The following essay aims to critically analyse community consent and government control and establish which of these methods of policing are more effective in attaining social control. 
Community consent or ‘policing by consent’, is the idea that the authority of the police comes from the cooperation and consent of the public they serve. British policing operates on the premise of consent, meaning that the police’s ability to carry out their duties depends on the "public’s approval of their presence, actions, and behaviour" (Watts, 2024, para, 3). 
The origins of community consent can be traced back to Sir Robert Peel in the 19th century. Peel, often regarded as the father of modern policing, introduced the Metropolitan Police Act in 1829, establishing the Metropolitan Police Service in London. This established a list of policing principles that still remain important till this day. These principles centre around three core ideas and include nine specific guidelines Two of these guidelines state:
"To prevent crime and disorder as an alternative to their repression by military force and 'severity of legal punishment'” (para. 1) and "To recognize always that securing and maintaining the respect and approval of the public requires the willing cooperation of the public in upholding laws" (para. 2) (Law Enforcement Action Partnership, 2024).

[bookmark: _Int_wBWi4CMZ]Peel believed that preventing crime depends on gaining public support. Each member of the community should feel responsible for crime prevention, as if they were volunteer members of the force. This sense of responsibility, however, happens only when the community trusts and supports the police. Public trust is promoted by a police force that respects community values, builds a positive reputation, enforces laws fairly, hires officers who represent and understand the community, and resorts to force only when absolutely necessary (Law Enforcement Action Partnership, 2024).
Community policing, or neighbourhood policing, was introduced to promote crime prevention by building relationships between the police and the public and emphasises regular, personal interaction with residents. Officers patrol their local areas, identify local problems, and collaborate with residents to solve those problems. Community police officers develop tailored solutions for their neighbourhoods, adjusting their strategies as new information or challenges arise (The Center for Community-Based Policing and Post-Conflict Police Reform, 2020).
Research shows that community policing can lead to a reduction in crime by fostering trust between police officers and residents. Engaging with the public encourages individuals to cooperate with the police, provide valuable information, and feel safer in their communities. Additionally, the presence of Police Community Support Officers (PCSOs) plays a key role in gathering local intelligence, reducing anti-social behaviour, and improving the overall perception of safety in neighbourhoods (College of Policing, 2013). Moreover, much academic work on police trust has examined how this trust is built, with a particular focus on procedural justice theory. This theory suggests that people are more likely to accept police interventions if they perceive they are being treated with respect and fairness. Research has shown that when individuals feel dignified in their interactions with the police, they are more likely to view themselves as valued members of society. This creates a balance between individual values and authority, leading to compliance not out of fear but because people believe it is the right thing to do (Jackson et al., 2012). Having said that, critics argue that while individuals may feel they have been treated fairly by officers, this does not necessarily mean that the criminal justice system is safeguarding their interests (Smith, 2024). As Smith (2024) notes, procedural justice may improve perceptions of fairness but does not directly address the deeper structural issues within the system. 
Today, policing by consent is often referenced when significant legal changes occur, placing new demands and responsibilities on the police. The laws introduced by the government in response to the Covid-19 pandemic are a prime example of such a change (Desai, 2020). In light of the public health crisis, Londoners largely consented to the new regulations and the police’s role in enforcing them to prevent the virus’s spread. A poll conducted in April found that 68% of Londoners at least partially supported the police’s enforcement of the Coronavirus lockdown (Crest, 2020). Compliance with these measures was also notably high. During the period of the strictest movement restrictions, use of London’s transport system dropped by over 90%, while the Metropolitan Police issued fewer than 1,000 Fixed Penalty Notices for lockdown violations over the two months of the emergency law being enacted (Metropolitan Police Service, 2020). Research from the Nuffield Foundation also indicates that during the early stages of the lockdown, most UK citizens adhered to the restrictions and did not report issues or disputes regarding police enforcement of the Covid-19 measures (Halliday, Meers and Tomlinson, 2020). 
While community policing has several advantages, there are some critiques. One common issue is the allocation of resources. Community policing requires more personnel to maintain constant interaction with neighbourhoods, which may not always be possible in cities with limited funding or higher crime rates. Additionally, critics argued that community policing alone may not be effective in addressing more serious, organised crime, which requires specialised intervention rather than neighbourhood-level engagement. Also, not all communities may respond positively to this type of policing, especially if there is historical distrust of the police (Collage of Policing, 2013). 
