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According to the Equality and Human Rights Commission (2010), the application of stop and search powers are conducted under The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE). The act was introduced to ensure that previous laws by police forces were covered appropriately due to the controversial ‘sus’ laws that allowed police officers to arrest someone for being a suspected person. However as the Equality and Human Rights Commission (2010) states that under PACE stop and search numbers were quickly to rise annually and therefore that suggests that the application of stop and search powers under PACE may be abused by police officers. 
Waddington, Stenson and Don (2004) understand the long relationship between the police having the ability to stop and search members of the public and the controversy that comes with that power. Many of the controversy appear due to the connection that police officers have the power to target specific members of the public with a majority of these targets being ethnic minorities. Therefore the application of stop and search powers by police officers face much criticism due to the many connections it has with racial profiling. The Equality and Human Rights Commission (2010) states that a black person is at least six times more likely to be stop and searched under PACE which reiterates Waddingotn, Stenson and Don (2004) acknowledgment of racial profiling with the application of stop and search powers.
According to Glaser (2015) racial profiling is a term often used which now holds political weight especially when considering matters such as the application of stop and search powers. However the term has no definition and therefore when trying to apply the term to cases such as stop and search cases, it is hard for police forces to realise that racial profiling is occurring throughout their forces. Glaser (2015) acknowledges the importance that the term racial profiling should be left to law enforcement to decide, however there is a suggestion that when discussing records and the application of stop and search powers the term that should be sued surrounding  the issue is stereotyping. Mistakes often happen when discussing stop and searches such as Sikhs getting mistaking for Muslims in airport security scenarios and therefore the characteristics of someone appearance if often the template for the application of stop and search powers which inevitably damages the relationship with the communities affected. Therefore as Glaser (2015) suggest racial profiling especially surrounding stop and search powers could be intentional or unintentional and therefore due to the difficulties that surround character tics of different people, policies should be designed to address the problems. This would allow police officers when applying stop and search powers to be more accountable of their actions and also would help address problems such as falsely stereotyping which would help benefit community relationship especially within ethnic minorities and different race communities.
Furthermore racial profiling and racist abuse has been seen institutionally. Shiner (2010) states that the inquiry in to the death of Stephen Lawrence which acknowledged institutional racism also changed the regulations surrounding the application of stop and search, due the inquiry determined that stop and search stop needed to be recorded due to the racial stereotyping within police forces. The importance of this change would ensure that the application of stop and search powers is being operated correctly by police officers and therefore it would also identify patterns in stop and search scenarios such as racial profiling. However as Bowling and Phillips (2007) state that the application of stop and search powers is a continue talking point in terms of racial stereotyping regardless of changes made since inquiries such as the Stephen Lawrence murder.
Bowling and Phillips (2007) suggest the further community is impacted by the application of stop and search powers and its link to racial profiling. This is due to two factors that the application of stop and search is based off. Bowling and Phillips (2007) suggest that the of conviction rate of suspects is almost the same when discussing ethnic groups , however due to being black means that you are six times more likely to be stop and searched it suggests that the six times more that black people are stop and searched they are innocent and stops have been invalid. Bowling and Phillips (2007) also suggest the surrounding community has no faith in the application of stop and search powers due to black people being more likely to be arrested from the application of stop and search in comparison to white people. Therefore there is more chance of black people being part of the criminal justice system and that is perhaps why the application of stop and search powers has never gained an increase of confidence especially within the communities where there are likely to be more victims of racial profiling by the application of stop and search powers.
Another aspect that connects to the clear problems of racial profiling is the effectiveness of the application of stop and search by police officers. Parmar (2011) suggest that the application of stop and search powers may be counter-productive, due to police forces throughout England and Wales creating strategies to be counter-terrorism. Parmar (2011) states that emphasis on counter-terrorism strategies through tactics such as the application of stop and search powers it inevitably raised concern as members of public face concern over their own civil rights.   The rate for Asian people from 2009 to receive stop and searchers were 1.5 times higher than expected from the community and only continued to rise from 2009. Parmar (2011) therefore underlines the situation as counter-productive due the lack of arrests linked to terrorism, and reiterates in December 2008 around 20,000 stop and searches were carried out and only one member of the public was arrested for terrorism. The problem with the counter-productive strategies is that they were heavily focused on stop and search approach which therefore caused a raise in crime such as cannabis warnings and anti-social behaviour. 
