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From: Timothy Lee
To: Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee
Subject: A highly regarded defense attorney"s views on body cameras
Date: Sunday, December 27, 2020 8:50:00 PM


Members of the Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee:


I have deep concerns about body cameras. I am writing to draw your attention to a column by an
esteemed Canadian defense attorney, Michael Spratt. Spratt is a partner at the Ottawa criminal law
firm Abergel Goldstein & Partners. He has served as a director of the Criminal Lawyers’ Association,
Canada's largest Criminal law specialty association, and as Treasurer and Vice President of the
Defence Counsel Association of Ottawa. He is co-host of the popular legal and political podcast The
Docket and frequently appears as an expert witness before the Canadian House of Commons and
Senate. In 2018 Spratt was awarded the Canadian Senate's 150th Anniversary Medal for “his
professional expertise and experience to help craft some of the most complex pieces of Canadian policy
and legislation.” In 2020 Spratt was named to the exclusive Best Lawyers list as a criminal law specialist.
Spratt was also selected as one of Canada’s Top 25 Most Influential Lawyers in 2020 by the prestigious
publication Canadian Lawyer. His thoughts warrant being given weight.


Column in Canadian Lawyer by Spratt: Why Body Cameras for Police are a Bad Idea.


https://www.canadianlawyermag.com/news/opinion/why-body-cameras-for-police-are-a-bad-
idea/333449


Content from the column:


You might remember when Toronto police chief Mark Saunders pushed for body cameras: “I
have been pushing hard. I want this done now. The people are talking, they want this. I want
this.”


He was wrong.


You might remember when I advocated for police cameras.


I was wrong, too....


The seductive argument is that body cameras are needed to police the police. I get it; there
is no question that police officers violate rights. Despite denials by the boys in blue, systemic
racism is real. And we have seen examples of police abuse exposed in court, on social media,
and in the lived experiences of racialized people.


Police body cameras would expose all of this maleficence, some argue.


So, ask yourself, why are the police now in favour of cameras?


Police don’t want the system to change. They don’t want their budgets cut. They don’t want
to lose power. They don’t want stricter accountability. They don’t want more training about
rights and racism. They don’t want to be defunded. They want things to stay the same.


Police body cameras are a tool of the status quo....


Every dollar spent on police cameras means less money for crime prevention, social
supports, and police education....


With every officer equipped with a camera the surveillance state can be everywhere. These
videos, originally designed to keep officers in check, will inevitably turn into an investigative
tool to be used against the public.


And who will appear on video most often? The same overpoliced communities who already
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experience disproportionate levels of police violence and abuse. Proponents of videos seem
content to give up the privacy and rights of others rather than themselves.


Spratt writes elsewhere that there were many times when he wished for video evidence and that
had led him to initially advocate for body cameras, but eventually he came to realize that this was a
serious mistake.


As he says in this column:


I was wrong to jump to an opinion without thinking things through.


It is said that sometimes a hypocrite is just a man in the process of changing.


My views on police body cameras have changed.


Respectfully yours,


Timothy Lee








From: Rickey, Al
To: Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee
Subject: BWC
Date: Wednesday, December 23, 2020 7:23:20 AM
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Committee Members,


I had some questions regarding the policy portion. I know it is late in the game so please disregard if you feel they
are not worth consideration.


Some things to consider:


Consideration should be given to changing the wording that officers" shall" be disciplined for violations of the
policy. This conflicts with the authority of the Chief and the PFC.  They are the only entities that can administer
discipline. The wording grants no discretion to the PFC or Chief.  Imposing the discipline by the recommended
wording is troublesome if the CC is demanding it. A CC member tried to penalize Chief Koval by deducting a sum
of money from his paycheck. City Attorney Mike May made it crystal clear that the proposal was not within the
authority of the CC, and it could not move forward.


I assume the officers will be able to activate BWCs when rogue elements of a protest threaten police and bystanders,
make obscene gestures, taunt, and shout racial slurs at the officers.