Furthermore, it is argued that one of the key issue of policing by consent is the ambiguity surrounding what "policing by consent" actually means. For years, political analysts have debated how consent can be communicated, whether it is implicit or explicit, voluntary or withdrawn. Even the police themselves are expected to secure public consent in order to carry out their duties. However, many citizens lack the confidence or knowledge to make informed decisions about consent in policing (Smith, 2024). Additionally, years of social change have eroded the idea of a unified public that could be easily won over by the police. The diversity and division within society today make it difficult for the police to gather broad support. In practice, this often leads to the police prioritizing the interests of certain dominant groups. For example, white men are frequently seen as the group that the police serve most effectively. Therefore, while public support for police might be sought, the UK’s policing system often focuses on particular groups, rather than broader, equal engagement with all members of society (Smith, 2024)
In terms of government control, the government put’s mechanisms in place to protect people’s rights, ensure stability, and maintain security, all of which are important for both the police and the government. These functions include crime prevention, detection, and the maintenance of public order. To carry out these duties, the police are granted certain powers, such as the authority to arrest, detain, and use force when necessary. The police are often seen as the enforcement arm of the government, which defines and implements the laws they uphold. However, this close relationship can sometimes lead to political interference, where government representatives may try to influence the police to act in their own interests rather than those of the public (ref). Recently, Chief Inspector of Constabulary Andy Cooke expressed that senior officers in 12 police forces have faced "improper pressure or interference from influential political figures," either directly or through the media. These forces, located in England and Wales, were part of a review on police impartiality and activism, commissioned by former Home Secretary Suella Braverman, aimed at addressing concerns over "woke" policing. Cooke noted that a recurring theme in the evidence collected was the extent to which senior political figures, both directly and indirectly, influence or attempt to influence police operations (Brown, 2024, para. 8). Relevant to this is the Marxist theory, which suggests that the way an economy is set up, shapes the government, laws, and institutions in a society. Marx argued that wealthy people who control the economy, also control the government. Therefore, the government is there to protect the interests of the wealthy, which benefits them while keeping the working class in a lower position. The government helps keep this power imbalance in place by making and enforcing laws that protect the rich and powerful. For example, research suggests that the Public Order Act has been introduced, in part, to protect the interests of the government and maintain its control over public behaviour. The Act's ability to restrict protests and enforce law and order, are seen as tools to safeguard government interests and preserve stability. This has led to criticism, as some argue that it allows the government to curb democratic freedoms, such as the right to protest, in favour of maintaining power and control over the population and that these laws are not just about protecting public safety, but also about minimizing challenges to the government’s authority (Downs, 2024; Liberty, 2023).




However, recent events have shown the need for government control and police powers in certain situations. For example, the fatal stabbings at a children's dance class on July 29th, 2024, triggered riots in England and Northern Ireland. The violence was fuelled by false information circulating on social media, which incorrectly identified the suspect as an illegal migrant (Thomas and Sardarizadeh, 2024).  In response, UK Prime Minister Keir Starmer made it clear that anyone involved in the riots, either in person or online, would face the full force of the law. The government deployed thousands of police officers in key locations, particularly near mosques, to prevent further violence. Those arrested during the riots were held in custody until their trial. Additional security measures were put in place to safeguard local communities, and there were even reports of emergency care packages being distributed to those affected by the unrest. This robust and coordinated response illustrated the role of government control and police powers in maintaining public order during times of crisis, especially when misinformation or inflammatory rhetoric amplifies tensions (UK Government, 2024). (UK, Government, 2024). 
In conclusion, the debate between community consent and government control in policing is somewhat complex, with each approach offering different benefits and challenges. Community consent, based on Sir Robert Peel’s principles, emphasises the importance of public cooperation, trust, and the idea that policing should be responsive to the needs and values of the community. Evidence supports the idea that when police build relationships with local residents and act with respect and fairness, crime can be reduced, and public trust strengthened. However, the challenges of resource allocation, the diversity of community needs, and the ambiguities surrounding the concept of consent, raise questions about the effectiveness and fairness of policing by consent. On the other hand, government control, exemplified by responses to events like the 2024 riots, shows the government's need to maintain social order and stability, especially during times of crisis or unrest. While this approach can quickly address disruptions and ensure the enforcement of law and order, it can also lead to concerns over political interference and the loss of democratic freedoms. Critics argue that such laws may be used to protect the interests of those in power and limit public opposition as seen in the government's response to protests or riots that challenge its authority. 
Therefore, the most effective approach lies in finding a balance between community consent and government control, ensuring that the police serve the public's best interests while maintaining order and addressing the complex realities of modern society. 
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