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Abstract
The aim of this project was to explore whether front-line police officers in Great Britain should be routinely armed. To achieve this, a critical analysis of existing academic and professional literature was conducted alongside examination of international policing models to assess how the status quo and police legitimacy are maintained. 
Empirical data was gathered using questionnaires distributed to members of the public and serving police officers. While my data analysis reveals that opinions on routine arming remain greatly divided, an absolute conclusion could not be drawn. 
This study indicates that there is an urgent need for further academic research and further consultation between the government and the public. If the government and senior police chiefs wish to rebuild public trust and maintain police legitimacy, which is at the core of British policing, then this consultation must be from the outset. 
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[bookmark: _Toc233570493]1.0 Introduction
This research project will investigate whether operational frontline officers should be routinely armed. For the purposes of this project, this definition includes response, neighbourhood policing, roads policing and any other frontline departments, excluding existing armed units. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570494]1.1 Background
The argument regarding officers should be routinely armed is frequently discussed in the press, with opinion polls often providing mixed results (Parry, 2025). This debate often resurfaces following a major incident or a particularly violent attack that attracts large scale media attention.
This research project shall focus on officer safety and public perception, and whether there is any significant disparity between the two. The argument for officers remaining routinely unarmed has its roots in the Peelian principles and the core notion unique to Britain, of policing by consent; the Home Office (2012) ratified this unique position in response to a Freedom of Information request. Interestingly, high-ranking police officers often present counterarguments. According to Hurley (2015), the UK does not possess enough armed police support, warning that terrorists can strike anywhere in the country, not just London.
While there is much debate about whether UK police officers should be routinely armed, there does not currently appear to be a substantial amount of academic research on this topic. While this lack of literature may prove problematic, it highlights a key area of modern policing that urgently needs debate and further empirical research. This topic has even been discussed on morning television with presenters and guests debating both sides of the argument following a terror attack in the Hainault area of London (‘Is It Time to Arm All Police Officers in the UK?’, 2025). 

[bookmark: _Toc233570495]1.2 Aims & Objectives 
The research in this project seeks to ascertain the views of serving police officers and the public. It is highly likely that this research will highlight differing opinions from within each target audience and between the two distinct audience types. 
The four objectives are as follows:
· Evaluate current crime statistics in relation to violent incidents; analysing what is defined as a violent incident, what the current deployment guidelines are, whether there is any geographical or other identifiable trend, and the timelines or frequency of such incidents. 
· Explore why there is a difference in opinion; collating and analysing qualitative information directly from participant data.
· Outline the key arguments for and against arming police officers; reviewing existing academic research alongside the empirical answers received from participants, including a review into the number of times that unarmed officers have been deployed to violent incidents (dependent on this data being available). 
· Discuss the notion of policing by consent and how this aligns with the idea of arming all officers; examining the Peelian principles alongside other key defining moments in UK policing, exploring what triggered these, what the outcomes were and identifying any correlation with participant responses. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570496]1.3 Structure 
To ensure that this dissertation meets its core objectives and is presented concisely, it shall be split into chapters that address each of these elements: 
· Chapter two shall critically review existing academic literature on this topic and evaluate crime statistics to determine if there is any existing correlation between data and academic review. 
· Chapter three shall consider the benefits of differing research methodologies before selecting the most appropriate for this project. 
· Chapter four shall perform the data analysis from the data collected. Also aiming to identify common themes that emerged when the academic literature and empirical data was scrutinised. 
· Chapter five concludes this project and will address gaps in research, whether the dissertation has achieved its primary aim, and scope for any potential future academic study.

[bookmark: _Toc233570497]1.4 Conclusion 
This chapter has successfully introduced this dissertation along with what its primary aims and objectives are and has set out the format and structure of how the study is presented. As previously alluded to, the following chapter shall critically review and evaluate existing academic literature and professional discussion on this topic.
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[bookmark: _Toc233570499]2.0 Introduction 
Great Britain remains a global enigma in law enforcement. It is one of only a few countries with a predominantly unarmed police force. This unarmed exceptionalism is reflected in operational figures; less than 5% of all police officers are trained as authorised firearms officers (AFOs) (Farmer and Evans, 2022). This idea is inextricably linked with policing by consent – the principle that police authority derives from public trust rather than state coercion (Senedd Research, 2026).
However, the evolving 21st-century threat landscape - evidenced by a 660% increase in terrorism‑related arrests for the year ending 30th September 2025, compared with 2024 (Home Office, 2025a) - has reignited debate over whether police officers in Great Britain should be routinely armed.
This literature review critically examines the academic, government and societal discussions surrounding this question. It explores the historical background to unarmed policing, while analysing contemporary arguments regarding officer safety, escalating terror threats, and the subsequent impact of routine arming on community tensions and police legitimacy. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570500]2.1 The Peelian Principles & Policing by Consent
The foundation of British policing is often accredited to Sir Robert Peel and the formation of the Metropolitan Police in 1829. Literature consistently traces the unarmed tradition back to these Peelian principles (Lentz and Chaires, 2007). 
Maintaining a strong relationship between the police and the public is essential for public confidence, as both rely on cooperation to act in the community’s best interests (Home Office, 2012).
Waddington (1991) argues that the absence of firearms represents this ideal in a most overt way. Introducing routinely carried firearms causes irreparable damage to this psychological contract, transforming a civilian service into a paramilitary force in the eyes of the public.
Bowling et al. (2016) note that key themes differentiating the police from the military originate from these Peelian principles and the requirement of the police to function as evidence gatherers. These doctrines provide credibility to the state sanctioned use of force. This distinction has historically been physically defined by issuing frontline officers with a baton, incapacitant spray, and recently conducted energy devices (CEDs).
However, historical progressive literature cautions against romanticising this tradition. Emsley (2021) writes that during the 1830s and 1840s, the Metropolitan Police functioned as a national riot squad to supress Chartist uprisings, explicitly deploying frontline officers with cutlasses in 1839 and 1848.