Parmar (2011) states that due to stop and search powers being used to identify smaller crimes and ethnic group’s continue to see a rise in being victims of stop and search, it suggest the application of stop and search powers is counter-productive and members of the community identify strategies such as counter-terrorism strategies just as an excuse to target ethnic minorities, which suggests Bowling and Phillips (2007) acknowledgment of the lack of confidence in the application of stop and search powers.
Flacks (2020) agrees with Parmar (2011) suggestion that the application of stop and search powers harms the relationship with the surrounding communities. Flacks (2020) states that one of the main problems stop and search powers inflict harm on young people, tarnishes the relationship with the community and further isolates ethnic and racial minorities. Another example of poor application of stop and search powers is within the case of Mohidin and another v Commissioner of the Police of the Metropolis and others. Flacks (2020) states that the case was surrounding a group of minors that were victims of improper stop and search and therefore they were falsely imprisoned and victims of racist abuse from police officers.
Flacks (2020) suggests despite the controversy that surrounds stop and search powers, and the lack of evidence that supports the justification of using the application of stop and search powers with reforms in legislation taken place, the application is still heavily supported by members of power such as members of parliament. However this will only continue to create miscarriages of justice such as the case of Mohidin and another v Commissioner of the Police of the Metropolis and others. Flacks (2020) communities will continue to disbelieve in police tactics such as stop and search due to reasons such as police officers often abuse their powers surrounding stop and search because they can operate around legislation. This is true when discussing the application of stop and search due to many stop and searches do not meet the criteria for reasonable suspicion. Flacks (2020) suggest that police officers often try justifying their stop and search tactics on suspicious behaviour or the appearance of individuals. This continues to reiterate the problem of the application of stop and search problems due to the problems it creates, such as lack of community support and racial injustice which will only see more miscarriages of justice due to the application of stop and search powers.
Delsol and Shiner (2006) reiterates Flacks (2020) acknowledgement that the main effect of stop and search powers is the damage it causes to community relations. Delsol and Shiner (2006) state that stop and search powers correctly raise concerns when it comes to ethnic minorities and public trust, however there is an argument that concern over the application of stop and search powers has become entirely focused on race and there is a suggestion that the focus should shift to include other groups due to over-policing. Stone and Pettigrew (2000) suggest that despite the tendencies for poor relationships between communities with a large majority of ethnic minorities, it is still important to acknowledge that Black and Asian communities continue to support the police in large numbers.  Stone and Pettigrew (2000) state the support is clear from black and Asian communities due to relying on the police when victimised  by reporting to the police on similar level to white communities, however support would continue to grow amongst ethnic minorities if there are changes to the regulations surrounding the application of stop and search powers.
Delsol and Shiner (2006) suggest that debates surrounding stop and search powers are more political surrounding policing. Havis and Best (2004) state that concentration surrounding stop and search powers has focused more on challenging its abuse especially amongst ethnic minorities communities rather than focusing  on the benefits of stop and search and therefore what could be done to reform the powers that is effective but not abusive. 
Delsol and Shiner (2006) suggests that the application has become too focused on disproportionality, and therefore the relationship between disproportionality and stop and searches must be challenged. It is important the application of stop and searches should be more focused on accountability, legitimate policing and correct decision making by police officers this due to disproportionality not able to give reliable grounds for basic monitoring of the application of stop and search powers by police officers. Sims and Myhill (2001) notice that one reason that disproportionality does not convey a clear basis for monitoring of stop and searches is due to measuring disproportionality in a quantitative manner. Therefore when applying stop and search powers it does not state the quality of the stop and therefore it is important due to ethnic minorities believing that many of the stops are conducted in an abusive manner which leads to unsatisfying results amongst communities.
