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Charlotte – Mecklenburg Police 
Body Worn Cameras

Overview, Retention 

Public Accessibility 
February, 2016

Background

• March, 2015
– Finalized contract with Taser

• $5.4 million
• 1400 Cameras

– Two phases of implementation
• Phase 1- March, 2015-September, 2015

– Deployed 1100+ cameras to 17 Patrol based divisions
• Phase 2- September, 2015- February, 2016

– CAD Integration
– Signal Unit Deployment for triggered recording

• Phase 3- Under Evaluation 
– Outfit additional officers with BWC
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Storage

• Evidence.Com
– Hosted solution 
– Cloud-based CJIS compliant system
– Forty-five day storage

• Video not marked for longer-term retention for 
evidence or personnel matter 

• Deleted if not marked for retention after forty-five 
days

• Digital Evidence Management
– Current design is to complete interface between 

Evidence.com and Digital Evidence Management System 
for video retained past 45 days

Tagging and Retention

• Retention Periods/Tags
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Records Retention and 
Disposition Schedule

Records Retention and 
Disposition Schedule
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Records Retention and 
Disposition Schedule

Records Retention and 
Disposition Schedule
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Public Accessibility 

• In-Car Camera Video
– Under N.C.G.S. 160A-168 (handout) the video is 

interpreted to be part of the employee’s personnel 
record
• CMPD awarded exemption by General Assembly in 

1997 allowing aggrieved citizens to review video with 
CMPD supervisor. (See Hand-Out 1997 N.C. ALS 305)

• Body Worn Camera Video
– Video is captured for the same reasons as 1997. The 

main difference is where the video is captured and how 
much video exists. 

Public Accessibility 

• Body Worn Camera Video 
– Under N.C.G.S. 160A-168 the video is currently 

interpreted to be part of the employee’s personnel 
record

– CMPD does not have an exemption for public access
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Public Accessibility 

• Recommendations
– Amend G.S. 132-1.4(b)(1), the definition of “Records of 

criminal investigations” 
• Add the underlined language: “including information 

derived from witnesses, laboratory tests, 
surveillance, body-worn and in-car cameras,
investigators, confidential informants, photographs, 
and measurements.”

Public Accessibility 

– Amend G.S. 132-6 by adding a new subsection (b1) to 
read: “
• “A person alleged to have been aggrieved by an 

officer’s actions who is seeking to listen to audio 
and/or watch video recorded from a law enforcement 
officer’s body-worn or in-car camera must state the 
date and approximate time of the incident or 
encounter in question or otherwise identify the 
incident or encounter with reasonable 
particularity. Notwithstanding the requirements of 
otherwise applicable statutes regarding confidentiality 
of public employee personnel records, a law 
enforcement agency may allow the review such audio 
or video records without the consent of the 
employees whose actions are depicted on such 
records.”



02/09/2016

7

Public Accessibility

• The first amendment would make it clear that 
audio/video that otherwise qualifies as records of 
criminal investigations is treated as other criminal 
investigatory material. Such material could, but is 
not required to be released or shown to certain 
individuals.

• The second amendment recognizes that some 
audio/video would not qualify as records of criminal 
investigation, but to avoid the burden of sweeping 
requests that could paralyze a law enforcement 
agency, requests must be relatively specific. It also 
makes it clear that an agency could release 
audio/video without the need to obtain the 
permission of officers who might claim that the 
records are personnel records.


