Explore and evaluate the use of body worn cameras in evidence-based policing.

[bookmark: _GoBack][bookmark: _Int_pdzgVqmR][bookmark: _Int_B8cUX3h7]Evidence based policing was first articulated by Lawrence Sherman (1998) and explains how “police practices should be based on scientific evidence about what works best.”. Evidence based policing aims to conduct and use research in order to better inform current and future police policies, practices and strategical and tactical decisions, and its function is “to improve the safety and well being of the people by promoting measures to prevent crime, harm and disorder” according to the Independent Police Complaints Commission (2015). Once certain methods of policing have been created following evidence on what works to reduce crime, police forces will go out into the field and test these tactics and strategies such as Routine activity theory being applied to the idea of target hardening, and afterwards will evaluate its effects on crime reduction to see if it really works or not. 

[bookmark: _Int_T3t9tetZ]Evidence Based policing often uses many criminological or sociological theories like Rational Choice theory outlined by Clarke and Cornish (1986) to inform police problem-solving tactics such as hotspot policing or a model known as SARA used in community policing. Rational Choice Theory (R C T) is the criminological theory which suggests that criminals will use hedonic calculus, which is a method of working out the sum of pleasure and pain produced by an act to ultimately decide the total value of its consequences to then choose whether or not to commit a crime by applying this method to an offense they may wish to commit such as burglary or criminal damage. So for example, a person may choose to look at the crime of theft of money and weigh the risk of potentially being caught and the punishment that would follow, against the pleasurable consequence of financial gain and decide whether or not it would be worth it to commit the theft, ultimately theorising that criminals will think and make rationalised choices whether or not to commit crimes. 
[bookmark: _Int_EyU743nI]Another theory of criminology that underpins the very use of evidence based policing is Routine Activity Theory developed by Cohen and Felson (1979). This theory suggests that there are three elements to a crime commission, first is the motivated offender themself, this can be anybody with the want or need to commit a crime. Secondly these offenders will look for a suitable target that can be easily concealable, removable, disposable or valuable, and finally they will consider any potential guardians or obstacles in the way of achieving the intended criminal result, these guardians could be police presence, fear of reprimand if they are caught or physical obstacles such as bullet proof glass, or wheellocks to prevent vehicular theft. So, similarly to R C T, criminals will look at these elements in regard to the commission of an offence and make a rationalised decision on whether or not to commit said crime. 

Evidence based policing uses theories like these to aid in the reduction in crime by providing the basis for many methods of policing such as hotspot and SARA as they both aim to reduce crime by increasing the risk and effort it takes criminals to commit crimes and reducing the rewards overall to deter people from committing them.
One such specific method or piece of equipment police forces in England and Wales use as a tool of crime reduction as well as general evidence gathering are body warm cameras (B W C). These are “recording devices worn by officers... capable of collecting audio and video data during police encounters with members of the public” according to the College of Policing (2021). They are used by officers to gain evidence of crimes such as drunk driving or assault but also for the protection of the police as b having video and audio recording it firstly deters officers from using excessive force or from other unprofessional behaviors as they know they are being recorded but also to defend them against false claims of assault or abuse for example, made by members of the public such as victims or perpetrators of crime against police officers while they are on duty. According to the Met Police (2022) these body warm cameras are used when officers will “stopping a vehicle, going somewhere to arrest someone, searching a property, land or a vehicle, performing a stop and search, attending a critical incident, using force against someone or someone's property or attending a domestic abuse response”. 

[bookmark: _Int_17S3ndDr]The use of these B W C by police officers in the United States and the United Kingdom has seen many positive effects on things like crime stats, complaints against police, some weaknesses and also some ethical limitations also on the other hand.
One such positive impact they have had however, according to Cambridge Univesity (2016), is that in the United States “the use by officers of body-worn cameras is associated with a startling 93% reduction in citizen complaints against police”. This is of course a massive decrease in complaints and is a major positive in favor of the use of B W C as it means that less police officers will see complaints made against them by members of the public and these cameras are helping to provide evidence to defend these officers in case of false claims of assault or any form of abuse unprofessionalism as the evidence is all there uploaded by these cameras after every shift and can be watched through, this can in turn improve the trust and the public share if they are easily able to use body worm cameras to disprove these false claims made against them.
Another advantage of body worn cameras is that they can be used as admissible evidence in court or legal proceedings, “BWV footage has the potential for use in court proceedings e.g., when disclosed to the defence or prosecution” however “BWV for enforcement will not be used as the primary evidential trail over other types of evidence, such as electronic notes and photographs on a digital camera taken by BWV wearers.” (Dartford Bourough Council) meaning that B W C footage can be used as evidence in proceedings as long as it's in conjecture with other means of electronic evidence. This is a big plus as evidence of certain crimes such as domestic violence can be hard to obtain and according to Sheffield University (2022) “suspect, victim and witness statements, admissions of guilt, damage to property, injuries to victims, the behavior and demeanor of people and the identification of additional witnesses” were amongst some of the many things that can be captured, reviewed and used to aid many legal proceedings as well as saving officers time in gathering this kind of reliable evidence by other means, proving that B W C can be a greatly positive asset to the police.

