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Introduction
Modern police forces are tending to adopt a combination of strategies that encourage: integration, prevention, and cooperation with different sectors of society.  In effect, it was American scholars who in the decade of the 80s of the last century, agreed in affirming that the adoption of this new integral model was necessary, by means of which adequately articulated society and police identify and seek solutions to the problems that affect Citizen Security. This model was called Community Police. Thanks to this combination, similar modalities of Community Police have emerged in different countries, seeking through an approach to the citizenship an improvement of the citizen security model (Nagin, 2015).
Today, the Community Policing model has achieved worldwide prestige and is not limited to the United States, but has transcended borders and police cultures transcending urban and rural realities on five continents. The effectiveness of the police is determined by the crime rate of the region or community. If the crime rate is high, the police efforts are not promising, and if the crime rate is a law it means that the police is doing good in maintaining law and order. The most debated function or procedure of the police to maintain order is the stop and frisk of people in general of a community (Stern, 1967).  
The Need for Police 
To objectively value the utility of the police in society we must first have the main functions of the police forces cleared:
Preventive function:  the mere fact that the police are deployed through the streets implies less opportunity to commit a criminal act. This is explained by the simple fact that no one would commit a crime near a policeman to be arrested.
Repressive function: the police are responsible for ensuring compliance with the duties present in the legal system and the enjoyment of rights. Their mere presence and the correct socialization of the people, with the internalization of the current norms, would be enough to avoid having to apply repressive measures. Unfortunately, some individuals play outside of these norms and this is where the repressive function of the police enters the scene.
As a general rule, citizens do not commit any criminal act. It is not the police, nor the penal sanctions that prevent an individual from breaking any current norm in society; it is the feeling part of it. When we think of some criminal act, we assume that we will not do it because we do not see it right, because it destroys with the established order in which we believe (PUFONG & KLUBALL, 2009).
Social Context of Police Stop and Frisks
The search or frisk is the modality of the personal record that consists of the external, superficial prospection of the body and clothes, including personal objects or hand luggage, in order to discover objects that are not allowed or dangerous, effects of the crime or means of evidence hidden between the suspect’s clothes or body. The frisking is mandatory in the case of arrests, as well as before potentially dangerous suspects. On the other occasions, the practice of frisking will be based on the existence of rational indications that advise it, without in any case being applied arbitrarily. In order to protect the dignity of the detainee, when police officers are forced to perform pat-downs on public roads, they should seek the most suitable and discreet place possible (Avdija, 2014). 
In order to guarantee the safety of the agents acting and of the detainee himself, the objects susceptible of endangering said security must be eliminated, for which a security record of the detainee will be carried out, which will be completed, in a more exhaustive manner. If at the time of registration, the officials who perform it will observe an injury or the prisoner will manifest suffering from it, they will immediately transfer it to a health center for the practice of the appropriate medical examination. The searches will be carried out, unless urgent, by personnel of the same sex as the frisked person, and preferably provided with the adequate protection material, especially when there is a risk of contagious diseases. 
The criterion to be followed always in this operation is that of maximum respect for the sexual identity of the person searched, which should be taken into account especially in the case of transgender people. It is mandatory, for security reasons, to make a search of the detainee at the moment prior to entering a space, which will consist of the registration and search of all the utensils that can carry, among others, in the pockets, linings or folds of cloth. The removal of chains, belts, scarves, laces, watches, rings, lighters, matches or other objects that may be likely to be used by the detainee to self-harm cause injuries or facilitate their escape.
The police have a duty to identify themselves and tell you the degree they hold. If he does not tell you, you should ask him. Do not worry, you are in your right to do it and he will have to answer you. If you detect something strange, you can record the intervention without any problem. Then, you have to ask him the reason why he stopped you. You are in your right to know and he has a duty to tell you. To all this, it is important to know that only a policeman can stop you if you made a violation, involved in a crime or pass through an area where the police are  investigating an offense . If you think the intervention is unfair, you can request the presence of your lawyer. The police will ask for your documents, but they cannot take them. Be attentive to this situation, you cannot go even one second with your documents. Unless you violate what is stated in article 298 of the National Regulations on Traffic and Vehicles, which states that if you do not meet the conditions established to drive, obstruct traffic or watch out for the safety of others, police can retain your driver's license.
