Chapter 2: Literature

This literature review aims to explore the relevant data in the subject of armed policing in the UK and abroad. This data will then be compared to see if any trends can be established in the data. The aims of this research is to discover;
· If the British public support officers being routinely armed
· What the attitude and opinion is of British police officers in relation  to being routinely armed
· Does officers being armed increase/decrease the risk of incidents of terrorism/mass loss of life?
· Does carrying a firearm contradict the tradition British values of policing and if so why?
Current routinely armed officers currently in Britain 
As of March 2021 there “6,543 armed officers” (Gov.uk, 2022) of a total of “135,307” (Gov.uk, 2022)  across England and Wales. It is important to understand this figure as it shows the current percentage of armed officers being only around 4.8% of the total number of officers. Not all of the 4.8% would be ‘High visibility’ officers that are the first to respond to incidents either. This figure would also include your specialist Firearms units such as your Specialist Firearms officers (SFO) and Counter terrorism specialist Firearms officers (CTSFO) whose “role is at the forefront of the MPS and UK’s crime and Counter Terrorism armed policing response for high risk/threat firearms operations” (Met Police, 2021)


Attitudes of the general public 
In the past few years and in the aftermath of the Manchester arena attack it has been suggested that “Most Britons want police to be armed” (Sky News, 2017) with 72% of 1581 people surveyed saying that they support the idea routinely armed officers. 
This literature does show a clear support for this type of policing. However it does have to be said that the reliability of this data has to be bought into question because it does not come from an academic source. Furthermore there is very limited information on where this data was obtained and how it was verified.
Apart from this data there appears to be a lack of any reliable data on the publics exact opinion on armed officers. There are suggestions present that link the public acceptance of armed officers to their emotional response to it. This suggests that when “Lacking direct knowledge of what armed police can do and achieve, people fall back on emotion, feeling, and trust to form preferences about policy” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021) this lack of knowledge has also been noted by others  who also say that “Very little research has measured public perceptions of armed police in the UK” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021
However, when looking at one of the few other surveys that exist the data suggests a similar trend with 58% of people saying that they “believed police officers should be routinely armed, whereas 42% were opposed” (BMG Research, 2015) 
Looking at this research it is clearly more reliable than the first however does support the general trend that the public support the routine arming of police officers. This being said it is still clear that there is a rather large gap in this area of research and in order to establish if this trend is consistent I will have to consider conducting my own research in this field.
Another factor to consider is that both of these surveys were conducted in the aftermath of two substantial terrorist attacks. This could have possibly influenced the results as people’s emotions would be high after these incidents which could effect their opinion.  This is also substantiated by the fact that “Public support for routine arming typically increases following the death or serious assault of unarmed police officers” (Simon, 2019)
At the time of writing there has been no major attacks in the UK in some time so conducting a survey could potentially have different results.

Attitudes of police officers
Being routinely armed is also a controversial topic among police officers. However, “a majority appear to be against routine arming” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021) with a recent survey conducted by the Police Federation showing only “34% of officers believed the police should be routinely armed” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021) Even though this figure is still fairly low it is still “up from 23% when the survey was last conducted in 2006 (Police Federation, 2017) 
Looking further at this literature it has been said that “55% of officers said they would be prepared to carry a firearm if instructed to do so (an increase from 45% in the 2006 survey)” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021) this doesn’t necessarily show support for routine arming but shows more of an acceptance or tolerance towards it if it was deemed necessary.
This literature currently shows that there appears to be a set trend within the police forces of officers being against routinely armed with only a slight increase in support for arming coming in 11 years.
However in addition to this a further survey on routine arming was conducted again by the Police Federation in 2018 but, this time focused solely on the Metropolitan Police. Out of 6118 respondents only “14%” (Chandler, 2018) said that they were very satisfied with the current level of readily available armed support.
40% then went onto say that they believed that “All police officers should receive appropriate training and be armed at all times when on duty” while 19% said “All police officers should receive appropriate training and firearms should be issued to them as and when necessary” (Chandler, 2018) and 35% believed that “Firearms should not be issued to all police officers, but more officers should receive appropriate training and be issue” (Chandler, 2018)
Looking at this literature compared to the last it shows that there has been an increase of 6% in the number of officers wanting to be routinely armed within just a year. In addition to this 63% now say that they “would be prepared to carry a firearm at all times on duty” (Chandler, 2018) compared to the 55% the previous year.
As previously stated this increase could be for a number of reasons however the most likely is because there was a substantial number of terror attacks in the UK between 2017 and 2018 including the an attack that took the life of a police officer in Westminster.
This is where I believe another gap in the research lies. Although there appears to be more data on officers opinions about being armed there is still not a large number of surveys available. Furthermore none of the data this is available is overly recent and not directly in the aftermath of an attack or series of attacks. In order to get a more reliable opinion a survey needs to be conducted to gauge the opinion of officers now.
In addition to this there appears to be no data available on the opinion of officers based on factors such as length of service, role and gender. I believe that this is another gap in the research that needs to be filled.
Finally an often overlooked factor is the opinion of senior police officers. It is important to understand their opinion on this matter because without their support it is unlikely that there would be any change in how officers are armed. A survey of the police superintendents association and the association of Chief police officers found that “47% supported arming all police, compared with 48% against” (Roycroft, 2014) this data displays a similar trend to the opinion of frontline officers however there is a much closer gap between in opinion than that of officers.
A further look at this literature also provides a number of arguments that officers provided in support of and against routine arming. The greatest argument against routine arming are that it increased the “The risk of police having weapons taken from them” (Roycroft, 2014) and that “Arming the police will cause an escalation in criminal violence ie the ratchet effect” (Roycroft, 2014)
On the other hand the strongest argument for arming officer appear to be that arming will “Ensures greater safety for officers and the public ,better Protection of officers and the public” (Roycroft, 2014) and that “The police should be equipped to react to contemporary problems such as terrorism and organised crime” (Roycroft, 2014)



