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You don't often get email from _Learn why this is important

Dear sirs
Planning Application Objection

I am writing to object to the above planning application for the
installation of CCTV cameras and associated poles on the school playing
fields. My reasons for objection are as follows:

1. Unacceptable Impact on Residential Privac
we tive on A <<

adjoining the proposed camera locations. The submitted plans
indicate that the cameras would have direct visibility into both our
home (bedrooms and bathrooms) and our garden. This represents a
significant and unacceptable intrusion into our private living space.
Residents should not be subject to continual surveillance within the
curtilage of their own property.

2. Lack of Justification and Questionable Necessity
The installation of CCTV on school playing fields appears to be
excessive and unnecessary. It is not common practice for schools to
require such surveillance for open playing areas, and no compelling
evidence has been provided to justify it. This raises concerns that
the proposal may have an ulterior motive unrelated to safeguarding
or site security. The scale and nature of the system is
disproportionate to any stated need. The school used these fields for
a number of years previously and clearly didn’t deem cctv
necessary to safeguard the children during this time.

3. Visual Intrusion and Harm to Heritage Parkland Setting
The school asserts that the poles and cameras will not be visually
intrusive, but this is simply not the case. The structures are wholly
unsympathetic to the character of the surrounding heritage
parkland. Their height and industrial appearance will negatively
affect the landscape and contradict the aesthetic and historical value
of the area. The proposal fails to respect or preserve the established
setting.



4. Intimidation on public rights of way: A public right of way runs
through the fields. The presence of high-mounted CCTV cameras
overlooking is likely to create an atmosphere of surveillance that
many locals will find intimidating. Public rights of way are
intended to be open, welcoming, and freely accessible; introducing
monitoring equipment risks discouraging public use.

Conclusion

For the reasons above, serious loss of privacy, insufficient justification,
and clear visual harm to a sensitive heritage environment and
intimidating on public rights of way, we respectfully request that the
application be refused.

Many thanks
Josh & Anna

Sent from my iPhone





