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-- BEGINS --

AS ANOTHER STUDY CONFIRMS INEFFECTIVENESS OF CCTV, CAMPAIGN GROUP
CALLS ON PUBLIC TO ACT

The mainstream media has been awash with stories of the ineffectiveness of CCTV in light
of a recent report conducted by The Campbell Collaboration. 'Effects of Closed Circuit
Television Surveillance on Crime' is a meta-analysis of 41 CCTV evaluations in four main
settings: city and town centres; public housing; public transport; and car parks.

The Campbell Collaboration report, a summary of which is to be made available to UK police
forces this summer, concludes:

“Exactly what the optimal circumstances are for effective use of CCTV schemes is not
entirely clear at present, and this needs to be established by future evaluation
research (see below). But it is important to note that the success of the CCTV
schemes in car parks was mostly limited to a reduction in vehicle crimes (the only
crime type measured in 5 of the 6 schemes) and camera coverage was high for those
evaluations that reported on it. In the national British evaluation of the effectiveness of
CCTV, Farrington (2007b) found that effectiveness was significantly correlated with
the degree of coverage of the CCTV cameras, which was greatest in car parks.
Furthermore, all 6 car park schemes included other interventions, such as improved
lighting and security guards [emphasis added]. It is plausible to suggest that CCTV
schemes with high coverage and other interventions and targeted on vehicle crimes
are effective.

“Conversely, the evaluations of CCTV schemes in city and town centers and public
housing measured a much larger range of crime types and only a small number of
studies involved other interventions. These CCTV schemes, as well as those focused
on public transport, did not have a significant effect on crime.” [Page 19: Reviewers’
conclusions, Implications for practice]

Charles Farrier of No CCTV said:

“This is what No CCTV and others have been saying for some time - CCTV is not an
effective crime fighting tool. And this is not the first report to reach this conclusion - a
similar Home Office study in 2002 [2] said the same thing. But rather than halt CCTV
expansion in the wake of such reports CCTV use has increased. The Home Office will
call for more studies in the hope that one will give the answer they want. But the
important thing to take from this latest report is that it is up to the public not the
government to halt CCTV expansion.”

“Decisions about CCTYV installation are made at a local level by local councils. The
public must take on board the findings in this study. Many people believe that they are
trading a little bit of freedom for increased security or crime prevention - this simply is
not true. We must hold the custodians of public money to account. We must demand
that they prove the case for CCTV with real evidence to back it up before wasting yet



more money on this illiberal technology. It is up to all of us to stop the spread of
surveillance before it is too late.”

As Sir Ken Macdonald QC, the outgoing Director of Public Prosecutions warned last year
with regards to the growing surveillance state:

“[...] we should take very great care to imagine the world we are creating before we build
it. We might end up living with something we can't bear.” [3]

-- ENDS --
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NOTES TO EDITORS:
1. No CCTV is a UK group campaigning against the excessive use of surveillance cameras
in the UK. Their homepage is at www.no-cctv.org.uk

2. For further information contact Charles Farrier at press@no-cctv.org.uk



