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           Stop and search powers are a widely encountered mechanism used within the police force and they are considered to be a pragmatic tool for police officers. Similar to other policing methods, stop and search powers have many purposes but as explained by Blackstone’s, (2021, p 173), “the main purpose of stop and search powers is to enable officers to allay or confirm suspicions about individuals without exercising their power of arrest”. However, despite the term ‘stop and search’ having a common definition and purpose (College of Policing, 2017), there are a variety of legislations used by the police to govern their stop and search powers and provide conditions that must be met when conducting or making an allegation of a search. The legislations provide fair practice of police authority as well as considering and meeting the human rights of individuals who are suspects of the allegation. An example of some of the legislations that stop and search powers can be found under are the Police and Criminal Evidence Act (PACE) 1984 and the Misuse of Drugs Act 1971. 
           Although their practicality is considered to be an advantage to policing, stop and search powers can generate negative public perception which commonly circulates from the police misusing their stop and search powers and displaying discrimination towards those belonging to ethnic minorities (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 173). This can be a result of targeting ethnic minority backgrounds and unlawfully using their police powers.

           Similar to majority of the powers used by police, stop and search powers are outlined by statutory and common law powers, as well as other duties with relevance to policing of public order (College of Policing, 2018). The reasons for providing legislations governing the use of powers by the police can vary but commonly include protecting police legitimacy, increasing the trust between the public and police and ensuring the rights of suspects are met and respected. 
            The Police and Criminal Evidence Act (PACE) 1984 is a type of legislation used by the police that is described by Jones, (1985, p 679) as “one of the most controversial pieces of legislation in recent years”. The purpose for the introduction of PACE 1984 is to provide a balance between the use and application of police powers and the protection of the rights of the public (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 68). The legislation is divided into eight codes of practice that establish power in aspects of policing such as stop and search, suspect identification, power of arrest and the treatment and detention of suspects. Searches under Code A of PACE include the stop and search of “persons and vehicles”, as explained by Cane and Conaghan, (2009). 
          When a stop and search is conducted contrary to Code A of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, the legislation outlines that an arrest does not have to be implemented for the search to be carried out. This is defined in S 4.1 of Code A. In these cases, the suspect would be detained not arrested which according to the Home Office, (2015) means the search “does not result in the person searched or person in charge of the vehicle searched being arrested and taken to a police station”. However, in some cases where an officer believes there is a necessity to handcuff the suspect prior to or during the search this must be justified. An example of when an officer may believe is a requirement is depending on the individual’s behaviour, such as them being resistant to the search or being verbally or physically aggressive. It can also include the item of search being a weapon, for example a bladed article (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 175). In addition, searches conducted under Code A of PACE must occur in a public place, which according to Blackstone’s (2021, p 176) is “anywhere the public or any section of the public has access, on payment or otherwise, as a right or by virtue of express or implied permission”. The locations in which searches are legally required to be carried out have accordance to the legislation the search is compliant with. Stop and search powers that are aligned by Code A of PACE only include the search of the following items, stated by the College of Policing (2019) which are “stolen or prohibited articles, points and blades, or fireworks”. When a search is proposed for the identification of controlled drugs, it is covered by the Misuse of Drugs Act 1971. 
          The most significant factor of Code A of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 is the requirement for an officer to have reasonable grounds for the arisen suspicion of the search. Reasonable grounds must be met for the officer to believe the search is necessary (Jones, 1985, p 679). If there is no justification of reasonable grounds the search could be deemed to be unlawful. Reasonable grounds for stop and search is divided into two parts; either the officer’s own authentic suspicion or the objective reasoning with the use of information and the likelihood of the questioned object being found on the suspect (Home Office, 2015). Reasonable grounds for a stop and search can also occur from an officer being made aware of unique factors of a suspect which would normally be implemented by a witness. This can assist the officers in forming a description of the suspect, making it more straightforward to identify them (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 177). These factors generally include but not limited to age, clothing items and estimated height. 
