
NOTICE OF STUDY SESSION 
Residential Survey Findings and Public Safety Technology Proposal 

CITY HALL, Fifth Floor 
6801 Delmar Blvd., University City, Missouri 63130 

Monday, January 26, 2026 
5:30 p.m. 

AGENDA 

1. Meeting called to order

2. Changes to Regular Agenda

3. 2025 Community Survey Findings (ETC Institute)

4. University City Robotics 2026

5. Adjournment

The public may also observe via: 
Live Stream via YouTube: 

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCyN1EJ_-Q22918E9EZimWoQ 

Posted this 23rd day of January, 2026. 

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCyN1EJ_-Q22918E9EZimWoQ
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The University City Police Department’s Case 
Study for Enhanced Robotics - 2025  
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Options for Robotics Being Infused into Everyday Public Safety in University City, MO.  

Problem 

The University City Police Department (herein referred to as UCPD) has had increased demands 
for the use of 21st Century policing technology in the form of public safety robotics. There are 
successful robotic technologies being utilized by public safety organizations throughout America, 
and UCPD beats or keeps up with trending sustainable technology implementation. Surveillance, 
search and rescue, efficiency enhancement for safety components and providing real-time 
intelligence to law enforcement organizations are various ways these robotic technologies are 
being used throughout the world.  

In the Greater St. Louis Area of Missouri, within the past 10 years there has been increased buy-
in for technological advancements that significantly increase public safety interactions and 
community participation in high traffic areas. There are communities that already utilize robotic 
patrols for everyday interactions to aid their community quality of life. This type of technology 
could greatly benefit University City.  

Assumptions 

• UCPD will continue to have high volume traffic of pedestrians in our business districts. 
The Delmar Loop and the Olive Market Business Districts will continue to flourish.    

• UCPD can capitalize technology of robots (various kinds) as a true force multiplier as it 
relates to surveillance, improved response times, public perception of safety, increased 
presence for safety in immediate dangerous situations and efficiency. 

• Most citizens do not know the true benefits of robots in public safety sectors.   
• If modern technology is not kept efficient by UCPD organizational leading standards, 

then policing in University City, MO, could take a step back.  
• Dangerous situations can be explored first with replaceable technology than with 

precious human lives. Throw Bots have been implemented for some of these purposes. 

Facts 

• UCPD is comprised of 82 law enforcement officers and another 22+ support staff 
personnel (Ucitymo., 2024) 

• University City is a densely populated city that spans approximately 6.1 square miles and 
is centrally located in St. Louis County (Ucitymo., 2024).  

• St. Louis County and St. Louis Metropolitan Police Departments maintains the largest 
concentrated pool of commissioned law enforcement personnel in the most local area.  

• University City is comprised of three (3) bureaus: Bureau of Field Operations (BFO), 
Bureau of Services (BOS), and Bureau of Investigations (BOI) (Ucitymo., 2024).  

• University City has active mutual aid agreements via the St. Louis County Code 1000 
Plan: This plan coordinates law enforcement mutual aid within St. Louis County during 
crises. Many of these organizations are responding with updated technology to aid our 
community.  
 
 
 



 

Discussion 

Within this wide range community of University City, MO., we are centrally located amongst 
various different but financially sound jurisdictions. There are large concentrations of religious 
institutions located in University City. When discussing the use of this robot technology in the 
law enforcement workplace, it was widely accepted for tactical situations years ago. However, 
now the conversation has moved towards everyday patrols and commercial district deployment 
for crime prevention efforts. Law enforcement officers often meet situations where having 
technological advantages like having eyes and ears on the other side of the doorway, down a hall, 
up the block and/or even around a corner can be life saving for us. 

Traditionally, high costs for the robots and starved law enforcement budgets were incompatible. 
Studies have shown that technology costs have reduced as expected in the technology world. The 
University City, MO., annual budgetary process is on a fiscal year of July 1st through June 30th 

every year. Within this budgetary process, each department director may submit annual capital 
improvement projects for considerations. The University City, MO., government created a 
separate fund to be used for special projects via revenue from a one-half cent sales tax known as 
the Capital Improvement Sales tax passed by voters in April 1996 (Ucitymo., 2024).  