[bookmark: _Toc233570501]2.2 Legitimacy and Procedural Justice
For policing by consent to work, the public must believe that the authorities act with fairness and procedural justice. Voluntary compliance is far more sustainable and democratically desirable than achieving compliance through coercion, which is resource intensive and divisive (Tyler, 2006, pp.4–19). 
According to Yesberg, Bradford and Dawson (2020), routine arming contradicts the premise that “the police are the public” fostering an attitude that officers are detached occupying agents rather than citizens. This friction is deeply cultural, British citizens are unaccustomed to seeing armed officers in everyday spaces, the perceived symbolic gap between public and police remains remarkably narrow.
Studies highlight that perception is entirely context specific. Visibly armed officers during terrorist incidents can provide reassurance and signal a competent security capability (Yesberg and Bradford, 2018b). Conversely, introducing firearms into routine neighbourhood policing represents a significant decrease in community trust and police legitimacy.

[bookmark: _Toc233570502]2.3 The Rise in Assaults on Officers 
Data from the Home Office indicates a rise in assaults on emergency workers. In 2021-2022, approximately 41,000 assaults were recorded against police officers. This increase may reflect a rise in violence towards police but may also be because of legislative changes such as the introduction of the Assaults on Emergency Workers (Offences) Act 2018 (Johnson, 2023). The Routine Arming Survey (2017, quoted in The Custodial Review, n.d.) analysed data from multiple police forces and used it to argue for improved access to equipment such as CEDs, although it falls short of recommending routine firearms for all officers. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570503]2.4 The Deterrence Argument
In its simplest form, deterrence theory suggests that individuals are less likely to commit crimes if they believe they will be caught or if the punishment will be swift and severe (Ramos, 2025). Supporters argue that few deterrents are more immediate than the prospect of encountering a heavily armed police officer. However, this view is challenged by others, such as Jenkins (1994, quoted in Squires, 2001, p. 109), who contends that arming police officers may encourage offenders to carry weapons themselves and would not necessarily lead to fewer deaths.

[bookmark: _Toc233570504]2.5 The Terrorist Threat 
Devastating, low tech terrorist attacks across Europe forced a re-evaluation of British police response capabilities. The Lord Harris review questioned the geographical distribution and mobilisation times of armed response vehicles (ARVs), Revealing deployment delays varying from 5 to 12 minutes across London’s basic command units (BCUs) (Harris, 2022).
This temporal delay represents a critical operational vulnerability. The intervening time between an active attack starting and the arrival of specialised AFOs leaves unarmed officers entirely defenceless (Punch, 2011). During a marauding terrorist attack (MTA) most casualties occur within the first vital few minutes (National Counter Terrorism Security Office, 2020). Because counterterrorism literature underscores that unarmed response officers are almost invariably the first responders to arrive, the traditional unarmed exception is increasingly criticised as an operational failure (Lowe, 2016). 

[bookmark: _Toc233570505]2.6 The Weapons Effect
In opposition to deterrence, psychological literature introduces the weapons effect. Conceptualised by Berkowitz and LePage (1967), the theory demonstrates that the mere visual presence of a weapon can increase aggressive behavioural outputs from both the aggressor and the perceiver. Applied to frontline policing, a visibly hosted firearm acts as a situational cue that can provoke hostile thoughts or defensive anger from subjects while altering the officers internal psychological state (Ariel ET al., 2018).
This behavioural distortion can degrade operational safety by subverting traditional de-escalation methods. The availability of a lethal option May subconsciously reduce an officer's reliance on time tested verbal techniques, leading to premature physical intervention (Ariel et al., 2018). 
This critique applies equally to intermediate options. Gau et al. (2010, cited in Dymond, 2018) suggest that widespread Taser distribution courses officers to favour its use over verbal negotiation. Furthermore, empirical research reveals that CEDs Are deployed disproportionately against vulnerable individuals including those experiencing acute mental health crises, those under the influence of intoxicating substances, add minority ethnic groups (Gau et al., 2010; Lin and Jones, 2010; Crow and Adrion, 2011, O’Brien et al., 2011). While these findings largely stem from U.S. data, their replication within British literature raises serious concerns regarding the systemic bias in the use of force (Dymond, 2018).

[bookmark: _Toc233570506]2.7 Impact on marginalised communities
The controversy surrounding the 2005 fatal shooting of Jean Charles de Menezes by the Metropolitan Police illustrates how firearms deployment can severely impact public trust. While some attribute his death to police incompetence (Crime Investigation, n.d.), others highlight racial profiling linked to his appearance and immigration status (Bogossian, 2025). This case underscores a vital consideration when discussing routine arming and that is the deeply strained correlation between race, policing, and firearms. 
Relationships between British police forces and minority ethnic groups remain troubled, characterised by depressed feelings of institutional legitimacy. Criminological literature notes that an aggressive “warrior culture” has begun to embed itself in British policing from the U.S. This warrior culture originates from the more militarised American style of policing with firearms and fundamentally alters the way in which the police interact with the communities they serve. This is not helpful, people from minority ethnic groups already feel like they are treated as suspects rather than victims (Quinlan, n.d.).
Although American police culture is already permeating police forces in this country, caution should be exercised when making comparisons between the two. Police forces throughout the US face continuing criticism about their killing of young men from minority ethnic groups and the excessive use of force. Demonstrations in the US following deaths of unarmed Black men make it abundantly clear to spectators that the tensions between police and Black communities are as prevalent as they ever were (Paoline, Gau and Terrill, 2016).

