


The school claims CCTV is required for safeguarding, yet pupils are always supervised by
staff and the site is used by the school for short, scheduled lessons only. BS9 has one of the
lowest crime rates in Bristol, and no incidents have been reported since June 2020. The
proposed coverage of 100% of a 22-acre field, 24/7, is excessive and fails the test of
necessity and proportionality under the Surveillance Camera Code of Practice.

4. Visual and Heritage Harm

The 6m pole will be highly visible from our property and from public rights of way,
introducing urbanising clutter into a heritage parkland setting. This conflicts with Sections
66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, the NPPF,
and local policies DM17 and BCS22. The cumulative impact of eight poles will destroy
the openness and amenity of this Important Open Space.

5. Lack of Enforceable Privacy Safeguards

The applicant suggests residents may “view coverage after installation,” but this is not a
legal safeguard. There is no mechanism for independent auditing or enforcement. Privacy
zones can be overridden or reset by software updates, leaving residents exposed. This
uncertainty is unacceptable and contrary to UK GDPR and Data Protection Act 2018
obligations.

Conclusion

The proposed CCTV application, and specifically, camera 7 will cause unacceptable harm
to our residential privacy, our family life, visual amenity, and the historic parkland setting,
with no proven necessity or enforceable mitigation. We respectfully request that the
application be refused in the strongest possible terms.

Yours faithfully,

Mr and Mrs Alexander Moyle




