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Just like the perfect pair of peanut butter and jelly, technology and change go hand in hand with 
one another. Change is inevitable, and even in the U.P. we must adjust, adapt, and accommodate, 
especially when it can make our towns safer. From my own experience, the U.P. can sometimes 
feel a step behind the curve when it comes to adopting new trends or products. For example, 
Amazon deliveries would take two or three days while I lived in the U.P., compared to the same-
day or next-day delivery that I experience now living downstate. 

Yet in some areas, such as law enforcement, technology adoption has followed a different 
trajectory. As shown in Figure 1, over the past decade, technology adoption has grown 
significantly in the U.P., often keeping pace with - or even exceeding - similar developments in 
the Lower Peninsula. These investments aren’t just about modernization; they directly shape 
safety in our small towns and rural communities. At the state level, for instance, Michigan State 
Police troopers are now required to operate body-worn cameras if they could have law 
enforcement contact with the public, demonstrating how technology is being integrated into 
everyday policing to improve both safety and accountability. 

Figure 1 
Percentage of Michigan local government officials who reported use of various camera and 
surveillance equipment by their primary law enforcement agency in 2024 

 
Source: The Michigan Public Policy Survey (MPPS), Spring 2024 

https://closup.umich.edu/michigan-public-policy-survey/131/mpps-michigan-local-leaders-report-increases-police-surveillance-technology-AI-uncertainty
https://closup.umich.edu/michigan-public-policy-survey


 
 

 

 
To understand how far the U.P. has come in adopting law enforcement technology, we can look 
at the change over the past decade. According to local government leaders in the U.P., as shown 
in Figure 2 below, the adoption of body cameras, dashboard cameras, public surveillance 
cameras, and drones have increased significantly in the past 10 years. These data come from a 
survey on criminal justice and policing policies in Michigan that included county officials, as 
well as officials from cities, villages, and townships that either run their own police departments, 
share services with another jurisdiction, or contract for law enforcement services provided by a 
special authority or district, by another municipality, or through a contract with their county 
sheriff.  
 
Figure 2 
Percentage of U.P.  local government officials who reported use of various camera and 
surveillance equipment by their primary law enforcement agency (among U.P. local 
governments that provide law enforcement services directly or indirectly), 2015 vs. 2024 

 
Source: The Michigan Public Policy Survey (MPPS), Spring 2024 
 
 
You might be thinking that this change would be expected within a nine-year timeframe, but I 
think there are some things to mention. Part of this growth can likely be attributed to increased 
calls for accountability and transparency, especially around body-worn cameras.  Part of the 
growth may be the result of the fact that these technologies have become more affordable and 
more widely available. 
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Figure 3 shows responses to newer survey questions that were only asked in 2024, focusing on 
technologies that weren’t on the radar back in 2015. Here we can see that some communities in 
the U.P. are already beginning to adopt tools such as automated license plate readers, though 
usage of facial recognition technology and predictive policing tools are still limited. What stands 
out to me is the limited use of artificial intelligence (AI). While the results could be different 
now, a year or so later, I believe that the integration of these tools are necessary.  
 
Figure 3 
Percentage of U.P.  local government officials who reported use of newer camera and 
surveillance equipment by their primary law enforcement agency (among U.P. local 
governments that provide law enforcement services directly or indirectly), 2024 
 

 
Source: The Michigan Public Policy Survey (MPPS), Spring 2024 
 
 
The lack of adoption surrounding AI could reflect budget limits and general unfamiliarity with 
the technology, but I think it also speaks to ethical concerns and the realities of policing in rural 
areas. While AI poses security risks surrounding the confidentiality of inmates, employees, and 
other things, I think utilizing this technology is key for moving forward. For smaller towns these 
advanced technologies may not feel necessary, or they may raise more questions than answers. It 
is one thing for an individual to wear a visible body camera for transparency purposes, it is 
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another thing to scan faces in a community where essentially, everyone already knows each 
other. I can assume U.P. local government officials are still cautious about which innovations are 
appropriate for our rural communities.  Still, I believe it’s worth considering whether every 
dollar spent on new equipment is the best investment for public safety. I believe that some 
communities may benefit just as much, if not more, from investing in other things such as mental 
health resources or even additional social workers. 
 
 
Figure 4 
U.P. local leaders’ assessments of whether technology use is worthwhile investment for 
their community (among units that report using each type of technology), 2024 

 
Source: The Michigan Public Policy Survey (MPPS), Spring 2024 
 
Figure 4 demonstrates that the majority of U.P. local government officials strongly agree that the 
investment for various technologies are worthwhile. Leaders who already use body cameras, 
dashboard cameras, or drones can clearly see the value in utilizing these technologies for safety 
and accountability. This trend suggests that once local governments make the initial investment, 
the benefits become apparent quickly, which I believe reinforces confidence in the decision. Still, 
I think it is worth noting that perceptions of “worthwhile” are subjective based on community 
needs. For example, what feels like a strong return on investment for a larger community may 
look different for a smaller community that experiences fewer incidents involving law 
enforcement. These differences highlight the importance of tailoring technology adoption to fit a 
local community rather than a “one size fits all” approach. Ultimately, the survey results show 
that local government leaders in the U.P. are in favor of these tools being used as assets. But, the 

https://bridgemi.com/michigan-health-watch/michigan-mental-health-crisis-tug-war-over-too-few-social-workers/
https://closup.umich.edu/michigan-public-policy-survey


 
 

 

effectiveness of said tools will continue to depend on how they are implemented, adopted, and 
supported at a community level.  
 
Growing up in Rudyard, I knew most of the police officers in my community by name. They 
were the same people I’d see at my school, at the grocery store, or driving down main street. 
Some of them were my friends' relatives or even related to me. That kind of familiarity creates an 
environment that creates a level of trust that no piece of technology can replace. While AI, body 
cameras, security cameras, and drones can add layers of accountability and efficiency, they 
cannot substitute for the relationships that keep rural communities safe like mine. For places in 
the U.P., the challenge isn’t only deciding which technologies are worth the investment – it is 
also making sure that these tools will enhance the human connections that already exist, rather 
than replace them. In my opinion, moving forward, the most meaningful investments will be the 
ones that strengthen the bond between both technology and people. I hope that the integration of 
these technologies will keep the close-knit character of our small towns in the U.P. at the heart of 
public safety.  
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