[bookmark: _Toc233570507]2.8 Comparative Analysis: Unarmed policing
To avoid an exclusive comparison between Great Britain and the US, whose policing models are not entirely comparable to one another, attention should be turned to other countries who do not routinely arm its police officers, such as Norway or New Zealand. These countries are vital to the academic debate because they demonstrate that unarmed policing is not a simple binary choice, but a spectrum of alternative deployment models. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570508]2.9 The Norwegian Model
The pre-2025 Norwegian model provides key empirical evidence for deployment theory by dissociating firearms capability from firearms visibility. On the 22nd of July 2011, Norway was rocked by two coordinated terrorist attacks, resulting in 77 fatalities (Independent, 2021). Academically, the significance of this crisis in the framework that Norway used to respond. While all qualified officers are firearms trained, weapons are secured inside a safe in the vehicle (Hendy, 2020). Analytically, this model directly challenges the weapons effect theory (Berkowitz and Lepage, 1967), it proves a state can provide decentralised lethal capability without introducing the visual triggers that provoke hostile responses or erodes everyday procedural justice. 
The operational flexibility of this model was demonstrated between July 2014 and February 2016, when the Norwegian government temporarily mandated on person carry in response to specific threat intelligence (Hendy, 2020). The temporary nature of this mandate shows how a flexible middle ground can be achieved to counter periods of heightened risk, without permanently dismantling an unarmed culture.
Historically, this model correlated with extremely low rates of lethal force, since World War II, only twelve police officers have been killed in Norway, contrasting sharply with US data (Albert, 2022).
However, the Norwegian model must now be viewed from a different academic standpoint. IN May 2025, the Norwegian government permanently rescinded its policy of vehicular storage, transitioning to standardised routine arming on patrol (NewinEnglish.no,2025). For British researchers, this shift is significant, it provides contemporary proof that changing societal threats and escalating violence can force even the most democratic countries to conclude that vehicular storage is an insufficient compromise. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570509]2.10 New Zealand
Conversely, New Zealand’s post Christchurch trial of Armed Response Teams (ARTs) serves as a critical cautionary framework regarding the fragility of policing by consent when tactical changes lack public support. Following the March 2019 Christchurch Mosque shootings, where an assailant murdered fifty-one people, all frontline officers were temporarily ordered to carry firearms (Every-Palmer et al., 2020)
What followed provides a powerful academic case study in the risks of top-down tactical escalation. In late 2019, authorities introduced Armed Response Teams (ARTs) – specialised vehicles carrying armed officers patrolling high-crime areas to lower response times (Dynon, 2020). However, this trial coincided with a global spike in civil protest following the death of George Floyd.
Analytically, this triggered an immediate clash with Tyler’s (2006) model of procedural justice. For a public used to a non-confrontational police presence, the impromptu visual escalation to a militarised style removed legitimacy, particularly amongst marginalised Māori communities who perceived the units as a tool of coercion. 
The permanent cancellation of the ART trial in 2020 underscores a vital academic maxim: any adjustment to the unarmed policing profile that changes the day-to-day visual identity of policing will fail if it lacks sincere community consultation (Dynon, 2020). 

[bookmark: _Toc233570510]2.11 Police Scotland: a radical rethink 
Like officers in England and Wales, Scotland’s police are unarmed and rely on a centralised deployment model supported by ARVs and AFOs. However, operational pressures have prompted a radical reassessment. The Scottish Police Federation (SPF) recently lobbied the Scottish Parliament, calling for Police Scotland to adopt a deployment profile entirely modelled on Norway or New Zealand (Scottish Police Federation, 2025) 
The SPF rationalises this shift by declaring that standard issued PPE is wholly inadequate to protect officers or the public from a fast moving, violent threat. Crucially, they do not advocate for routine arming but are lobbying for the vehicular safe storage approach. They argue that keeping weapons secure in vehicles strikes the perfect balance between operational preparedness, public safety, and police legitimacy (Scottish Police Federation, 2025). 
Academically, this lobbying represents a significant gap, there is currently no empirical research or independent data to support or refute this policy drive, leaving public and police support for the proposed model completely unknown. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570511]2.12 Police Opinion 
The Police Federation of England and Wales conducted a survey of its members in 2017, with a focussing on operational policing, roads policing and firearms. The key findings relating to firearms are illustrated below.
· 34% of respondents support routine arming, up from 23% in 2006, representing an 11% increase.
· 55.2% of respondents would be prepared to carry a firearm, up from 44.6% in 2006, an increase of 10%.
· 42.5% of respondents do not support officers being routinely armed but do support more officers being trained and issued firearms when needed (PolFed, 2025).
These figures show a clear and considerable increase in the number of respondents that wish to have access to some kind of firearm during their duties. 
This marked shift may be in part due to the number of terrorist-related attacks occurring between the two survey periods. Between January 2013 and December 2017, there were thirteen recorded terror attacks in Great Britian (Community Security Trust, 2025), two of the most notable being the Manchester Arena bombing and the London Bridge attack, both of which occurred during the same year the 2017 survey was conducted. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570512]2.13 Public Opinion
YouGov posed the question “Do you think British police officers should or should not routinely carry guns?” 6,942 people responded with a resounding 58% saying they should not, 30% indicated they should, and the remainder said they did not know (YouGov, 2024). Although this survey is basic in its construction, it still indicates that there is a strong preference within the British public to maintain the traditional, unarmed style of policing.

[bookmark: _Toc233570513]2.14 Conclusion
The available studies, polls, and literature on the routine arming of police officers in Great Britain is defined by a marked disparity between tradition and the quintessential idea of the British police officer and operational and public safety. 
There is considerable theory and discussion surrounding the idea of policing by consent and the weapon effect theory. In this school of thought, to routinely arm officers would undermine this traditional model and would play into the hands of the weapon effect theory, leading people to surmise that Great Britain would end up like America with its police officers and criminals in a never-ending arms race. There is also concern that this arming would disproportionately marginalise minority ethnic groups, a fear reinforced by historical cases like Jean Charles de Menezes.
The current counter argument to this is the continued rise in terrorism related incidents in all corners of the world and the rising number of assaults on police officers. There is also a piece missing in respect of those vital few minutes of a terror attack in that currently, it is unarmed officers that are first at scene when a terror incident is at its most violent.
Ultimately, this literature review highlights a significant sociological friction at the heart of modern British policing. While a clear majority of frontline officers (55.2%) are now personally willing to carry a firearm to ensure operation safety, an identical majority of the public (58%) firmly oppose routine arming. While international models like New Zealand and Norway’s historical vehicle-safe framework suggest that a tactical compromise can bridge this gap, further research is required to determine if such an equilibrium can successfully be achieved in Great Britain. 
The next chapter shall outline research methodologies before selecting the most appropriate for my study. 
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[bookmark: _Toc233570515]3.0 Introduction
This chapter outlines the methodology used to gather research data regarding participant opinions on whether police officers in Great Britain should be routinely armed. In modern Britain, law enforcement is faced with ever evolving domestic and international threats, prompting a critical re-examination of the principle of policing by consent and its continued relevance in the modern world. 
The Scottish Police Federation has recently surveyed its members on this subject and there remains a possibility of parliamentary debate, particularly as some of the most sweeping police reforms have been announced by central government in 2026 (Home Office, 2026).
This research is underpinned by four main objectives: 
· analysing the key arguments for and against routine arming, 
· examining the variables that drive differing opinion, 
· evaluating the relevance of policing by consent,
· reviewing the trends of violent incidents in Great Britain.

