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Political, Economic, and Social Concerns of Body-worn Camera Proposal
Despite the mixed research on the effectiveness of body-worn cameras, police departments in the United States have increasingly adopted the use of this technology. The goal of body-worn cameras in police departments is to increase accountability, trust, and transparency in the way police undertake their policing responsibilities and interactions with the public. While the proposal to widen the adoption and use of body-worn cameras by the law enforcement agencies, there are emerging concerns that may hinder the implementation or adoption of this proposal. This essay highlights the key political, economic, and social concerns associated with police departments' body-worn cameras across the United States' law enforcement organizations.
Political Concerns
Privacy Concerns and Civil Liberties
Police body-worn cameras have sparked politically heated debates over privacy concerns. This has resulted in some states like California prohibiting the use of body-worn cameras. Privacy fears have also emerged from the public on the use of body cameras. According to Cagle (2019), California, in 2019, banned the use of body-worn cameras, citing violation of civil liberties. This landmark law blocks the law enforcement institutions like the police from using body cameras on duty. This has raised concerns about the goal of body cameras. Body cameras were introduced to help enhance accountability and transparency within the police department. Instead, it has been turned into a spying and surveillance system by the police to spy on the public. As such, opponents believe that it is losing the intended purpose and instead of serving as a spying tool against the communities that they were supposed to help improve security.
Legal Boundaries
Apart from the privacy concerns, debates around body-worn cameras have also raised concerns on the police and the government's legal boundaries at large. According to Cagle (2019), the rise of the face and different other biometric surveillance technologies in law enforcement gives the government and the police unchecked and unregulated power to extend some of the political problems that the country has witnessed for centuries. According to Cagle (2019), the power that comes along with this technology can be easily misused and instead serve the wrong purpose, including classifying and discriminating citizens based on persona and innate features. California's law is one such move to tame the government and police from misusing tools that would otherwise be used to enhance the security among the population. Even though California and other states that have banned using these cameras are also part of the government, they demonstrate that they are aware of the challenges that these technologies can bring if used in the wrong way.
Economic Concerns
The Exorbitant Budget of Securing the Cameras
One of the barriers to the implementation of body-worn cameras across the United States is the cost issue. Opponents and even some proponents of this technology have expressed their concerns about the huge budget that would be needed to equip the police departments with body cameras. The cost is very, and it would require that the government invest a huge amount of taxpayers' money to fund the project. The states and counties that have already been using body-worn cameras are incurring a significant amount of cost to secure and implement the project. Comparison of Mesa, Phoenix, and Dallas Counties on the use of body-worn cameras indicates that these counties are going to the extreme to fund and budget the programs. The figure below shows a comparison of the annual cost of body-worn camera programs in these three counties. 

Figure 1: Comparison of Annual Costs of BCW (Source: Police Executive Research Forum, 2018)
As seen in the above figure, none of the cities have fully implemented the BWC program, and yet an exorbitant budget is already experienced. For example, Phoenix that has only implemented the program at 10% is already incurring a budget of $1,009,050 in one year to cater to the program's implementation (Police Executive Research Forum, 2018). One can only imagine the amount that would be needed if the program goes to full implementation. Therefore, the cost is becoming a significant economic issue of concern to the adoption of this program.
Economically Unreliable
Apart from the concerns that the cost of securing these cameras is huge, other concerns are also emerging on whether they are economically reliable for the police departments, especially smaller police departments. As Cagle (2019) further explains, among the key reasons that led to the use of body-worn cameras being banned in California includes their economic unreliability. This means that the budget associated with maintenance of the cameras, insufficient battery length that cannot sustain daily policing work and battery life that diminish quickly during cold seasons. To effectively maintain these gadgets' operations and functions, the police departments will have to have a supplementary budget to deal with the dynamics such as weather and long hours of policing. This is economically unrealistic and unreliable for small police departments like Sheriff's departments. These are genuine concerns, and with the political discussions revolving around cutting the law enforcement budget, the reality of implementing such costly programs is becoming unrealistic.
Personnel to Operate the Technology
The implementation and adoption of technology in the police departments mean that there must be someone to operate these gadgets at the station to see that they are working well, the feeds are stored, and the servers are monitored. This will mean that the police departments must add some IT experts and technicians to their payroll, which only further increases the police department's budget. Some of the problems already experienced with these cameras result from inappropriate or unqualified personnel operating the gadgets. For example, some of these problems already experienced in Virginia have resulted in an overhaul of the police body camera projects (Shueh, 2017). According to Shueh (2017), these glitches resulted from poor integration of the IT systems, which caused the inaccurately matching camera footage to the officers. Therefore, there is a need to hire an IT expert to help the police with the body camera installation and operations.
Social Concerns
Safety of the Police Officers
Even though the police officers are expected to provide security for the public, they are also exposed to myriads of danger and threats from the public. Research has shown that police officers with body-worn cameras are exposed to more risks, including attacks and assaults from the public. According to Ariel et al. (2016), assaults on police officers with body cameras on were 14%. This is attributed to the fact that people react differently when they realize that the police are filming them. Some of these people may be under the influence of drugs or alcohol, while others are suffering from mental health conditions.
Health Concerns for the Police
The use of body cameras has been linked to numerous health concerns ranging from physical health to mental health concerns. Police officers are already carrying many equipment and gadgets such as gas masks, mace, flashlights, memo books, ASPs, radio, handcuffs, and even a gun (Hood, 2020). Adding more equipment like a body camera is increasing safety issues for the police officers who carry them. Shueh (2017) explains that some of the gadgets have experienced problems, including electrocution from faulty and damaged cameras. Others have expressed their concerns over the spread of contagious diseases.
Exposure of Victims
Police body cameras are exposing victims of crimes to further torture and other social problems. Concerns have emerged that victims of crimes are further subjected to double victimization when they are filmed using body cameras when the crime is taking place. People with challenged mental illnesses such as autism, developmental disabilities, addiction, and other issues are exposed to life-long consequences that they may not be able to come from (La Vigne, 2015). Police body-worn cameras are meant to help improve accountability, transparency, and trust between the public and the police. However, with these concerns, it is difficult to implement the BWC programs.
In conclusion, body-worn cameras present potential benefits to policing in the United States. However, there are also myriad serious concerns that must be addressed if the program should be implemented. These concerns include social, political, and economic issues arising from the use of body-worn cameras by the police departments in the United States. Some of the states, counties, and cities that have used the cameras have been a case study for the other states, and the decisions to adopt BWC programs will depend on the effectiveness of the already implemented programs and ability to sufficiently address the above-raised concerns.
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