
 

SCRUTINY REVIEW REPORT 
 

Safer Neighbourhood 
Panel 

Stoke on Trent South 

Working Title: Use of Force 

Reason for enquiry: 
 

Core topic at request of PFCC 

Background: 
 
 

Sgt. John Edwards showed BWV and provided STORM reports and Use of Force 
forms for activity ref. Nos. 0058, 0255, 0238 
 

Review  of Findings: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Ref. 0058 on 7/12/17 
 
This was logged as a SPRAY incident although the Parva was drawn but not used. 
Taser was used as far as Red Dot, handcuffs, take down and restraints were used 
also. 
There was no BWV available for this incident and it was not known whether it was 
used but not saved or not used at all. The panel worked from the STORM report 
and the use of force form. It would appear that the use of force had a lawful 
objective as the officers were dealing with an aggressive individual who was a 
danger to the public. The individual received an injury to his head, which, 
apparently, was self-inflicted through repeatedly banging his head on the ground. 
It is noted that a neighbour witnessed this, but the panel was unable to verify this 
without BWV. From the written reports available it would appear that the use of 
force was reasonable and appropriate given the violent nature of the individual, 
but again, without BWV the panel was unable to fully support its view. 
 
Ref. 0255 on 01/01/18 
 
BWV was available for this incident. 
This was logged as a Spray incident as Parva was drawn but not used. Tactical 
communication and handcuffs were used also. 
The incident was reported as an assault by an individual on his partner and when 
the officers arrived the attacker was compliant and tearful, initially. During the 
investigation, the attacked grabbed a large knife and held it against his own chest, 
threatening to kill himself. He then locked himself in the bathroom. Immediately, 
one of the officers kicked the door open and following a brief scuffle, the individual 
was disarmed, handcuffed and arrested. The BWV footage matched the Use of 
Force and STORM documentation and confirmed that the use of force had lawful 
objective. The amount of force used was reasonable and proportionate for the 
protection of self, others and the individual. The officers were calm, professional 
and behaved in an exemplary manner. They reacted rapidly to control the 
situation. 
 



 

Ref. 0238 on 14/04/18 
 
BWV was available for this incident. 
This was logged as use of handcuffs and leg restraints. 
The incident followed a report of a potential suicide attempt and when the officers 
arrived the individual was in a very distressed and agitated state and was non-
compliant. The officers used tactical communication with the individual and very 
rapidly used handcuffs in order to rescue the individual and prevent him from 
jumping from the bridge. An ambulance was called and leg restraints were used as 
the individual struggled to prevent a transfer to the ambulance. The ambulance 
crew then carried him to the vehicle. The use of force had lawful objective for the 
protection of the individual, as it was evident that he was a danger to himself. It 
was reported that he had a history of similar behaviour. The amount of force used 
was reasonable and proportionate for the protection of the individual. The officers 
were professional and caring. 
 

Conclusions: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The panel felt uncomfortable without the availability of BWV in the first incident as 
it was difficult to fully justify, independently, solely from the paperwork that the 
use of force used was appropriate. 
 
The panel felt that everything was well documented, STORM reports were 
informative and all officers acted professionally and in line with protocol. 
 
The panel noted that the reported type of force used was not always clear but it 
appreciates that the urgency and dynamics of the situation can affect this. 
 

Recommendations: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The panel recommends that there is more clarification around the retention of 
BWV. Was it recorded and not saved or not recorded at all, with some detail of the 
reason in either case. The panel notes the directive/advice from central that BWV 
is not a requirement for scrutiny but feels that it must stress that without it an 
independent view cannot be fully confirmed. It can only be stated that based on 
what officers report everything appears to be fine. 

LPT Commander 
Report Feedback: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I thank the panel for their impartial comments of what is a very difficult area of 
policing to scrutinise. Use of force is in most cases extremely dynamic and 
unplanned, there is no foresight to how a situation can unfold or progress.  I note 
the comments with the BWV in the first example and will ensure that all of my 
team attempt to record clearer comments re the position of the BWV. This 
evidence is crucial in enhancing confidence in the police and protects against 
malicious report of the misuse of force. 

Staffordshire 
Commissioner’s Office 
Response: 

The SCO will look into the area of BWV usage with the Force Lead for Use of Force 
to gain some clarity for the scrutiny panels. Again another well organised and 
reported piece of scrutiny from Stoke South Safer Neighbourhood Panel. 

 


