
 

  

Stop and Search 
Scrutiny Reports 

 

Commissioned by Matthew Ellis 
 
Police and Crime Commissioner for Staffordshire 

The Safer Neighbourhood Panels (SNP) have been introduced by the Police and Crime 
Commissioner (PCC). It is a group that is open to residents and those closely associated with 
the community. The role of the panel is to hold the Local Police Commander to account. The 
panels can choose to monitor and scrutinise any aspect of local policing. 
 
These reports have been produced by the Safer Neighbourhood Panel members to scrutinise 
the use of Stop and Search powers within the local policing area 

 



 

 

 

   

 

Scrutiny Report Summary 

Stoke Central Safer Neighbourhood Panel 
SNP Topic: 
Stop and Search  
 

Report Author(s): 
Stephen Russell, Holly Norcup, Rev Geoff Eze, 
Mike Brunt, Adam Colclough and Tahira Malik 

Date: 
17.2.16 

Reason for review: 
 

 The objective of the panel was to evaluate the Stop Search encounters based solely on the video evidence 
from the selected BWV footage. 

 

Documents & information reviewed: 
 

 The panel met to watch and review video evidence from BWV used by the local police team in Hanley.  

 The panel had the choice of selecting video evidence from 15 recordings.  
 Five videos were randomly selected by members of the SNP. 

 

Background summary to review process: 
 

 As an introduction, Inspector Neil Hulme presented the Stop Search statistics for Stoke-on-Trent Central 
LPT which included a summary by ethnicity, age and gender. 

 The panel has knowledge of the Stop and Search guidance and policy. 
 No Stop and Search forms were available to supplement observations. 

 

Findings of review: 
 

The panel acknowledges that Stop and Search when used correctly, is an important tool in engaging and building 
confidence in our communities. 
 

1. Have Officers interpreted the powers of Stop and Search? 
Due to insufficient video evidence, it was impossible to ascertain whether the officers had interpreted the 
powers of Stop and Search apart from on two occasions. 
 

2. Are the Officers following the correct procedures? 
Due to insufficient video evidence, it was impossible to ascertain whether the officers had followed the cor-
rect procedures apart from on two occasions. 
 

3. Are the Officers treating the person with respect? 
In all of the five videos seen by the panel, the suspects were treated with respect. 
 

4. Have Officers filled in the paperwork correctly? 
No paperwork evidence was shown to the panel. 

 

The recording of the video evidence (BWV) 
 

BWV now forms an integral part of an officer’s (uniform and plain clothes) body kit. The panel recognised that there 
needs to be further assessment and awareness of how the BWV is used by an officer. This related to a number of 
areas of deployment: 
 

 The BWV needs to be turned on prior to an officer engaging with a suspect (point of intention). 



 

 

 

   

 The video evidence that the panel viewed only provided a record that showed only part of the officer’s con-
versation/engagement with the suspect/s. This meant that it was hard to build an accurate picture of how 
the whole conversation went between the officer/s and the suspect/s. 

 The BWV used by a uniform officer gave a clearer picture of any conversation with the suspect/s, due to 
the fact that the hardware was worn on the outside of the officer’s uniform. However when a BWV was 
used by a plain clothes officer, the officer’s outer clothing often concealed part of the BWV recording. This 
meant that only part of the evidence was captured. All officers need to ensure that any recording is not 
compromised due to the camera being concealed by outer clothing etc. 

 
Compliance with the GOWISELY protocol 

 

 From the video evidence that the panel saw, every interrogation was handled by the officer/officers (uni-
form and plain clothes) with dignity and respect for the suspects. This also involved one officer using de-
escalation skills to calm down one suspect who was using foul language. This had a positive effect on the 
suspect. 

 Due to the limited video evidence, it was impossible to ascertain whether all the officers viewed in the five 
videos complied with the GOWISELY criteria apart from on the matter of showing courtesy and under-
standing to the suspects. 