[bookmark: _Toc233570516]3.1 Research strategy 
For my research, I considered whether a single method approach or multi method approach would be more suited to answering my four objectives. While the single method allows a greater depth of understanding of a particular problem, the multi-method approach allows more than one method to be used, allowing the researcher to present both qualitative and quantitative data sets in support of their argument (Santos, 2025). 
Having considered my objectives and the information I am looking to obtain; the multi-method approach is now my preferred option. This allows me to conduct primary research in the form of participant questionnaires that will allow me to ask the same questions and gather responses quickly, while the nature of a questionnaire allows the participants to answer their questions in private. It will allow me to ask everybody the same question set (dependant on role) which further reduces the chance for ambiguity. 
My secondary research method will be the reviewing and analysing of statistics and crime data from throughout Great Britain. The data will be obtained from well-established and reliable sources, such as the Home Office and the Office for National Statistics (ONS) reviewing data in this way will allow me to do it within the time constraints of a research project. This information will be purely statistical but will be crucial to interpreting the primary data responses that are received. By combining primary and secondary research, I can hopefully achieve a balanced argument that provides context and statistical data to support what will largely be opinion.
Participant sampling will be broad, focusing solely on two categories: members of the public and serving police officers. This wide scope maximises the diversity of opinions captured. Additionally, the questionnaire includes targeted questions to categorise respondents, allowing for the identification of specific trends, this would be particularly useful if there is a large disparity in opinion between the two groups. Sampling these two groups will also allow me to identify if each group identifies or perceives risk differently.

[bookmark: _Toc233570517]3.2 Data collection 
The questionnaires that will be sent out will be sent using Microsoft Forms or other readily available platform that allows the easy dissemination of forms such as these. Participants will access this via secure link that shall be made available. For serving police officers within my home force, this shall be a secure link posted on the intranet. For officers from other forces, a secure link shall be sent through established secure communication channels. A copy of the blank questionnaire can be found at Appendix C, alongside the participant information sheet Appendix D, and the consent form at Appendix E.
Crime data looking at the number of firearms incidents recorded shall be taken from crime statistics available from the Home Office and the Office for National Statistics (ONS). This data shall be presented in the same manner it was scrutinised as this would be the most appropriate means of presenting significant amounts of data. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570518]3.3 Data analysis 
Questionnaire responses will be processed directly through the automated analytics platform within Microsoft Forms. This utilises Microsoft’s proprietary algorithms to collate the data, identify trends and generate statistical overviews. This will allow me to present my data thematically, supported by the available statistical data.

[bookmark: _Toc233570519]3.4 Limitations 
The largest limitation to this research will be the probability of receiving a small number of responses, and furthermore, from only one group of respondents (police officers rather than members of the public). This would provide a rather biased opinion, albeit unintentionally. 
A larger response rate would provide a better understanding of public versus police opinion, making it easier to identify emerging patterns. Additionally, using questionnaires for police officers may encourage “safe” answers or answers that officers assume are expected, rather than their actual views. To counter this in part, some of the questions will require yes/no responses only. 
Furthermore, while statistical data from the Home Office and ONS is credible, it comes with its own unique limitations. Thousands of crimes across the country go unreported are therefore excluded from these statistics. Reviewing this data also does not account for any changes in how crimes are recorded. To try and counter this, data will be analysed from one calendar period, which should negate any changes in Home Office counting rules or crime recording. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570520]3.5 Conclusion 
This chapter has successfully identified and outlined my research strategy and why the chosen method is the most appropriate. It has also identified how this research and data collection aligns with the four objectives of the research project. This chapter has also identified what the limitations are of this project and how they may be overcome. 
This chapter also identifies how the primary and secondary data shall be disseminated, collected, and analysed as part of this research project. The next chapter shall analyse the data that has been collated and identify what if any recurring themes there may be.


[bookmark: _Toc233570521]
Chapter Four – Data Analysis


[bookmark: _Toc233570522]4.0 Introduction 
This chapter analyses key findings from the primary questionnaire data alongside secondary national statistics to identify structural trends regarding the deployment of AFOs and routine arming of police officers. 
A blank questionnaire and data overviews can be found in Appendix C and D, respectively.

[bookmark: _Toc71136000][bookmark: _Toc233570523]4.1 Authorised Firearms Officer Deployment 
Objective one evaluates national deployment criteria published by the College of Policing. Operationally, all AFO deployments require stringent, accountable justification using the national decision model (NDM). Authorisation is strictly limited to scenarios where a commanding officer has “reason to suppose” officers face immediate threats from lethal weapons, dangerous individuals, specific operational contingencies, or dangerous animals (College of Policing, 2013b).

