
West Way Community Concern 

Response to Planning Application P19/V1637/DIS. 

This application is to discharge Planning Conditions 24 - CCTV & ANPR.  The reason for the condition 

is “to ensure effective management of this site, prevention of crime and to ensure the development is 

not detrimental to the amenity of nearby residents”.  

A comprehensive CCTV system is needed to assure security and safety, especially of vulnerable 

residents (students), through safety by design. Particular areas of concern are the enclosed car park 

areas, the narrow walkways between buildings, and the entrances to student residences and bicycle 

stores.   

West Way Community Concern have the following concerns about the application, and hope that 

these comments will be taken into consideration by the Planning Authority. 

1. The absence of any accompanying narrative or briefing documents makes it difficult to 

ascertain what design parameters were imposed, or what protocols or standards have been 

applied, and thus whether the system as presented is fit for purpose.   

2. Particularly concerning is the commentary on the plans (drawing 215-UPY-204, Security Note 

9) which states “CCTV scheme rationalised in line with BDC instructions 5th March 2019. 13 

no. external cameras omitted (12 no. fixed and 1 no. PTZ). As agreed with BDC the 

rationalisation of cameras may compromise the extent of site-wide coverage, which is 

understood. Areas of risk shall be identified by security / CCTV specialist sub-contractor and 

reviewed in due course.”  This proposal is therefore a rationalised version of a more 

comprehensive proposal, presumably to save costs to the detriment of public security.  We 

would expect the application to be accompanied by papers which describe the extent of this 

decrease.  It is also not clear what is meant by the statement that the areas of risk would be 

reviewed in due course, given that the planning requirement would be to install the CCTV 

scheme as approved. 

3. The plans are difficult to interpret as they only show the maximum theoretical area of 

coverage of each camera.  No account has been taken of the shielding effect of buildings 

(as the cameras are to be placed at a height of about 6 m, and all the buildings are of at least 

three stories, all intervening buildings will completely obstruct vision).  It is also not clear 

whether the cameras will continuously record activity in the whole of their area of coverage, 

or whether they will automatically change direction and focus.  A small number of areas, 

particularly along the sides of buildings, do not seem to have coverage.  

4. No information is provided on CCTV coverage of the car park areas – important for public 

safety and for monitoring of the unenclosed student bicycle racks located in the lower car 

park.  A note on the plans indicates that the Deck Car Park CCTV is outside of the scope of 

the plans, and is contained in “TB&A” design drawings.  These plans should be submitted in 

this application.  

5. Most of the Block F parking, particularly the area adjoining the church, has no CCTV 

coverage, and most of the Arthray Road access will only be visible through private gardens.  

6. Note 3 on the drawing 215-UPY-204 states “Until Block A is constructed and associated CCTV 

has been installed, final CCTV coverage requirements across Public Realm shall not be 

attained”. 

7. According to the plans and associated notes the 25 cameras will record continuously 24 hrs 

per day, at a quality suitable for facial recognition, generating a substantial amount of stored 

data. Recording equipment will be located in the plant room on the lower car park level.  



There will be no monitoring equipment on site (Note 6). It is not clear if this is standard 

practice for such a security installation.   It is not clear how the recordings will be stored and 

archived, and how the appropriate authorities and stakeholders (Savills, Student 

Management Company, Thames Valley Police) will access them. It seems clear that they will 

function for crime detection but not for crime prevention, as the CCTV footage will only be 

viewed after an incident. 

8. The cameras covering the rear of Block D also cover significant portions of gardens in 

Arthray Road, and in one case extend to the rear of a house. Will there be any threat to 

privacy for these residents? 

Conclusion.  The plans do not seem to provide complete CCTV coverage or convincing crime 

prevention provision. The applicant admits that the security has been compromised by the deletion 

of 13 cameras from the scheme. Block A cameras are needed to provide full coverage of the public 

realm, which will not be achieved until after the first buildings are scheduled to be occupied. There is 

a concern about the privacy of adjacent properties. 

We have been assured by BDC that they will engage with the Crime Prevention Design Advisor of 

Thames Valley Police in finalising the design of this development. It is not clear that any such 

engagement has informed this scheme. It is important that the scheme should be thoroughly 

scrutinised by the appropriate authorities to ensure that it is viable and meets current standards and 

best practice. 
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