 In one of the videos (S&S Ref: 198-2016), a clear explanation is provided by the officer to the suspect as to 
why they had been stopped and other matters related to this. 

 However within another video record involving a plain clothes officers (S&S Ref: 935), the reported reason 
as to why the suspects had been stopped was because litter had been thrown from the car which resulted 
in the car being pulled over. The panel felt that this decision by the officers wasn't supported by valid intelli-
gence to warrant such an action on the part of the officers. 

 

Conclusion of Review and Recommendations made: 
 

 Additional in depth evaluation of other selected video evidence to be undertaken.  

 Availability and appraisal of officer paperwork to supplement the video evidence. 

 Selected officer (uniform and plain clothes) availability to assess officer understanding 

 Recommendations on protocol, paperwork and training (to include positioning of BWV). 

 BWV needs to be turned on prior to an officer engaging with a suspect (point of intention). 
 Clarity with Stop and Search reference numbers. 

 

Comments by Chief Inspector Neil Hulme, Local Police Commander 
 

Body Worn Video (BWV) is a vital piece of equipment for frontline officers.  It provides independent evidence of 
how officers interact with members of the public, sometimes in very emotive situations and where powers are being 
exercised or force is being used.  The footage quietly rightly is open to scrutiny and has already been used to 
evaluate those interactions and in certain circumstances provide developmental feedback to officers.    
 

 

  



 

 

 

   

 

Scrutiny Report Summary 

Stoke Central Safer Neighbourhood Panel 
SNP Topic: 
Stop and Search  
 

Report Author(s): 
Stephen Russell, Cllr Majid Khan and Mark Roe 

Date: 
21.09.16 

Reason for review: 
 
The objective of the panel was to provide further scrutiny reflecting on the previous report evaluating the Stop 
Search encounters based solely on the video evidence from the selected BWV footage. 

 

Documents & information reviewed: 
 

 The panel had the choice of selecting video evidence from recordings. In total, five videos were randomly 

selected by members of the SNP.  
 No Stop and Search forms were available to supplement observations since all data is recorded electroni-

cally. 
 

Findings of review: 
 
The panel acknowledges that Stop and Search when used correctly, is an important tool in engaging and building 
confidence in our communities. 
 

1. Have Officers interpreted the powers of Stop and Search? 
In all the videos evidenced the officers showed due diligence in applying the powers of S&S. 
 

2. Are the Officers following the correct procedures? 
From the video evidence the panel viewed, the officers followed the correct procedure.  
 

3. Are the Officers treating the person with respect? 
Yes, in all of the five videos seen by the panel, all of the suspects were treated with respect. 
 

4. Have Officers filled in the paperwork correctly? 
No paperwork evidence was shown to the panel. 

 
The recording of the video evidence (BWV) 
BWV now forms an integral part of an officer’s (uniform and plain clothes) body kit. In each video, there was ade-
quate footage to assess the whole procedure. The BWV were deployed prior to the initiation of the Stop and 
Search. From the previous SNP review, this is an issue that has been addressed.   

 
Compliance with the GOWISELY protocol 
From the video evidence that the panel saw, every interrogation was handled by the officer/officers (uniform and 
plain clothes) with dignity and respect for the suspects. The BWV evidence that the panel viewed gave clear foot-
age of the officers adhering to the GOWISELY protocol.  
 
 

Conclusion of Review and Recommendations made: 
 The development of BWV hardware that has an inbuilt light so that when officers are speaking with a member 

of the public when it’s dark, then the video can capture the face of the person in question.  



 

 

 

   

Comments by Chief Inspector Neil Hulme, Local Police Commander 
 

Body Worn Video (BWV) is a vital piece of equipment for frontline officers.  It provides independent evidence of 
how officers interact with members of the public, sometimes in very emotive situations and where powers are 
being exercised or force is being used.  The footage quietly rightly is open to scrutiny and has already been used 
to evaluate those interactions and in certain circumstances provide developmental feedback to officers.    
 

 