	Financial Year
	Total police firearms operations
	Of which: firearms operations involving ARVs

	2023/24
	17,589
	16,313

	2024/25
	17,249
	16,053



Figure 1: Police use of firearms statistics, England, and Wales: April 2024 to March 2025: data tables (Gov.uk, 2025).
This secondary data in Figure 1 indicates a marginal 1.93% reduction in overall firearms operations and a 1.59 reduction in ARV deployments between 2023/24 and 2024/25. Crucially, ARV led response maintained a high of 93% of all firearms operations for the year ending 31 March 2025, mirroring figures for 2023 and 2024. This reinforces the systemic reliance on a centralised, mobile specialist model over routine arming. These figures omit routine non-operational patrols, training, and early stand-downs. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570524]4.2 Violent crime in Great Britain involving a firearm. 
To evaluate deployment trends, violent crime must be defined. The Crown Prosecution Service (2015) defines it as offences ranging from common assault to murder, encompassing weapons such as firearms, knives, and corrosives. 
Secondary data shows total firearm related incidents fell from 9,122 (2023/24) to 7,094 (2024/25) – a 22.2% decrease. Weapon use remained stable: blunt force trauma occurred in 2% of incidents, while threats rose from 40% to 45%. It should be noted that Home Office data excludes British Transport Police and is not considered national statistics. Imitation weapons denote low velocity BB or airsoft guns, while “other firearms” includes stun devices, CS gas, or unidentified weapons. 
Analysed along with data from Chapter 4.1, an obvious correlation emerges: falling recorded firearm incidents corresponds with fewer ARV deployments. The ensuing chapters evaluate whether primary data mirrors this downward trend or reveals a heightened public perception of risk. 
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	Principal weapon 
	Principal weapon usage

	Apr 2023 to Mar 2024
	Apr 2024 to Mar 2025

	Shotguns
	% fired
	              45 
	              45 

	Shotguns
	% used as blunt instrument
	                2 
	                2 

	Shotguns
	% used as a threat
	              53 
	              53 

	Shotguns
	Total number of offences
	           310 
	           346 

	Handguns
	% fired
	              16 
	              20 

	Handguns
	% used as blunt instrument
	                6 
	                6 

	Handguns
	% used as a threat
	              78 
	              74 

	Handguns
	Total number of offences
	        1,889 
	        1,665 

	Imitation firearms 
	% fired
	              80 
	              64 

	Imitation firearms 
	% used as blunt instrument
	                1 
	                1 

	Imitation firearms 
	% used as a threat
	              20 
	              35 

	Imitation firearms 
	Total number of offences
	        2,720 
	        1,907 

	Rifles/others 
	% fired
	              36 
	              40 

	Rifles/others 
	% used as blunt instrument
	                2 
	                2 

	Rifles/others 
	% used as a threat
	              62 
	              58 

	Rifles/others 
	Total number of offences
	        1,530 
	        1,185 

	Non-air weapons
	% fired
	              49 
	              43 

	Non-air weapons
	% used as blunt instrument
	                3 
	                3 

	Non-air weapons
	% used as a threat
	              49 
	              54 

	Non-air weapons
	Total number of offences
	        6,449 
	        5,103 

	Air-weapons
	% fired
	              80 
	              80 

	Air-weapons
	% used as blunt instrument
	                1 
	                0 

	Air-weapons
	% used as a threat
	              19 
	              20 

	Air-weapons
	Total number of offences
	        2,673 
	        1,991 

	% fired
	Total % fired
	              58 
	              53 

	% used as blunt instrument
	Total % used as blunt instrument
	                2 
	                2 

	% used as a threat
	Total % used as a threat
	              40 
	              45 

	Air and non-air weapons
	Total number of offences
	        9,122 
	        7,094 



	Figure 2: Number of offences recorded by the police in which firearms were reported to have been used, by type of principal weapon and weapon usage (Office for National Statistics, 2025).





[bookmark: _Toc233570525]4.3 Current opinion polls
Contemporary debate often relies on outdated 2017 data, which was heavily influenced by the immediate psychological aftermath of the Manchester Arena and London Bridge attacks. 
Post incident polling by Sky News indicated 78% public support for routine arming (Carr, 2017), whereas a simultaneous Police Federation of England and Wales (2017) survey revealed just 34% of members support. Compellingly, academic, and institutional polling remained absent following the 2024 Southport attack, leaving a critical data deficit that this study addresses.

[bookmark: _Toc233570526]4.4 Survey results 

[bookmark: _Toc233570527]Theme One – Public and officer safety  
This study collected primary data from a small, exploratory sample (n=38). While valuable as a qualitative snapshot of current attitudes, this sample acts as an indicator rather than a representation of national public or police sentiment. 
Respondents expressed scepticism regarding public safety: 52.6% (n=20) anticipated zero improvement under a routine arming framework, whereas only 23.7% (n=9) expected positive outcomes. Perceptions of frontline officer safety were polarised: 42.1% (n=16) expected no benefit, while 39.5% (n=15) anticipated better protection. 
Despite these conflicting opinions, a resounding 73.7% (n=28) advocated for officer autonomy – permitting individuals to choose whether to carry a sidearm – while only 26.3% (n=10) favoured a mandated policy. Concerns of negligent discharge were low with 57.9% (n=22) reporting no concern. 
Qualitative feedback favoured intermediate, non-lethal deployment over universal lethal options. Respondent 3 noted that carrying a lethal firearm should remain “an officer’s choice” but supported universal taser distribution, a notion echoed by Respondent 15.

