







In this essay there will be exploration of the distinctions between policing by community consent and government control, examining the benefits and challenges of each model, and then evaluate their impact on public trust, crime prevention, and social order. Policing is a fundamental component of law enforcement it has evolved to serve as both a protector of the public as a whole and our individual rights also. The relationship between the police and the public has been scrutinised across different societies and is shaped by whether policing is conducted by community consent or by centralized control by the government. The former which is typical of a democratic systems to ask for transparency, public trust, and cooperation, the latter is much more common in authoritarian regimes that focus on state authority, coercion, and control. This essay will compare these two models, examining their effectiveness and if they have an impact on public trust and the use of force. There will also be talks around if a futuristic concept like the Venus Project was introduced, could this be a potential blueprint for improvement in policing and governance in the future.
Policing by community consent has its roots in democracy, in particular Sir Robert Peel’s establishment of the London Metropolitan Police in 1829. Peel’s nine principles of policing underscored the importance of gaining public trust, using minimal force, and having a cooperative relationship with the public (Reiner, 2010). This aimed to prevent crime through community engagement rather than a reactionary force. Over time, this concept spread to other nations and influencing models like community policing used in UK. 
In regards to a comprehensive examination of authoritarian law enforcement, China’s policing is highly influenced by the government and its need to control the population. You can observe this in many governments who utilise law enforcement to make sure its power is protected other than protection of society and maintaining justice, although China is now described by some as a soft-authoritarian regime (Xu, 2013). The Chinese communist party deprives citizens of their rights which also effects their freedoms, this is one way to retain its power (U.S. Department of state, 2017). Loader and Mulcahy, (2003) explain that the central philosophy of this model is that the police are the servants of the public and should work to reflect the community and its core values. The key things include minimal use of force, transparency, and community cooperation. The model is sustained by procedural justice, where police legitimacy is dependent upon fair processes and respect for citizens (Tyler, 2006). Community-oriented policing is a modern application of Peel’s principles and is used as a dominant model in democratic societies like the U.S, the U.K, and parts of Europe. The special emphasis on building positive relationships between law enforcement and the communities they serve, this then encourages collaborative problem-solving and proactive crime prevention (Goldstein, 1990). This has been particularly effective in addressing issues like gang violence and youth crime with the use of local leaders, residents, and social organizations in policing efforts (Weisburd et al, 2011). Hough et al (2010) further argue that when the police are trusted, public cooperation increases, then this helps to enhance crime prevention efforts. There have been studies to show that community policing reduces crime and enhances public happiness and safety. For example, a systematic review by Weisburd et al (2011) found that community-oriented policing does contribute to huge reductions in criminal activity, disorder, and public fear of having crimes committed against them. When fostering a sense of comradery with the police and local communities, the model actually does address the root causes of crime like poverty, lack of education, lack of opportunity and unemployment. By involving the public in these policing processes, officers are benefitting from more local knowledge, leading to specific and targeted and interventions (Skogan & Hartnett, 1997). Policing by government control is a top-down approach, where law enforcement is often used to serve the interests of the state rather than the people in the communities. In the context of authoritarianism, the police are just extension of the ruling regime and are tasked with enforcing control rather than public safety (Neocleous, 2000). The model tends to prioritize order and authority over the individual freedoms of people, police forces are often heavily militarized, as seen in many parts of Russia and China (Taylor, 2011; Tanner, 2000). Government-controlled policing often rely on the use of force or fear of force to maintain order. This is seen in countries such as China, the police are instrumental in suppressing protests and disparagement (Tanner, 2000). The Chinese police are heavily involved in surveillance, social control, and suppression of movements which are deemed a threat to the Communist Party. The use of this coercion is justified as necessary. This is for maintaining stability, even at the expense of human rights (Bayley, 1985). Regimes such as this, police violence is not only tolerated but institutionalized, it serves the governments and their goals of maintaining its strong grip on power. One of the drawbacks of policing by government control is the erosion of public trust. In authoritarian contexts, citizens often view the police with suspicion and fear, as they are seen as the tools of oppression rather than protecting the public (McGuinness, 2019). Loader and Walker (2007) argue that the relationship between the police and the public in these types of regimes can lead to social unrest and widespread discontent and unhappiness. This contrasts hugely with community-oriented policing, where public trust is at the centre of the effectiveness of law enforcement (Fassin, 2013). In policing by consent the accountability and transparency are a fundamental part, police forces are subject to the oversight of civilians, internal reviews, and independent bodies that can investigate any cases of police misconduct (Manning, 2010). The contrast between the two models is most prominent in the use and need of force. When policing by consent, force is used as a last resort and the emphasis is on resolving a conflict through dialogue and negotiation (Goldstein, 1990). However, in authoritarian systems, force is often a swift and first response to any perceived threat to government authority (Neocleous, 2000). This may maintain order for short periods but it frequently results in long-term deep-rooted hatred and opposition, erosion of the trust of the public, this often leads to more abuse of power (Tanner, 2000). Policing by consent is more effective in preventing crime because it keeps the public trust. The trust encourages citizens to report any crime witnessed or cooperate with investigations, more than happy to participate in community safety initiatives. (Weisburd et al, 2011) says that crime rates tend to be lower in the communities where the police are viewed positively and become more trusted. Government-controlled policing undermines the public trust this leads to a reluctance to cooperate with law enforcement at all in some cases. This can contribute to an increase in criminal activity (Loader & Walker, 2007). Policing by community consent offers an effective way for democratic societies but it is worth looking at extreme and alternative models for the future. The Venus Project is a futuristic vision developed by Jacque Fresco and is a society based on sustainable resource management, technological innovation, and social equality (Fresco, 2016). In this model, many of the current causes of crime such as poverty, inequality, and scarcity are eliminated, this has the potential to reduce the need for traditional policing methods. The Venus Project envisions a society where technology plays a much bigger role in governance and law enforcement. Automated systems can handle many of the tasks currently performed by human officers, such as surveillance, conflict resolution, and crime detection. By eliminating economic disparities and promoting social justice, the need for coercive policing might fade away and law enforcement could focus more on conflict resolution and rehabilitation than the punishment (Fresco, 2016). While the vision is far from reality, it highlights the potential for rethinking society however radical it may seem, this might be how we manage safety and order in the future.
In conclusion, policing by community consent and government control represents two different approaches to enforcing law, each with its strengths and weaknesses. In a democratic society, policing by consent emphasizes the trust of the public, cooperation, and transparency which create an environment where enforcing the law is seen as a public service rather than a tool used to control. In contrast to this, government-controlled policing prioritizes keeping the order and authority of state, this is often at the expense of public trust. While policing by consent has proven to work well in reducing crime and gathering the trust of communities, it does have its own challenges, especially in societies with deep social inequalities. If we Look to the future and alternative models such as the Venus Project, this is a very forward-thinking approach to governance and enforcing law, looking to emphasise equality, innovation, and sustainable management of resources. Unfortunately, these ideas remain a very ambitious task and would require significant social and technological advancements to become a reality.
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