           The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 also portrays the importance of fair and lawful use of stop and search powers which can assist in preventing the creation of negative public perception. When dealing with stop and searches, by law, the police should not be racist or discriminative (Cane and Conaghan, 2009). It is argued that freedom of judgement is crucial for high standards of policing, supported by Ellis, (2010, p 199) with the statement “it has long been recognised that discretion is vital to good police work”.
          Although the appropriate use of stop and search powers are outlined by the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, it is apparent in parts of the British public perception that the misuse of stop and search powers is still present. In potential agreement to this concept, Ellis (2010, p 200) specifies “numerous individual experiences, reports, statistics and research suggest that there is an unsettling level of ethnic disproportionality”. The most recent statistics for stop and search reveal “there were 6 stop and searches for every 1,000 White people, compared with 54 for every 1,000 Black people”, as reported by GOV.UK (2021). With the obvious identification that more stop and searches were conducted on the Black ethnic minority group, it could be a factor contributing to the beliefs of discriminative use of stop and search powers by the police. 
           Further justification of the beliefs that stop and search powers are used disproportionally and unlawfully was made by the 1990 Trust (2004, p 15) as their research led to the discovery that “black people were eight times more likely to be stopped and searched than a white person”. This is damaging to the community as it forms a basis for citizens in ethnic minority communities to believe the police are racist and use their powers without consideration to ethnicity. The 1990 Trust (2004, p16) describe the impact on the Black communities as “the reinforcement of the view that they are stereotyped and regarded as criminals, while at the same time their needs for protection from crime are not given the same amount of attention”, which could be justified by the murder case of Stephen Lawrence in 1993. 
          A large area in the United Kingdom that have issues with the misuse of stop and search powers is London, England which is covered by the Metropolitan Police Force. The 1990 Trust directed its research at the Metropolitan Police Force as London equivalated to more than a quarter of all stop and searches in the country (1990 Trust, 2004, p 18). The accusations against the Metropolitan Police Force were recently encountered to by the Guardian as the London’s communities are believed to lack in community trust and confidence with the force which they are being greatly criticised for. The Guardian (2020) demonstrate an example of police discrimination as they state, “The Independent Office for Police Conduct said police in one case stopped and searched two black men who were innocently fist bumping, because officers wrongly thought they were drug dealing”. Incorrect accusations as such contribute to the accounts of police powers being used with discrimination which can influence and shape the public perception of the police. The tactics and approaches of the Metropolitan Police Force is evidently damaging the community trust which can effect police legitimacy (Guardian, 2020). The Guardian (2020) also disclose that the Independent Office for Police Conduct believe “there is clearly much room for improvement”. 
           The Misuse of Drugs Act 1971 is another legislation that outlines stop and search powers when the desired item of search is controlled drugs. It is argued that in the United Kingdom the Misuse of Drugs Act 1971 has been very conferred and is one of the most widely discussed drug related legislations (Monoghan, 2014, p 1025). As described by Legislation.Gov (2020) it is “an Act to make new provision with respect to dangerous or otherwise harmful drugs and related matters, and for purposes connected therewith”. The Misuse of Drugs Act 1971 classifies drugs into categories which is dependent on their harm to society and the user (Rodgers, 2012, p 24). This legislation covers the legal basis for the possession of drugs which can be a discovery from a stop and search. The offences covered by this legislation, according to Rodgers (2012, p 26) include but not limited to the “possession of controlled drugs”, “possession with intent to supply to another person” and “production, cultivation or manufacture of a controlled drug”. The stop and search powers outlined in the Misuse of Drugs Act 1971 are contrary to Section 23 and as stated by the College of Policing (2019) “the person must be suspected of being in possession of the drug, not merely to have used it or been present during its use by others”. Similar to the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, the officer must have reasonable grounds in order to stop the suspect in question (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 181). 