[bookmark: _Toc233570528]Theme Two – Police trust and legitimacy 
The data reflects deep-rooted concerns regarding policing by consent; 63% (n=24) of respondents projected a moderate to severe degradation of public-police relationships if routine arming occurred. Furthermore, 47% (n=18) contended that the traditional British model of policing requires an unarmed service. 
Nevertheless, when pressed on policy, 39% (n=15) supported a shift towards routine arming, while 29% (n=11) opposed it. A substantial neutral cohort (31%) indicates a dynamic public perception. Qualitatively, Respondent 19 cited that outcome effectiveness depends wholly on pre-existing institutions, comparing the contrasting models of America and Australia. Respondent 33 noted that support for arming is strictly conditional on robust legal and disciplinary protections for officers who deploy lethal force, highlighting an underlying crisis of institutional trust. 
[bookmark: _Toc233570529]Theme Three – Crime prevention and deterrence 
While 74% (n=28) were optimistic in the opinion that routine arming “might” or “would” deter violent crime, this was heavily qualified by universal fears of an escalating arms race. Specifically, 39% (n=15) explicitly expected a reciprocal criminal escalation in the use of force, while 29% (n=11) viewed it as a distinct possibility. 
Criminological literature provides that routine UK firearms deployments very rarely culminate ion shots being fired. However, 68% of this sample still perceives an unavoidable, highly dangerous criminal escalation. 
Qualitative advocates considered routine arming as an overdue response to modern criminality. Respondent 24 argued that modern offenders lack historical respect for the law, leaving unarmed first responders at a fatal disadvantage. Respondent 37 echoed the sentiment by suggesting that the police operate with an outdated 1960s mindset, failing to counter escalating knife and gun offences with a credible armed deterrent. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570530]Theme Four – Operational preparedness
Almost the entire sample demonstrated a rejection of incremental specialist expansion in favour of uniform modernisation. Only Respondent 10 favoured increasing ARV provision as a 
Equally, five respondents heavily viewed reliance on ARVs as an inherent liability during low sophistication, rapid expansion urban terror incidents. 
Respondent 21 emphasized that during vehicle as a weapon or marauding attacks, standard ARV response times represent a fatal delay that leaves vulnerable frontline officers unable to immediately and effectively neutralise active threats. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570531]Theme Five – Current debate
A profound disconnect emerged between police lobbying and public awareness. Despite intense on-going campaigning by the Scottish Police Federation (SPF) targeting the Scottish Government for routine arming based on vehicular storage models used in Norway and New Zealand, 100% (n=38) of participants were completely unaware of this current debate. This total informational vacuum indicates that current debate remains confined to the institutions lobbying, entirely detached from civil awareness.

[bookmark: _Toc233570532]4.5 Conclusion
This chapter has systematically evaluated primary survey data alongside official national statistics, successfully satisfying objectives one, tow and three. The data exposes a stark paradox: secondary trends illustrate a measurable reduction in firearms offences and AFO deployments, primary public sentiment remains disjointed, driven by a heightened threat perception and anxieties of escalation. Chapter five will question these dynamics against academic literature to suggest policy recommendations and future research.




[bookmark: _Toc233570533]Chapter Five – Conclusion


[bookmark: _Toc233570534]5.0 Introduction
The overall aim of this research paper was to determine whether all front-line police officers in Great Britain should be routinely armed. The previous chapters have analysed existing literature, outlined the research methodology and evaluated the primary data findings. 
The paper addressed four primary objectives: 
· Objective 1: Evaluate current violent crime statistics, national deployment guidelines, and weapon frequency.
· Objective 2: Explore the drivers behind divergent respondent opinions.
· Objective 3: Outline the key arguments for and against arming police officers by contrasting academic literature with empirical findings.
· Objective 4: Discuss the doctrine of policing by consent, Peelian principles and key defining moments in UK policing history alongside participant responses. 
This conclusion summarises these research objectives, outlines project limitations, and presents recommendations for future academic research and policy.

[bookmark: _Toc233570535]5.1 Main findings 
The primary and secondary data analysed in this study reveals a stark disparity between evolving operational realities and traditional police values. Secondary data from between 2023 and 2025 highlights a changing violent crime landscape. While firearms offences saw a 22.23% reduction, offences involving a knife or other sharp instrument rose to 44,136 incidents, averaging a significant 2,869 bladed article offences per month across the recorded force areas. This shift supports academic literature about front-line vulnerability, a sentiment echoed by Respondent 37’s assertion that “this is not 1960 and knife and gun crime is rife.”
Crucially, the primary data from the thirty-eight respondents exposes a significant gap in the current specialist framework, with 45% of respondents having a lack of confidence in ARV deployment speeds. Consequently, half of the respondents stated that the current terror threat has shifted their opinion in favour of routine arming. 
Academic literature assumes that routine arming would destroy the notion of policing by consent, primary data introduces an important nuance. Approximately 39% (n=15) of respondents fundamentally supported a switch to routine arming, while approximately 29% (n=11) opposed it. While 63% anticipated an impact on police-public relations, the data refutes a total collapse in police legitimacy but rather points towards a state of flux in modern public and internal trust. 
Based on the findings, any future policy shift must reject a steadfast all or nothing approach to firearms deployment. Instead, police forces should explore the idea of a tiered, choice-based framework rather than a mandated policy. This aligns with the primary data trend that 73.7% of respondents advocated that officers should be given the autonomy of choice to decide whether to carry a firearm on duty or not. This is supported by data from the Police Federation survey carried out in 2017 in which 42.5% of respondents advocated for officers being trained in the use of and having access to firearms if needed (PolFed, 2025). Conversely, a YouGov (2024) poll indicated that 58% of the wider public opposes a shift to routine arming.
Secondly, transition to this model needs to be supported by an immediate expansion of the availability of advanced non-lethal alternatives. Qualitative feedback from Respondents 3 and 15 highlights that structural change is dependent on intermediate option, suggesting that taser be rolled out to all front-line officers alongside or before any lethal firearm considerations. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570536]5.2 Recommendations  
A key lesson derived from studying the academic literature alongside the primary data is that deterrence cannot be viewed as a straightforward benefit. While 74% of respondents tentatively agreed that routine arming could function as a deterrent, 39% explicitly warned of an arms race phenomenon- worrying that routine arming would trigger a reciprocal escalation of weaponry by criminals. Policy makers must recognise the deterrents exists in a delicate balance with criminal adaptation. 
Furthermore, this study demonstrates that legitimacy contains a critical internal dimension. As Respondent 33 noted, internal trust is broken if weapon deployments are met with immediate suspicion, arguing that if officers are armed, “we should trust them and support their decisions.” Reform will fail unless underpinned by a robust supportive legal and disciplinary framework that protects officers making split second decisions within the national decision model (NDM). 
Finally, the government and senior police leaders must establish a transparent public facing consultation strategy. Alarmingly 100% of respondents were completely unaware that the Scottish Police Federation is actively lobbying the Scottish Government for an arming strategy based on the Norwegian and New Zealand models. It is incumbent on senior leaders to bridge this communication gap to ensure any evolution of the policing social contract maintains democratic legitimacy. The public cannot Engage meaningfully with or debate a seismic shift in policing if they are completely unaware that such a change is being considered.
[bookmark: _Toc233570537]5.3 Lessons learned
For future research, a key lesson involves the importance of separating demographics. Because the data was aggregated into a combined data set, it was impossible to make a direct comparison between the views of the public and those of serving officers. Future studies should differentiate participant types from the outset to fully understand how different sectors of society view the future of armed policing.
Additionally, the sample was limited to 38 respondents likely due to time constraints and a potential unwillingness amongst active officers to participate for fear of institutional repercussion. To reach a wider audience future project should allow a longer data collection window and engage multiple forces from across the UK.
Lastly while secondary data from the ONS provided contextual background, it added limited direct value to the research questions. Future research should instead allocate time and space to empirical and comparative international policing literature. 

