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[bookmark: _GoBack]Should police officers wear bodycams? 
Introduction 
The use of cameras by police officers is a controversial issue in the United States. Some people argue for the use of cameras by police officers, citing transparency and accountability reasons. In contrast, others say that police officers should not use such cameras as unreliable and infringe privacy rights. This paper explores both sides of the argument and finally presents an argument in favor of the police using body cameras. 
Arguments for the use of police body cameras
First, police cameras increase the safety of not only the public but also the police themselves. People act differently when they know they are being filmed. If people know they are being filmed, they will behave well and avoid criminal activities (Scheindlin & Manning, 2015). Police body cameras, therefore, encourage good behavior by the police officers. The police officers will behave well when they know their actions are being monitored. This ensures that the police officers do not collude with the public to perpetrate crimes. Most importantly, it will ensure that the police will not take bribes hence reducing police corruption. 

Secondly, police body cameras improve police accountability and responsibility (Coudert et al., 2015). These cameras provide visual and audio evidence that gives evidence and information about what happened in a given situation. This can reduce police irresponsibility, such as unnecessary shootings. The cameras can also protect police officers from false accusations of misconduct. Police are known for corruption and planting false evidence in crime scenes. Thus, cameras create transparency and accountability when making arrests and criminal investigations. 

Another reason why police should use body cameras is to improve the evidence for arrest and prosecution (Katz et al., 2014). These cameras enhance the basis of which an arrest and trial are made. Every citizen has the right to a fair trial in the constitution of the United States. Reasonable practices start with an arrest. The Fifth Amendment, which focuses on the rights of the accused, can be upheld by police cameras. The amendment focuses on the due process of law, ensuring that the accused's rights are upheld. This includes proper evidence that the accused committed a crime. This calls for appropriate investigations and enough evidence. The body cameras can gather this investigation and evidence. They can record a situation and give clear evidence of what happened in such a scene. This ensures that justice is served to the accused, and there are no innocent convictions. 

Arguments against the use of police bodycams
Although police cameras are beneficial, there are arguments against the use of police cameras. These arguments mainly revolve around the fact that police cameras infringe on the privacy rights of individuals. Police cameras invade the privacy of citizens and expose victims to facial recognition software. By recording everything that the police officers and citizens are doing, many people argue that the cameras infringe on citizens' right to privacy.

Another argument against the use of police body cameras is their cost. The cameras are too expensive, and this remains a primary concern. Many people argue that the cameras are too costly and unreliable for many police departments. The cost of purchasing, maintenance, training, and data storage are expensive for many police departments (Ariel et al., 2015).
The other argument against police cameras' use is that the cameras decrease police officers' safety and negatively affect their physical and mental health. According to Ariel et al. (2015), police cannot work well when they know body cameras monitor them. Research also reveals that police officers with body cameras are more likely to be assaulted than those without cameras. This is because officers with bodycams feel more comfortable reporting assault cases once captured on camera. 

Conclusion
Although there are cons associated with the use of body cameras by police, I believe that their benefits exceed their drawbacks. Police cameras not only increase police accountability and responsibility, but they also increase the safety of both the police and the public. Furthermore, the cameras provide reliable grounds for arrests and prosecution. The cameras give evidence of what happened in a given situation. This is part of a fair trial in the justice system. Therefore, I believe police cameras should be embraced, and police departments should ensure the police officers have bodycams. 
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