Armed policing and the traditional values of British policing
Since the formation of Britain’s fist police force in 1829 its values have “rested on the twin pillars of ‘policing by consent’ and the notion that the police force’s primary duty is to the public, rather than the state”. (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021) these values have created the traditional image of the British officer which can be described as “an unarmed neighbourhood constable with powers not so different from the public at large” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021)
This literature suggests that there is a strong stereotype when it comes to British police and that this “symbolizes a style of policing that, culturally and ideologically, sets Britain apart from much of the rest of Europe” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021)
However it has also been said that “In recent years while the public have accepted the more visible role of specialist armed officers on security duties in airports and strategic positions” (Roycroft, 2014) this suggests that the idea of the traditional British officer might be changing as this type of armed policing is Widley accepted by the general public. This is also supported by the fact that “Following 7/7 in London and the Derrick Bird case in Cumbria there have been media calls for more police officers to be armed on a routine basis” (Roycroft, 2014)
However it has also been said that increasing “police firearms capacity in the UK raises questions about how an armed police presence aligns with the British model of policing and the notion that police officers are ‘civilians in uniform’” (Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson, 2021) This literature suggests that by arming officers in the UK you would move further away from the ‘civilian in uniform’ idea and further towards a more ‘militaristic’ looking police force. This has also been reinforced by others who suggest that “the age‐old tradition of policing in England and Wales, represented through the strategy of unarmed policing, is being slowly eroded by the incorporation of a paramilitary style that has its origin in colonial policing practices” (Mukhopadhyay, 2012)
This literature clearly suggest that the arming of police officers goes against the traditional values of British policing.
Police militarization can be described as “The use of military equipment and tactics by law enforcement officers. This includes the use of armoured personnel carriers (APCs), assault rifles, submachine guns, flashbang grenades, sniper rifles” (Wikipedia, 2022) 
Concerns around the militarization of police has been raised in the past years with some people saying that “Police militarization is directly tied to the state of exception” (Mihal, 2015)  referring to the exceptional states that terroristic incidents leave.
In summary it can be said that there is a strong argument that the routine arming of all officers does contradict the traditional values of the British police. However it also has to be said that these values could also be seen as outdated and not suitable for the modern time. 
Looking at literature in this area there are clearly a wide range of opinions on this topic but there does not seem to be any figures on the publics opinion on this. Although this is closely linked to the publics opinion on routinely armed officers there is a distinction between there personal opinion on the matter and the matter of if they think it contradicts the values of the traditional British officer. This is another area in which I believe there to be a gap in the research that needs to be filled.

Links between terrorism and armed police
Unfortunately in the past decade many countries in Europe has been the subject of a number of attacks by various terroristic organisations and individuals. Since 2010 alone in the UK there has been 18 ‘successful’ terrorist attacks (Wikipedia, 2022) with the definition of a terrorist attack being;
“The use or threat of one or more of the actions listed below, and where they are designed to influence the government, or an international governmental organisation or to intimidate the public. The use or threat must also be for the purpose of advancing a political, religious, racial or ideological cause.
The specific actions included are:
serious violence against a person;
serious damage to property;
endangering a person's life (other than that of the person committing the action);
creating a serious risk to the health or safety of the public or a section of the public; and
action designed to seriously interfere with or seriously to disrupt an electronic system.” (CPS, 2022)
Meanwhile in the same period of time in France there has been 46 successful terrorist attacks (Wikipedia, 2022) with most of these attacks involving the use of firearms.
After conducting thorough research into these figures there does not appear to be any reliable research into why this figure is so much higher than here in the UK and weather this is linked to the police use of firearms or some other factor. This appears to be one of the areas in which there is a large gap in the current research.

Conclusion of literature review
In conclusion I believe that I have identified a number of gaps in the research that need to be filled. These include finding out the public opinion on officers being armed while not in the immediate aftermath of an attack/incident. Doing this would allow me to gather more of an accurate opinion on the matter while people are not as emotionally connected. The same goes for officers opinions as there appears to be no recent data on this subject. I also need to establish if members of the public and officers believe that arming officers goes against the values of British policing as there appears to be little to no data available on this subject while also understanding if people believe that these principles are out of date for the modern age. I will attempt  to establish all of these questions in chapter 3