[bookmark: _Toc233570538]5.4 Final thoughts 
This research demonstrates that the historical disparity between operational safety and policing by consent is no longer sustainable. While existing literature frequently treats British policing traditions as rigid and immovable, primary data reveals that the opinions of the public and police officers are highly adaptable when confronted modern operational realities. The traditional unarmed model is increasingly viewed as tactically inferior, especially in low-sophistication terror attacks where the crucial first few seconds dictate survival and where current ARV response times face heavy criticism.
Rather than providing a definitive end to the debate, this study exposes the critical blind spots that warrant further research. Future studies should investigate the institutional awareness gap identified, exploring why a profound disconnect exists between government lobbying and public knowledge. 
Second, the tension between the expected deterrent effect of firearms or the fear of an arms race demands empirical investigation to track how criminal landscapes adapt to changing policing models. Finally, research is urgently needed regarding internal police legitimacy specifically how disciplinary frameworks can be reformed to offer the institutional backing the frontline officers require. 
If Great Britain is to successfully evolve its current policing model it cannot rely on outdated assumptions or isolated institutional debates. Future policy must be guided by ongoing transparent academic inquiry that empowers frontline officers with the autonomy of choice, supported by 73.7% of this study sample, while establishing the robust accountability frameworks required to protect a modern society safely transparently and entirely by consent.
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[bookmark: _Toc233570540]Appendix A – List of Abbreviations
	AFO
	Authorised Firearms Officer – an officer that has received additional training that allows them to carry a firearm in the course of their duties

	ART
	Armed Response Team – a short-lived notion in New Zealand like an ARV

	ARV
	Armed Response Vehicle

	BCU
	Basic Command Unit

	CED
	Conducted Energy Device also known as Taser™ 

	CNC
	Civil Nuclear Constabulary 

	CoP
	College of Policing

	GB
	Great Britain (England, Wales & Scotland) 

	HOCR
	Home Office Counting Rules – the standards by which all police forces must record crimes.

	MOD
	Ministry of Defence

	MTA
	Marauding Terror(ist) Attack

	ONS
	Office for National Statistics

	SPF
	Scottish Police Federation 

	US
	United States

	UWTSD
	University of Wales Trinity St David





[bookmark: _Toc233570541]Appendix C – Sample questionnaire

I used Microsoft Forms as the platform for my questionnaire, and it will not allow me to directly insert the questionnaire here. I have instead provided each question that I have asked respondents along with the options that they are able to select from.
Q1. To what extent do you believe that routine arming of all frontline officers would improve the safety of the general public? 
A: Scale of 0 to 10, where 0 is not at all likely and 10 is extremely likely 
Q2. To what extent do you think that routine arming of all frontline officers would improve officer safety?
A: Scale of 0 to 10, where 0 is not at all likely and 10 is extremely likely 
Q3. How much do you think that the routine carrying of firearms would affect the relationship and trust between the police and public?
A: Single choice from the following options: no effect, little effect, moderate effect, significant effect, total relationship breakdown
Q4. In your opinion, would routinely arming police officers act as an effective deterrent against violent crime?
A: Yes, No, maybe 
Q5. Do you believe that routine arming would lead to an increase in the use of weapons by criminals? 
A: Yes, no, Maybe 
Q6. The tradition of British policing being by consent relies heavily on police officers being unarmed. How much do you agree with this statement?
A: Single choice from the following options: completely disagree, somewhat disagree, slightly disagree, neither agree nor disagree, somewhat agree, slightly agree, completely agree 
Q7. How confident are that ARVs can arrive on scene quickly enough to deal with the most serious incidents? 
A: Single choice from the following options: extremely not confident, somewhat not confident, neutral, somewhat confident, extremely confident 
Q8. Should front-line officers be given the right to choose whether they carry a firearm, rather than it being a mandatory requirement? 
A: Yes, no
Q9. How concerned would you be about the risk of accidental or negligent discharge or misuse if all officers were armed? 
A: Scale of 0 to 10, where 0 is not at all concerned and 10 is extremely concerned
Q10. Has the current threat of domestic and international terrorism changed your opinion on whether UK police should be routinely armed? 
A: Yes, no, not sure 
Q11. Overall, do you support a permanent shift to a routinely armed front-line police force? 
A: Yes, no, maybe, it’s not something I have ever thought about 
Q12. Were you aware that the Scottish Police Federation is currently lobbying Scottish Parliament for all of its officers to carry a sidearm?
A: Yes, no 
Q13. Is there anything else you would like to say about the routine arming or front-line police officers?
A: Free text input 