Studies into the vendors for this technological specialty support has led to many robotic 
companies and variety of their specialties. There are robots that save lives 

• Bomb handling: Robots can detect bombs 

• Search and rescue: When areas are compromised structurally, some robots can be used 
to vet the situation  

• Information: Gathering and conveying data are robots’ main tasks within our law 
enforcement environment.  

• Drones: This technology can cover vast distance within your jurisdiction(s) and all of the 
following ways be integral providing public safety: record information and send it back 
to police stations, monitor events, conduct surveillance, patrol jurisdictional borders, 
photograph aerial pictures and aid in locating missing children and seniors.   

 

Some businesses like Target, Schnucks, Walmart, etc.... have already been using robots for 
cleaning and informational components of promotion in their stores. Why robotic technology in 
law enforcement in University City: *To increase accessibility for UCPD patrols, *To increase 
UCPD productivity within our community, and *To enhance safety by automating repetitive, 
time-consuming, or dangerous tasks.  

Solutions 

The University City Police Department does have the need to brand our commercial districts 
(Delmar Loop and the Olive Market Business Districts) with modern and futuristic technology. 
Fusing the need for promoting positive information about these wonderful business communities 
and having surveillance communications in these areas for bad actors, UCPD proposes small 
leasing investments into this technology. Investments that not only include surveillance 
cameras, digital signage, license plate readers, robots, and many more trending technology.  



 

Below are a couple of options.  

Option 1: The City of University City can look to outsource all robotic operations, equipment, 
and liability by entering into a mutual agreement or understanding that a vendor, such as 
Knightscope (one of the leaders in this industry):  

• The K5 Robot is a Machine-as-a-Service, patrols 24/7 and costs $8.77 per hour. This 
totals out to $76,836.00 annually (Billed Monthly) 

 

 

 



 

 
 



 

 
Option 2: The City of University City Police Department leaders can implement a strategy of 
utilizing reduced slightly more reserved robotic measures such Cobalt Robotics, SMP 
Robotics, Asylon, and Indoor Robotics. Below are some of the products from SMP (1st pic), 
Cobalt (2nd pic) and Asylon (3rd pic).         

https://asylonrobotics.com/


 

 

 

 



 

 
  

Conclusion 

The University City Police Department has researched multiple options for implementing more 
robots into our enhanced public safety strategies. Currently, yes, the University City Police 
Department have small robotic equipment like our “Throw Bot” which is fully capable with 
audio, video, and 360-degree movability.  

 
  



 

 

This technology is small in nature and allows for UCPD safety protocols to be enhanced when 
dangerous persons are on hand. Suicides, barricades, missing persons in confined quarters, and 
many other scenarios allows for this technology to be deployed.  

Technology upgrades will continue to increase, and UCPD will continue to explore cost-saving 
measures for investing into these types of technology. Currently, UCPD is strong in unmanned 
aerial vehicles (drones), license plate readers (LPR), gun shot detection devices, surveillance 
platforms, and many other technological endeavors that set our organization apart from many 
regional efforts in law enforcement.  

 

Recommendation: 

The recommendation is to continue exploring suitable options for robotic investments to be fused 
with public safety measures here in our community. However, understanding policies and 
procedures that may not condone some robotic technology such Artificial Intelligence (AI) 
generated documents is very important. Currently, AI generated police reports are not accepted in 
the Missouri State court system in our county, nor is it allowable for Federal Court proceedings 
in many cases. Federal acceptance of AI-generated police reports is not uniform, as there have 
been concerns about accuracy, potential bias, and transparency. Many believe these concerns 
stem from the risk of AI "hallucinating" information, misinterpreting context from body camera 
audio, and the potential to undermine an officer's credibility and the ability to cross-examine the 
document's contents.  

Thus, University City’s involvement in robotics should be careful but impactful, and focusing on 
the robotics that aid in surveillance, deterrence, and safety should be our focus for the time 
ahead.  

 

 

 

 

Submitted by Col. Larry Hampton Jr.  

Col. Larry Hampton Jr. 
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