            As previously demonstrated, having reasonable grounds for a stop and search is a vital requirement to make the search lawful and fair. When a stop and search is conducted as a proposed target of finding drugs, the reasonable grounds cannot be an officer’s personal indication and must be reliant on facts, information, and intelligence (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 182). Reasonable grounds for a stop and search under the Misuse of Drugs Act 1971 have more observant factors that form a basis for reasonable grounds for the search. The reasonable grounds can include the visual effects of the drugs such as the dilation of one’s pupils, acting nervous and avoiding questions asked by officers (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 182). Another reasonable ground for suspicion of a stop and search is the smell of cannabis. The College of Policing (2019) states “seven per cent of 8,574 searches assessed by HMICFRS in its 2017 legitimacy inspection were based solely on the smell of cannabis”. However, although there is no exact reference under the Misuse of Drugs Act 1971 of the smell of cannabis being an exact observation for reasonable grounds, the officer conducting the search would just need to ensure the search is justifiable under the legislation as well as Code A of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1971 (College of Policing, 2019). 
            Another matter causing negative public perception is the stop and search of youths and minors and it could be suggested that stop and search powers are used unfairly towards these age groups. This is another form of discrimination. There is evidence of this belief from Flacks (2018) as he states, “policy and practice around the use of such powers should be amended to take account of the specific needs of individuals under the age of 18, and that children’s welfare should be a central consideration”. This could come into relation with the Misuse of Drugs Act 1971 as drugs are something that will have involvement in the lives of many young people due to curiosity, enjoyment and their surrounding environment which can influence their urge to take drugs (DrugWise, 2017). There is some evidence suggesting that young people are more likely to be targeted by the College of Policing (2019) as they state, “concerns have also been expressed that drugs searches, particularly those for cannabis, could criminalise young people and have a negative impact on the communities affected”.
             Stop and searches must be fair and lawful in order to enhance police legitimacy so in order to promote this to the best extent that they can, the police use the ‘GO WISELY’ model. The terms in this model translate to; G for grounds, O for object desired for the search, W for warrant card, I for identity of the officer, S for station of officer’s attachment, E for entitlement of a copy of search record, L for the legal power that is being used, Y for you as the suspect detained for the search purpose (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 177). When a search is being conducted, each step in the ‘GO WISELY’ model does not have to be carried out in the particular order but each step legally has to be met. 
             Another way in which the police ensure stop and searches comply with legislations and conform to lawfulness is by recording them using body worn video cameras and providing the suspect with a copy of the stop and search record, which is something they are legally entitled to. Emphasis of the importance of legal and lawful searches can be implied from Nawaz and Tankbe (2018, p 140) as their justification, “when the police are not believed by the public to be exercising their power or upholding the law in a legitimate way, it can lead to a serious disintegration of law and order”. Body worn camera footage is a form of best evidence and can also pose a reduction in the time needed to make statements (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 97). 
             An observation was made by Nawaz and Tankbe (2018, p 141) that “in the mandated areas of domestic abuse and stop and search, the number of video-recorded incidents logged in force is less than the actual number of such incidents dealt with”, this suggests a threat to police legitimacy as the purpose of recording stop and searches is not being met. The reason for recording a search is to provide a basis of judging whether policing standards have been met and give justification if any complaints should they arise against the police (Blackstone’s, 2021, p 179). 

           In conclusion to everything that has been stated, it could be suggested that although there are clear alinements made under legislations regarding police stop and search powers and how they should be used, there are still possibilities for the police to be deemed as discriminative and unlawful in terms of their usage of stop and search powers. This is evident particularly in the Metropolitan Police Force as they were recently criticised for their believed racial bias and unlawful approaches to the black communities within London. This could suggest that there is much available room for improvement and a change of approach is required to strengthen the trust between the Black communities and the police. These accusations and beliefs are also proven by evidence such as the findings provided by the 1990 Trust so therefore the police should revise the way they deliver their service and use stop and search powers fairly as a basis for regaining the lack of trust within the communities they serve. These legislations such as the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 outline that the police should not be racially biased, but with accordance to the information gathered in this essay, it may be suggested that these legislations are not as effective as they are proposed to be. 
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