[bookmark: _Toc233570542]Appendix D – Participant Information Sheet
University of Wales Trinity Saint David
Policing Education Qualifications Framework
Project Title 
Should all frontline UK police officers be routinely armed: with a focus on officer safety and public perception? 
Key Dates 
All responses received by 01st March 2026 
Analysis of results 27th April 2026 
Findings and conclusion 01st June 2026 
Who is conducting this project?
Christopher Gale 
Invitation 
I would like to invite you to participate in this research project. Participation is entirely voluntary, and it is important that you understand what the project is before you decide whether you would like to participate. Please take the time to read the information contained in this document, I will be available to answer any questions you may have about this project. If there is anything further you wish to discuss, if anything is unclear, or you would like further information, please let me know. There will be no hard copies of this information sheet, it will be available online at the time of your participation. 
What is the purpose of this project? 
This project aims to draw conclusions as to whether all frontline operational officers should be routinely armed. The primary areas of focus will be officer safety and public perception. The United Kingdom is one of the only countries in the world that does not arm its police officers. This originates from the nine Peelian Principles as laid down by Sir Robert Peel, which rely on policing by consent, public co-operation, and the use of physical force. 
This project shall look at whether the Peelian principles can still be applied while arming officers and the project shall also look at the public perception of officers being armed and whether officers carrying a sidearm would increase the number of violent incidents or decrease it.
Why have I been asked to take part? 
Anybody can take part in this project. I am seeking opinions from both serving police officers and from members of the public. There is no selection process for participants and the questions that you are presented with will be relevant to your role i.e. member of public or serving police officer. 
Do I have to take part? 
No, participation is entirely voluntary, and you can withdraw at any time without needing to give a reason. You can withdraw, before, during or after participating in this project. 
If I do decide to take part, what will I be asked to do?
You will be presented with a series of questions, the majority of which will require a Yes/No response only. There will be some questions that require a longer answer, however these will be limited. 
Are there any risks/disadvantages to taking part?
There are no risks or disadvantages to taking part in this project. 
What should I do if I want to take part? 
By proceeding to answer the questions you are indicating that you wish to participate in this project. You will also be asked to complete a participation consent form before taking part.
What personal information will be collected?
There will be no personal information collected as part of this project. 
How will my personal information be processed?
No personal information will be collected. 
What will happen to the information that is collected because of my participation in this project?
The information collected will be used to generate data that can be analysed and studied. The information collected shall be used within this project only. 
Will my participation be kept confidential?
There will be no personal data collected. 
Will I be paid to take part in this project? 
Participation in this project is entirely voluntary. There will be no remuneration for taking part in this project. 
Further information 
This project has been subject to ethics and integrity scrutiny by University of Wales Trinity Saint David. More information about the Universities policies on integrity and ethics can be found here. Research Integrity and Ethics | University of Wales Trinity Saint David
Who has approved this project? 
This project has been approved by 
Who should I contact if I want to make a complaint about this project?
If you have any concerns or complaints about this project, your participation in it or the information that will be collected, please contact: 
Thank you for taking the time to read this information sheet.
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University of Wales Trinity Saint David
Policing Education Qualifications Framework
Informed consent for “Should all frontline UK police officers be routinely armed: with a focus on officer safety and public perception. 
Project contact: Christopher Gale 
Thank you for agreeing to take part in this project. Ethical procedures for the undertaking of academic research from UK Higher Education Institutions require that all participants give their explicit consent to take part and are informed about how the information collected will be used. This consent form is necessary to ensure that you understand the purpose of your involvement and that you agree to the conditions of your participation. 
	YES
	NO


1. Taking part in the project  

	I have read and understood the project information sheet for this project 
	
	

	I understand that I am taking part in a student research project as part of a course at UWTSD
	
	

	I have been given the opportunity to ask questions about this project and understand how my participation will be used. 
	
	

	I have had the opportunity to ask any questions I may have, and they have been answered satisfactorily
	
	

	I understand that my participation in this project is entirely voluntary and that I can withdraw at any time without having to provide an explanation
	
	

	I understand that I will not be paid for my time and this this project is for educational purposes only 
	
	

	I confirm that I am 18 or older
	
	

	I understand that my participation in this project involves me answering a series of questions, most of which will require a Yes/No response only, but there will be some that may require a written response
	
	

	I understand that NO personal information shall be collected in relation to this project
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[bookmark: _Toc233570546]Appendix G – Data tables
[bookmark: _Toc233570547]Table 1: Perceptions of routine arming and safety implications (N=38) 
	Category
	Negative response (No/None)
	Positive response (Yes/Support)
	Neutral or no strong opinion

	Public safety improvement 
	20 (52.6%)
	9 (23.7%)
	9 (23.7%)

	Officer safety improvement 
	16 (42.1%)
	15 (39.5%)
	7 (18.4%)

	Officer choice to carry
	10 (26.3%)
	28 (73.7%)
	N/A

	Concern: accidental or negligent discharge
	22 (57.9%)
	6 (15.8%)
	10 (26.3%) 



[bookmark: _Toc233570548]Table 2: Summary of public perception: Trust and support for routine arming
	Category
	Perception of effect on trust
	Level of support for move

	High impact/Strong support
	15 (Significant/breakdown) (39.5%)
	15 (Support)
(39.5%)


	Moderate impact/ Some support
	10 (Moderate)
(26.3%)
	7 (Might support) 
(18.4%)

	Low impact/Opposition 
	9 (Little/No effect)
(23.7%)
	11 (Do not support)
(28.9%)

	Neutral/Other
	4 (Other)
(10.5%)
	5 (never thought about it) 
(13.2%)


 



[bookmark: _Toc233570549]Table 3: Summary of deterrence theme
	Perspective on routine arming
	Yes
	Might
	No

	Deterrence of violent crime
	13 (34.2%)
	15 (39.5%)
	10 (26.3%)

	Increase in criminal weapon use
	15 (39.5%)
	11 (28.9%)
	12 (31.6%)



[bookmark: _Toc233570550]Table 4: Summary of operational confidence and external influence
	Category
	Frequency 

	Confidence in ARV response speed
	

	Confident (Extremely/somewhat)
	13 (34.2%)

	Neutral
	8 (21%)

	Not confident (Extremely/somewhat)
	17 (44.7%)

	Has terrorism changed your opinion?
	

	Yes
	19 (50%)

	No
	15 (39.5%)

	Not sure
	4 (10.5%)
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