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UK Expands Facial Recognition Technology
Amid Rising Privacy Concerns
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British authorities are moving ahead with a wider rollout of live facial

recognition (LFR) technology across several police forces, drawing
criticism from rights groups concerned about privacy and government
overreach. The Metropolitan Police and other regional units are now
deploying LFR at a broad scale, scanning faces in public areas to match

individuals against watchlists of suspects and persons of interest.



The expansion includes new surveillance vans equipped with facial
recognition cameras operating in areas such as Greater Manchester,
West Yorkshire, Bedfordshire, Surrey, Sussex, Thames Valley and
Hampshire. Police officials state that the technology has already aided in
hundreds of arrests and contributed to disrupting criminal activity. They
argue that the system allows officers to act more quickly and efficiently,

especially during high-risk events and in busy urban settings.

However, the growth of LFR technology is not without controversy. The
Equality and Human Rights Commission (EHRC), the UK’s official
watchdog for civil liberties, has publicly challenged the program, warning
that its deployment could breach European human rights laws. The EHRC
points to risks of unlawful interference with privacy, as well as potential
impacts on freedom of expression and assembly. It has backed a judicial
review in connection with a case where an individual was wrongly flagged

and detained due to a facial recognition match error.

Experts and academics have also voiced concerns. Professor Pete
Fussey, a leading authority on surveillance technologies, has disputed
the Metropolitan Police’s claims that its systems are free from bias. He
argues that the data used to support these claims is limited and does not
fully address the risks of misidentification, particularly for ethnic minority
groups. Civil liberties organisations, including Liberty and Big Brother
Watch, have also warned that the technology’s use at public gatherings,
such as cultural festivals and demonstrations, could discourage lawful
activities and create a climate of government surveillance that

challenges individual freedom.

Technology analysts highlight the absence of comprehensive legislation

governing LFR. The Ada Lovelace Institute, a respected research



organisation, has urged the government to introduce a clear regulatory
framework and possibly appoint an independent regulator to oversee
biometric data use. Its recent report revealed that nearly five million
individuals were scanned by police in 2024, with more than 600 arrests
resulting from those operations. While these figures demonstrate the
system’s reach, they also underscore the need for stronger limits on
government powers to prevent misuse and protect personal

responsibility in public life.

Police leaders maintain that the technology is applied responsibly and
within existing laws. They state that all images of non-matches are
deleted automatically, and alerts are verified by human officers before
any enforcement action is taken. They argue that the technology is a
valuable tool for tackling serious crime, finding wanted individuals, and

preventing potential threats in crowded areas.

The debate continues to divide policymakers and rights advocates.
Supporters emphasise public safety benefits and crime-fighting
efficiency, while critics press for legal clarity and stronger safeguards to
protect civil liberties. As deployments grow, the government faces
increasing pressure to ensure that security measures do not expand
unchecked at the expense of individual liberty and minimal government

intrusion.