The document also suggests that officers cannot review videos before completing a report.  The goal of a police
investigation is to provide truthful and detailed information. It should not be a test of the officer's recollection or
note-taking abilities. Various board members in Madison Government have mentioned that they regularly review
videos of past meetings to refresh their recollection. From my own past professional experiences, I learned that
elements such as stress and duration of contacts might affect a person's recall. The BWCs should not be a tool to
discredit police reporting and provide cannon fodder for defense attorneys and police critics.  I would assume that
the committee agrees that the outcome should be an accurate representation of events. An officer will not likely have
the luxury of reviewing video given time restraints, but there should not be a blanket prohibition before completing
a report.


Where does the policy intersect with and perhaps conflict with existing MPD policies and practices? I also assume
video cameras are still used by officers during some interviews at MPD facilities. Do you intend to create multiple
layers of video as well? Additionally, as Captain Austin pointed out,  state statute mandates recording interviews of
juveniles in some situations. Consent by the juvenile may not be an issue.


Does the policy require MPD to turn over video evidence to defense attorneys without input from the prosecutor?


Please forgive me if I misunderstand parts of the policy. I am seven years out from policing and may not be current
with case law and MPD policy. One thing is certain: the longer and more confusing a policy, the more difficult it is
to master and be in compliance.


I'm not looking for a response, just trying to throw some things into the mix. You folks have worked very hard.
Thank you.


Al Rickey
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From: Morgan Mayer-Jochimsen
To: Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee
Subject: No Bodycameras
Date: Saturday, January 2, 2021 9:30:41 PM


Caution: This email was sent from an external source. Avoid unknown links and attachments.


I write to you as a PhD student at UW-Madison studying racialized violence in our schools and communities.
Research shows we need to divest from police and invest in other support services instead - not re-outfit police with
body cams. No bodycameras in Madison.


Sincerely,
Morgan Mayer-Jochimsen
53703
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From: Steve Verburg
To: Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee
Subject: Opposing body-worn cameras
Date: Monday, January 4, 2021 6:45:47 PM


Members of the Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee:


I am writing to again urge you to recommend against the use of body-worn cameras by
Madison police and additionally to ask you to recommend that the Common Council adopt a
policy to prevent the use of this technology until there are ways to ensure that its use would
not cause serious harm.


One other point I didn't make in my previous correspondence concerns the budgetary impact
of BWC. In addition to the cost of the technology and storage media, the use of BWC would
present major labor costs. Police administrators and city attorneys would need to spend
countless hours reviewing BWC footage in response to the inevitable records requests that
would be made by members of the public. Police officers and supervisors would spend vast
amounts of time reviewing footage, tagging it, and annotating it for review by prosecutors. 


The enormity of the labor cost became clear to me over the weekend. 


Have you watched a professional football or basketball game in recent years? If you have, you
have seen clear and abundant evidence of how much time it takes to properly review a
videotaped record.


Existing research certainly understates the amount of time this technology takes to use. A
thirty-minute incident and arrest would certainly require at least ten times that long to:
* carefully review all thirty minutes of footage and 
* carefully double-check what the footage appears to show. 


And AFTER that, the police officer could begin to tag the footage and insert needed time
markers and labels -- something NBA and NFL refs don't need to do.


Put a stopwatch to NFL and NBA referees reviewing video of -- not a thirty-minute
investigation and arrest but -- just a crucial two or three seconds of a football of basketball
play to determine what really happened. One would hope that police would spend at least this
much time to ensure that they were interpreting images properly when someone's freedom was
at stake.


Of course, referees for professional sports teams have the benefit of images recorded by high-
definition cameras following the action from three or four or more angles. The game officials
also have the luxury of assistance from remote studios staffed by professionals trained in the
use of millions of dollars in video replay equipment. These resources mean they are able to
work much more quickly, efficiently and accurately than a single police officer with single
tiny camera and viewing equipment purchased within the budget constraints of a local
government agency.


The contrast with professional sports replay reviews shed light on other more serious problems
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posed by BWC. 


The harm that would be caused is easily foreseen. 


BWC would only worsen the embarrassing racial disparities the Madison Police Department's
practices have been driving. Research shows that BWCs lead to more arrests and prosecutions
and that they produce video that distorts perception in a way that obscures police misconduct
and makes people being arrested appear to exhibit aggression when they are not being
aggressive. 