Despite this however, “There is some evidence that BWCs have either increased or reduced crime. Overall, they have not had a statistically significant effect on crime” according to The College of Policing (2021). For example, studies conducted found that assaults on officers who wore body worn cameras found an increase in 15.9% of assaults or resistance to arrest, but on the other hand found that complaints made against police fell by 16.6% as well as a drop in the number of arrests made where B W C were used in studies done in the UK by the college, this evidence is not “statistically significant” in regards to the overall effectiveness B W C have on the reduction of crime overall. 
[bookmark: _Int_fDFIyea1]Another downside to the use of B W C is the potential ethical limitations of the lack of consent required for officers to use these tools to record members of the public. According to the Met Police that although officers must inform members of the public when they are being recorded by B W C, “Officers don’t have to get your consent to be filmed”, so could that potentially lead to ethical issues in regard to the lack of consent required? The increase in assaults and resistance against police officers using a B W C could possibly be explained by aggression and agitation due to not consenting to having the incident that person is involved with the police to being recorded by these cameras as according to Thomsen (2020) “the most obvious     potential bad effect of PBWC use is that the data collected by PBWCs can expose  officers  or  civilians  to  humiliation”, this can happen when “the identity of an offender is revealed to their family, friends, colleagues or the genera, public through leakage of data”. This explains why many offenders would likely not consent to the use of B W C during an incident and so will retaliate against officers or others around them for fear of these leakages.

However, to evaluate the use of body worn cameras we can apply it to a specific crime topic. For example, we can talk about the use of body camera footage to aid officers in the investigation of an event of domestic violence. Body worn video cameras can gather certain bits of evidence that would be otherwise hard to obtain, if an officer is attending a house to answer a call about an event of domestic violence between a perp and a victim then the body warn cameras can serve a multi-purpose. 
[bookmark: _Int_NMqHBqRb]Firstly, “Officers considered BWCs to be a valuable tool for gathering evidence from the immediate aftermath of an incident... which they would otherwise be unable to capture in similarly impactful and compelling ways.” (University of Leeds, 2018), the footage gathered by a B W C on an officer could pick up on things like the mannerisms, words spoken or body language of both the victim and the offender that could implicate certain things like admissions of guilt, things like signs of a disturbance at the location of the event, any potential injuries or defence wounds on the victim or perp. All of this evidence can be reviewed later after the footage has been uploaded to be analysed and shown to a jury to make their own verdicts about the situation. 
[bookmark: _Int_zXtWHtpa][bookmark: _Int_aJZhnxeA]Another advantage of using B W C in domestic violence incidents is the power this tool can have to help the victims of domestic violence incidents feel ‘safer’ if they are aware of the presence of a B W C.  Police Scotland (2022) found that “More than two thirds (71%) of respondents agreed they would “always” feel safer knowing that their interaction with Police Scotland was being recorded by BWV”. This can be due to the safety of knowing the evidentiary gaining potential a B W C can have but also, they are more likely to deter their abuser from acting out and hurting them or acting aggressively if they know they are being recorded and so B W C are also a tool of safeguarding for victims of crime. It is also true that Over 8 in 10 people (84%) agreed BWV would increase their confidence in Police Scotland, both of these advantages provide an insight into the effectiveness of the use of B W C in evidence based policing in the UK. 

On the downside however, it is possible that body worn cameras can have the opposite effect it intends by further antagonizing and offender in the case of an event of domestic violence as it was previously stated that body worn cameras found an increase in 15.9% of assaults or resistance to arrest or even that aggression due to being recorded without their consent could spur on and upset offenders to commit further acts of domestic violence on their partners, family member whoever the victim of their abuse may be and lead to an increase in crime rather than a decrease. 

[bookmark: _Int_JsY7lxdy]In conclusion, it is clear that body worn cameras have a positive impact in pursuance of a system of evidence based policing due to its evidentiary purposes as well as in certain circumstances providing a safeguarding tool to victims as well as officers themselves, however has some downsides such as technical issues surrounding the general use of technology as well as stats that provide an increase in assaults and resistances against officers as well as issues of consent leading to more upset and agitated offenders and that more research must be done into the true effectiveness of B W C.
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