According to Shiner (2006) accountability within the police has better credibility rather than the measurement of disproportionality which also bring more political scrutiny. When discussing the application of stop and search powers accountability will have a better reception amongst police officers especially those police officers that are linked to disproportionality. Therefore as Delsol and Shiner (2006) suggest when discussing the recording of stop and search powers, understanding accountability and correct policing within the situation that has been conducted gives an opportunity for police officers to understand the bigger picture of stop and searches rather than focusing on one area of the community. It also provides a better understanding if police legitimacy is threatened and therefore it involves the police more within the community especially when alternative approaches should be considered due to high levels of stop and search which could tarnish community relations. 
Delsol and Shiner (2006) also suggest that that race should always be a factor to measure police legitimacy regardless if disproportionality should be measured differently; however it should be more aligned with a more measurable perspective. This allows the application of stop and search powers throughout ethnic minorities communities to be scrutinised because it would allow greater long term effects for policing in those communities such as beneficial relationship for police officers.
According to Bradford and Tiratelli (2019), despite the constant ongoing controversy and the significant amount of evidence of disproportionality associated with the application of stop and search, there is not enough evidence to measure the effectiveness of stop and search. Bentham (2018) agrees with Bradford and Tiratelli (2019) while stating the Home Secretary continued to suggest that there is still room to improve the efficiency of stop and search powers while reducing tension between police and communities which suggests that members of parliament want to see the application of stop and search powers continued to be used despite the lack of evidence of effectiveness.
Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) state that the application of stop and search powers are only effective for preventing crime that is situational. Preventing situational crime can be seen as using the application of stop and search powers to gather items such as knives which are an ongoing problem for police officers within England and Wales. Miller, Bland and Quinton (2000) suggest that to measure the effectiveness of the application of stop and search, the crimes recorded with the stop must also be considered, this is due to some crimes are not equal to be susceptible. Crimes that could be susceptible and therefore effective under the application of stop and search powers is crimes such as robbery and drug offences because of the possibility of a suspect carrying items on them. Therefore as Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) state if the application of stop and search powers are being measured to crimes such as fraud and other less susceptible crimes it may not suggest an accurate representation of the effectiveness of stop and search powers.
Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) also suggest the measurement of effectiveness may also not show a correct representation of suspects due to policing in hotspots and targeted approaches by police that will inevitably have an effect on crime. It is important to understand that police under these strategies often increase the application of stop and search powers this is due to intention by police or the possibility there is more officers than usual in those operated areas. Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) states that despite obvious police strategies that increase the use of stop and search powers, data collected still suggest that under a systematic approach it is not areas that are targeted by the use of stop and search powers, however it is characteristics of the members of public which connects the application of stop and search powers back to controversy such as racial profiling rather than having effective strategy.
Therefore Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018), suggest that measuring the effectiveness of stop and search powers is often complicated and inconsistent. Due to the inconsistencies in measuring the effectiveness of stop and search powers it is important to acknowledge some of the benefits that may occur through the powers. Tirateli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) acknowledge that stop and search powers may only be effective when being disruptive especially seen in today’s society with the problem of knife crime, where officers need to gather knives off the streets.  The application of stop and search powers by police officers is often seen as effective when it comes to drug offences. This is due drug offences are consistent when associated with stop and searches and the recordings that imply successful stop and searches. 
However Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) acknowledge that the rise of stop and searches have effectively made no difference to reducing crimes regardless of the behaviour of police officers that still believe in stop and searches. Therefore there is a suggestion that the application of stop and search powers is not honest around reducing crime rates and it more to maintain control and order over members of the public. 
Yesufu (2013) acknowledges Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) suggestion of order and control of members of the public due to controversy surrounding the application of stop and search powers. There is a bigger picture surrounding stop and search powers as Yesufu (2013) states that black people have always had to prove themselves to the police to improve their relationship. Therefore the application of stop and search powers by police officers in England and Wales will always be correctly scrutinised due to previous events and the common theme of racial profiling, rather than the concentration of the effectiveness of the application of the powers. 
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