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Introduction
Officer body-worn cameras are considered effective equipment that significantly deters unprofessional, illegal and inappropriate conduct by officers. Because of this, it is, therefore, a critical requirement for officers operating in the United States to wear body-worn cameras (BWCs) at all times while interacting with the public. Notably, data obtained from the Bureau of Justice Statistics indicate that in 2016, nearly 47% of all the general-purpose law enforcement officers in the US had acquired their BWCs. It is important to note that this presented data is representative of national figures. BWCs have proven to be important particularly in the administration of justice especially in the demonstration of justice to the public. Ideally, these cameras document, record and observe any interaction between an officer and the public. Arguably, this is usually important in deterring unprofessional and inappropriate behaviour by law enforcement officers. 
Research question
How can law enforcement agencies benefit from the BWCs program?
It is hypothesized that officer body-worn cameras are the only available tools to enhance public trust and transparency in law enforcement agencies. It is argued that wearing a body-worn camera for officers adds an additional layer of security to the officer. Katz et al. (2015) argued that after the widespread implementation of the BWCs program, there was a significant decline in the number of public member complaints against police officers. Additionally, results obtained from this study was also supported by an extensive in-person survey by the Police Executive Research Forum (Police Executive Research Forum, 2016). 

The main reason behind the requirement of body-worn cameras by law enforcement officers is to attempt to improve the safety of the officers, reduce complaints by the community members, reduce agency liability and above all, increase the quality of evidence presented by officers in prosecution courts. It is essential to note that about 95% of the police departments across the country have placed at least one camera in service for the officers. One study report that with the implementation of the BWCs program, the use of force by the police while making arrests was significantly reduced (Ariel, Farrar, & Sutherland, 2014). Similarly, because it is hypothesized that these cameras may improve the quality of evidence, it is worth noting that body-worn cameras may assist in reviewing civilian complaints against law enforcement officers. Notably, this claim is supported by evidentiary benefits in the United States. 
In the United Kingdom, based on “a large-scale public opinion survey, it was evident that approximately 85% of the members of the public supported the implementation of the BWCs program. This showed overwhelming support for the technology. 
Research Hypothesis
The main hypothesis for this paper is that deployment of body-worn cameras among the agencies has significantly improved the behaviour and conduct of the law enforcement officers
Law enforcement officers are required by law to turn on their body cameras at all times to effectively record officer-initiated citizen contact. In essence, officers are required to record the execution of arrests, or even search warrants. Such exclusive footage can be ideal in situations of complaints against officers and or where some pieces of evidence are missing. 

It is important to understand that about 90% of police departments have granted 100% direct access to videotapes to chief executive officers without having to file formal requests (Office of Justice Programs Diagnostic Center, 2016). Similarly, about 20% of the general-purpose agencies have granted direct access to district attorneys to BWCs footages. In a sense, this may significantly improve the quality of evidence presented in courtrooms. 
Information drawn from a plethora of past studies indicates that BWCs consistently contribute to a substantial and significant reduction of complaints against police officers. For instance, in California, there was a significant reduction in complaints by over 88% after the deployment of the BWCs program. Similarly, in Arizona, a 60% decrease in public complaints was attributed to the BWCs. Katz et al. (2015) were also categorical in their study indicating that despite the substantial decrease, there was a significant increase by almost 45% by comparison particularly for the patrol officers who had no cameras on. 
In conclusion, even though there exists very little empirical evidence regarding how effective body cameras are in reducing community member complaints against officers, researchers have noted that complaints received against officers wearing body cameras were less likely to be sustained. Similarly, in the United Kingdom, it is suggested that BWCs assist in the quicker investigation of community member complaints against law enforcement officers (Hyland, 2018). 




	Type of Agency
	Number of full-time sworn officers in agencies with BWCs
	Number

	Overall 
	414,504
	119,399

	Local police
	304,800
	90,149

	Sherriff’s office
	96,262
	28,368

	Primary state
	13,442
	882



Full-time sworn officers with body-worn cameras, by agency type, 2016
	Reason 
	Percentage 

	Improve officer safety
	81.6%

	Reduce/resolve civilian complaint
	80.7%

	Improve evidence quality
	78.6%

	Reduce agency liability 
	77.6%

	Improve officer accountability 
	73.5%

	Improve officer professionalism 
	60.1%

	Make cases more prosecutable 
	69.6%



Reasons why body-worn cameras were acquired, 2016


	Types of events 
	Total 
	Local police 
	Sherriff’s office 

	Traffic stops 
	92.9%
	93.2%
	91.9%

	Officer-initiated citizen stops 
	84.5%
	84.8%
	83.6%

	Executing arrests/ search warrants 
	84.5%
	84.6%
	84.8%

	Firearms deployment 
	84.0%
	85.0%
	79.7%

	Responding to routine service calls 
	78.9%
	79.4%
	77.0%

	Criminal investigations 
	71.9%
	72.8%
	67.9%

	Transporting offenders 
	50.1%
	52.6%
	39.1%



Events that body-worn cameras are required to record, by agency type, 2016
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