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SHOULD A LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY HAVE A 
POLICY OR PRACTICE THAT SWORN MEMBERS BE 
ARMED 24/7? 
 

 

 

INTERNAL AFFAIRS RESEARCH PROJECT SUBMISSION 

SUBMITTED BY:  Casey, Farmington 

 

Q:  Should a law enforcement agency have a policy or practice that sworn members be armed 24/7? 

An agency should not have a policy which forces an officer to carry a firearm 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.  If 

an off-duty officer was forced to carry a firearm, this would unfairly set the officer up for failure and 

potentially force him to violate local, state, and federal law.  Additionally, this has the potential to open the 

department up to extensive liability.  I believe that if an officer is forced to carry a firearm off-duty, then one 

could argue that the officer is always on-duty.  If an officer is always on-duty, then is he always covered under 

workman’s compensation?  Is the off-duty officer required to take enforcement action when he observes it?  

Is the off-duty officer entitled to some sort of compensation for being on-duty 24 hours a day 7 days a week?  

Additionally, there are numerous situations when it would not be safe nor is it practical for an officer to carry a 

firearm.  Three examples are as follows: an off-duty officer out swimming, an off-duty officer at an alcohol 

establishment consuming alcohol, and an officer boarding a plane for a trip.   

With that being said, I believe an officer should be encouraged to carry a firearm off-duty whenever practical.  

Research shows countless examples of off-duty officers intervening in situations which saved innocent lives.  

However, when an officer chooses to carry a firearm off duty, there should be a policy in place dictating when 

it is appropriate and there need to be established guidelines.  One of the things which should be required of 

an officer who chooses to carry a firearm off-duty is that officer is also required to carry their department 

issued commission card any time they are in possession of a firearm so they can properly identify themselves 

if necessary.  Officers should be required to shoot and pass qualification courses with the firearm they carry 

off-duty and they should be required to carry the firearm in some reasonably secure fashion.  Additionally, 

officers should not be permitted to carry a firearm when the officer is suspended from duty for disciplinary 

reasons, and an officer should not be permitted to carry a firearm when under the influence of alcohol or any 

other impairing substance.  Also, off-duty officers are required to follow the Law Enforcement Officers Safety 

Act of 2004.  There are several restrictions in this act which off-duty officers are required to follow.  For 

example, off-duty officers are not permitted to carry a firearm within 1.000 feet of elementary or secondary 

schools.       
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As I have stated in this paper, I believe that it is impractical and unsafe to force officers to carry a firearm 24 

hours a day 7 days a week.  However, I do believe officers should be encouraged to carry a firearm when it is 

reasonably practical.  As I previously stated, there are numerous situations where off-duty officers chose to 

intervene in a situation which in turn saved innocent lives.  However, the important aspect of this is the fact 

that they “chose” to do so.   
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