The committee should recommend that BWC not be used until MPD has drastically reduced
its racial disparities in arrests, and until the technology no longer distorts perception to make
non-police appear to be more threatening and aggressive than they are. Putting BWC in the
hands of a department that is unfairly over-policing people of color will only exacerbate this
injustice.


The committee should also recommend that BWC not be used until policies and technology
are in place that ensure the cameras are always in operation and that the video produced is
always available for review by independent oversight entities including the independent police
auditor, the community oversight board, other local committees with oversight of the police
department, and justice department officials and court officers overseeing any consent orders
governing police misconduct. Without such a policy, police officers will have effective control
over what is recorded and what is not recorded, and over what is released and what is not. This
confers on police officers the power to prevent BWC from providing images exculpatory to
non-police individuals while ensuring the use of images likely to be perceived as
incriminating. That will be the case as long as the police are able to turn the cameras on and
off and able to decide when video produced by cameras may be viewed by others. 


Thanks for your hard work on this topic, and thanks for considering what I have presented
today and in my previous correspondence.


Sincerely,


Steve Verburg
Madison, Wisconsin
District 16
608-212-9726
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From: Erin Lemley
To: Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee
Cc: Foster, Grant
Subject: Recommend against body cameras
Date: Sunday, January 3, 2021 7:44:05 AM


Dear Body Camera Feasibility Review Committee, 


Thank you for all of the hard work that you have been putting in, studying the effects of body
cameras in communities. Although I have only been able to attend one of the committee's
meetings, I have been following along with the information presented as well as I have been
able. I know it's been a lot of work for you!


However, I believe it's clear after looking at the data and what we now know about how
cameras are used in policing that they are not right for Madison. Body cameras cannot solve
our policing problems, like so many things they are not a silver bullet that make police officers
suddenly behave better or be held accountable for their actions. I am deeply troubled that
communities with body cameras have increased charges brought against citizens due to body
camera footage, and I am very leery of the effects that the 1st person view give to the person
watching the video. 


Maintaining a body-worn camera system is extremely expensive in the long run, and that
money could be more effectively spend on community health, education, and work efforts that
actually impact crime long-term, instead of on cameras that do little but increase the
criminality of our citizens. 


Like many of you, I used to agree that body cameras would be a good choice, however we
now have enough data to see that this isn't the case. The unintended consequences of body-
worm cameras are too high. Please recommend against the use of body cameras to the
Madison Common Council. 


Sincerely,
Erin Lemley
1703 Rowland Ave #1
Madison, WI 53704
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From: Amy Owen
To: Body-Worn Camera Feasibility Review Committee
Subject: Request to not body-worn cameras for law enforcement
Date: Wednesday, December 23, 2020 11:48:19 AM


Caution: This email was sent from an external source. Avoid unknown links and attachments.


Dear Committee,
I am writing to request that you choose not to recommend the use of body-worn cameras for Madison police. Our
city budget could really use the money that is necessary to fund a body-worn camera pilot for other severely urgent
needs this year. Research in this area and experiences from other cities have shown that footage is sometimes used
to add charges for people who might otherwise not be charged, that racial disparities in criminal justice increased
rather than decreased, that officers did not always have their cameras on when required to, that victims may not have
control over footage of vulnerable and traumatic moments, and other concerns that our city does not need. As a
recent violent crime victim, knowing that I would be recorded would have made me even more hesitant to call the
police for help in that moment than I already was. Trust that help will be given in moments like this is already
strained, especially among residents of color, and I do not think body-worn cam
 eras wil
 l help to rebuild that trust. Our city needs solid leadership within the police ranks and officers we can count on, not
video monitoring of officers to ensure the performance of their job meets expected standards. While we all urgently
hunger for an unbiased documentation of the details of events when something severe and tragic happens, capturing
the moment does not mean that the public or oversight bodies ever get to view that footage, or that if they do, this
results in real justice or accountability if avoidable mistakes or brutality occurred. Please choose not to add body-
worn cameras to officers in this city.
Thank you,
Amy Owen
3129 Buena Vista Street
Madison, WI 53704
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