
 

 

 

 

       

 

 

    

      

 

 

    

 

 

   

 

 

 

  

  

 

  
  

  

  
 

 

    

    

    

    

 

  

    

   

   

   

     

     

     

     

Stop Search Quarterly Report April – June 2024 

Overview. 

This report is to provide information about Stop Search Scrutiny Panels undertaken by Independent 

Stop Search Volunteers between 1st April and 30th June 2024. 

Panels 

In quarter 1, 2 Stop Search Scrutiny Panels were conducted and a total of 20 cases were reviewed by 

the panel. This is split into 10 cases for the north of the county and 10 cases for the south of the 

county. 

Cases April May June Total 

North 5 0 5 10 

South 5 0 5 10 

Total 10 0 10 20 

*The Stop Search Scrutiny Panel that was due to take place in May, was cancelled due to officer 

unavailability* 

Findings 

The following table outlines information on the panels findings into whether the description of the 

grounds justified the Stop Search, if Body Worn Video (BWV) was available for the cases and if the 

search was conducted appropriately. 

Cases Did the description of 
the grounds justify 
the Stop Search? 

Was BWV available? Was the search 
conducted 
appropriately? 

April 10 10 8 

May N/A N/A N/A 

June 9 9 8 

Total 19 19 16 

In summary, the panel concluded that: 

- 19 descriptions of the grounds reviewed, did justify a stop search. 

- BWV was available for 19 cases reviewed. 

- 16 searches were conducted appropriately. 

- Comments on the BWV could not be given for 1 case as BWV was not available. 



 

  

         
   

 

 

   

 

    
     

 
 

  
 

 

 

Feedback, Causes of Concern and Good Practice 

Examples of good practise 

1. Very good search, officer had good rapport with the female DP 
2. GO WISELY was covered well. Good practice that the officer clarified with the DP if he 

understood everything he had been through. 

Causes of concern 

1. Panel picked up that the warrant card was not shown and should have been due to the 

officers being in plain clothes 

2. Panel feel as though there was no physical reason to suspect the male had a knife there and 
then and feels as though the stop search only occurred because he is known to have carried, 
I knife in the past. Although GOWISELY was covered completely, the panel are in agreement 
that they do not believe the male should have been searched in the first place. It was also 
asked that if they were searching for a knife and believed the male may have been carrying 
one, why the officers waited so long and walked a decent distance before searching him. 


