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Custody Detention Panel

	Date:
	14th October 2025
	Time:
	13:00-16:00

	Venue:
	Police HQ
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Attendance:
	KI (Chair), HD, CB, FB, AG, LM, DH, MR, AB, JT, AS, AF

	
	

	
	
	
	

	Apologies: 
	Chief Insp RB

	
	



	
	Item
	
	Owner

	1.
	Chairs Welcome
	The Chair welcomed everyone to the meeting.

	

	
	
	
	

	2
	Housekeeping
	The Chair informed the panel of the general housekeeping rules of the meeting.
	

	
	
	
	

	3
	Introduction and Apologies 
	Panel Members gave a brief introduction about themselves.

Apologies were noted.
	 


	
	
	
	

	4
	Conflict of Interest/ Undertaking of Confidentiality
	The Panel were reminded of the confidential nature of the meeting and how this was going to be monitored. Members of the group were requested to declare their interest in any cases that were being discussed as the meeting progresses.

	

	
	
	
	

	5
	Force Presentation
	AF had prepared a presentation, which also featured a diagram of the custody hub. The presentation showed the journey that the detainee will take from arrest to being detained in a custody cell. The presentation also highlighted the differences between the male risk assessment and the female risk assessment. There are more questions in the female risk assessment including the below:

· Are you pregnant?
· Do you need any female sanitary products?
· Do you want to speak to a female member of staff?

It is also highlighted in the female risk assessment that if there isn’t a female officer present for a constant watch over a female detainee, the male officers will ask one to come in. 

When a female detainee is checked in they will be asked if they need either a sanitary pack or a menopause pack. If the female needs a sanitary pack, the officers will replace it every 4-6 hours. AF confirmed that officers need to ask women if they need the packs instead of leaving them in the cell because the detainee could use it to self harm or sometimes if all male wings are full, some men will be placed in the female wing if there are empty cells.
	

	
	
	
	

	6
	Scrutiny of Cases
	Case 1-
AF presented the custody footage and provided the custody log for the Panel to read through.

The offence was a non-fatal strangulation assault. The female detainee admitted that she had been ‘swinging’ for her partner. Her partner had text her to say she had ‘beat him black and blue’.

In the footage, the detainee was crying, there was no female officer present so the male officer went to find one. 

The officers involved with this arrest had to balance out risk/necessity. The detainee’s partner is a missing person. The officers needed to weigh up what would happen if he returned home and finds out the detainee’s been arrested and what would happen if he returned home and the detainee’s back home? Would another assault take place? 

It became evident to Panel members that the detainee was under the influence of alcohol. The Custody Sgt ran through the risk assessment before the rights. The risk assessment was not signed by the detainee. The detainee signed for her property and was released with no further action. 

The Panel liked how detailed the risk assessment was and they liked how the detainee was searched by LND and by an officer of the same sex. 

Case 2-
AF presented the custody footage and provided the custody log for the panel to read through.

The female detainee was searched by an officer of the same sex.
The detainee was in custody because she had been recalled, she was informed of the grounds of the recall.
The Panel noticed that on the footage there was a time where no one was watching her so she could have easily left. It also wasn’t made clear whether she had been searched before being arrested. 

In the footage, the detainee didn’t sign for anything, the log stated ‘document not signed for other reasons’ which meant that the Custody Sgt had signed on her behalf. 


Case 3-
AF presented the custody footage and provided the custody log for the Panel to read through.

The detainee had failed to appear in court and was searched under section 54 of PACE. The officer ran through the risk assessment. The detainee admitted to taking Pregabalin and drinking 1 can of alcohol before arriving at custody. 

The panel complimented one of the officers because she was always happy and smiling which helps the detainee to feel more at ease. 


Case 4-
AF presented the custody footage and provided the custody log for the Panel to read through.

The Custody Sgt ran through the risk assessment with the detainee. The detainee was very chatty and signed for her property. 

It was confirmed that this was the detainee’s first time in Custody. The Panel noted that the officer was stood behind the privacy screen instead of the detainee, which meant that the detainee didn’t have any privacy and if they started being aggressive, the officer would have nowhere to go. 

The Panel thought the Custody Sgt did a great job and handled the detainee well. 

The turnaround time with all the cases was quite good. 
	

	
	
	
	

	7
	Summary of Recommendations
	There are no recommendations.
	

	
	
	
	

	8
	Any Other Business
	AG presented the National Association ICVA reports. She explained that comments from the ICV’s were collated and fed back to the ICVA. This caused the ICVA to realise there was a big problem with the dignity of women in custody, so they wrote a report about it. When the report was released, it managed to receive a lot of publicity which changed attitudes to the way women are treated in custody.

The focus of the next panel will be violent/aggressive cases. 
	

	
	
	
	

	9
	Date of Next Meeting
	The next meeting will take place on Tuesday 13th January 2026 at 13:00pm.
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