookmark: _msnwy3bwu3ic]The “body-worn” cameras play an important role for police personnel in street crimes. The “body-worn” cameras are worn by the police officers underpinned to their chests which are visible to the public. It helps in issuing a non-verbal warning to the criminal offences and also acts as a deterrent even when the cameras do not record the patrolling activities (McCluskey and Uchida, 2023). The “body-worn” camera plays a crucial factor even in recording criminal activities in the street like theft, abuse or even violence. Police personnel use “body-worn” cameras to reduce the rates of fatality among citizens in a promising manner. Such cameras are also capable of capturing objective records of events in the streets rather than compelling law enforcement agencies to rely on written reports solely from accounts of officers or citizens. It is essential in the potential encouragement of mutual accountability during encounters with street crimes (Adams et al., 2020). Such cameras essentially assist in capturing evidence of street criminal activities as they are small and can be worn without embracing police professionals in their consistent work. The function of “body-worn” cameras, however, varies across different jurisdictions. Police departments make use of “body-worn” cameras by giving them to the officers of specialised units like tactical units who play a crucial role in uncovering criminal activities and collecting evidence for preventing them or reducing the rate of crimes. In addition, some cameras also turn on by default leading to consistency in the operations of street crimes (Lawrence et al., 2019). The assistance of “body-worn” cameras in capturing the footage and recordings is essential for the actions like arrests and prosecution.

[bookmark: _jwokusid7tbi][bookmark: _Toc138429190]Conclusion
The essay has outlined the critical discussion on the module named, “evidence-based policing”. The initial section of the essay has outlined the definition and core concepts concerning evidence-based practice. Within the section, different ideas of “evidence-based policing” have been described. Furthermore, the study has also evaluated criminological theories that outlined the use of evidence-based practice. The theory discussed within it is the Routine activity theory. In addition, the study has discussed the implementation and objective of body-use cameras concerning “evidence-based policing”. Moreover, it has also outlined the strengths, limitations and ethical factors of “body-worn” cameras. Strengths found in the study are increased civility, quicker resolution and corroborating evidence. The limitations found are technical issues, challenges in storing information and expense while ethical limitations found are the issues in privacy. The final section has explored the use of “body-worn” cameras concerning street crimes.
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