The Benefits of Stop and Frisk
[bookmark: _GoBack]When a police officer stops and frisks a person that is under surveillance or is simply acting out of the ordinary or on possible because it is a risk that they take to ensure the safety of others. The simple act of hiding something under a coat by a person at a public place can hint the police officers of anticipating that the person might be hiding a weapon. In this context, if the police officer does not stop and frisk the person there might be a potential threat to the public in that vicinity. This implies the importance of the stop and frisk practice of the police to the residents of a community. 
The growing terrorism in various contexts in any given community increases the need for the police to stop and frisk people that are under reasonable doubt. The stop and frisk practice also lets the criminals retain from carrying weapons with ease. In case of lesser stop and frisking practice the criminals literally have no fear of carrying drugs, weapons and or other unlawful objects. This aspect definitely increases the advantages of stop and frisk to the community then the disturbance it might give to some individuals. The national crime control viewpoint considers stop and frisk as an efficient practice to keep the crime rate at minimum especially in the communities where there is higher rate of crime. 
The concept of stop and frisk was also a tool used to retain the gun control policy of the legal system of any society. The police system believes that direct interaction with the people that are under reasonable doubt may divert from committing a crime if they are intimidated by the police. The criminals have to face major difficulties in concealing weapons or drugs if the police are conducting stop and frisks in any community (Henry, 2002). 
The Use of Excessive Force by Police
Of course, agents are allowed to use force, if a situation justifies it. However, police officers are expected to make a sequence in the use of force, which means that they must only use the amount of force that is justified in a given situation and that is necessary to prevent a suspect from escaping or preventing them from escaping. People are injured or killed. If an agent uses force in excess of what is necessary to obtain custody of a suspect or to prevent injury or death, then the agent may be guilty of using excessive force. Some common examples of excessive force include:
• Physical force against a person who is already in police custody and does not resist being in custody;
• The use of a weapon against a person who does not have a weapon or a person to whom a police officer must reasonably assume that he does not have a weapon, and
• Use of force to intimidate a suspect or witness when making your statement.
Anyone can be a victim of the excessive police force. However, statistics from the Department of Justice indicate that excessive police force is a major problem for the minority population and those police officers need more training in this area (Murphy, 2014).
A Victim Has the Right to Sue
If one has been the victim of the excessive police force or police brutality, then they have the right to claim damages for their injuries. They can file a lawsuit in federal court alleging that the police violated their right consigned in the Fourth Amendment Constitutional to be free from being subjected to arbitrary searches and seizures and the Fourteenth Constitutional Amendment that entitles to equal protection under the law. 
In addition, you can file a claim in accordance with Federal Law of Civil Rights. State law can also give you a viable cause of action before the state court. For example, the Constitution of the State may have similar protection to the Federal Constitution, in addition, if you are injured, or a loved one was killed, for the brutality of the police, then you can file a claim for negligence or wrongful death. The potential defendants in your claim include not only the police agent (s) who acted (rum) with excessive force but also the Police Department and the municipality or government entity that employs them. In addition, you have the right to file a complaint and request an investigation into the activities of the police officer, either before your local police department or the entity in your State that is responsible for such investigations.
Conclusion 
There has been a great debate on the police practicing stop and frisk on people that are under reasonable doubt. The paradox occurs when the police may use excessive force or the person that is being frisked has his rights compromised. The researchers claim that the practice of stop and frisk has the potential to greatly reduce crime in any given community. As per the past records the regions where stop and frisk was practiced had less crime rates then the regions where this practice was not maintained. This finding can also be used to enhance the positive effects of using stop and frisk practice by the police of any community. To conclude, it will be important to say that the current scenario in the country and the terror threats that are common it will be a useful practice by the police to continue the stop and frisk practice so there is lesser chance of a terror threat that can damage the public property and save lives of the community residents. 
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