
 

SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 
Report of: The Effectiveness of CCTV in South Holland Task Group 
 
To:    Cabinet – 19 February 2013  
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Subject: Interim Report of the Effectiveness of CCTV in South Holland Task 

Group 
 
Purpose: To present the Interim Report of the Effectiveness of CCTV in 

South Holland Task Group 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1.0 BACKGROUND 
 
1.1 The Performance Monitoring Panel set up a Task Group in 2009 to consider 

the Effectiveness of CCTV, and the Cabinet considered the Task Group’s 
recommendations in June 2010.  Since then, the Performance Monitoring 
Panel had monitored Portfolio Holder progress on these recommendations. 
On 6 November 2012, the Panel agreed to re-convene the Task Group, with 
the following Terms of Reference: 

 
1.2 ‘To examine the effectiveness of the Council’s CCTV service and prospects 

for future provision’.   
 
1.3 The methodology of the review had consisted of interviewing a number of key 

people who were involved in managing and utilising the existing system.  This 
included: 

 

• Councillor C N Worth – Portfolio Holder for Localism and the Big Society 

• Riana Rudland – Community Development Manager 

• Emily Holmes – Community Development Team Leader 

• Inspector J Tyner – Lincolnshire Police 

• Councillor G Aley – Spalding Town Forum 

• Mr S Grimston – Grimston Technical Services (current service provider) 
 
1.4 The Task Group had not yet concluded its work, but given recent 

developments regarding a possible countywide CCTV system, had produced 
an interim report for consideration. This had been considered by the 
Performance Monitoring Panel on 29 January 2013.   The Chairman of the 
Task Group had advised the Panel that, as there were currently a number of 
issues around the future of CCTV provision, the Task Group thought it 

Recommendations:  
 
That the recommendations contained within the Interim Report of the 
Effectiveness of CCTV in South Holland Task Group be considered. 
 



 

necessary to make recommendations to Cabinet to reassure local residents 
that CCTV provision would continue. 

 
1.5 The Task Group’s Interim Report is attached at Appendix 1. 
 
2.0 OPTIONS 
 
2.1 The Cabinet may: 
 

a) Approve the Task Group’s Interim Report and recommendations; 
b) Not approve the Task Group’s Interim Report and/or suggest that some or 

all of the recommendations be amended; or 
c) Do nothing  

 
If the recommendations are not approved, reasons why will need to be given. 

 
3.0 REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
3.1 The Task Group has not yet concluded its work but given recent 

developments regarding a possible countywide CCTV system, an interim 
report for the Cabinet’s consideration has been produced. 

 
4.0 EXPECTED BENEFITS AND TIMELINES 
 
4.1 The current system, although not without its flaws, does provide a valuable 

service to South Holland and appears to be extensively used for downloads.  
Potential solutions to provision for the future have been discussed but are at a 
much higher cost than the present system. The Task Group’s 
recommendations would provide time to resolve the issues with the current 
system and to consider future provision.  The Task Group consider that it is 
not the right time to procure a new system for the following reasons: 

 

• New technology will be available within 3 – 12 months; 

• The current system remains serviceable for the foreseeable future, at the 
very minimum, until evaluation of the benefit of new technology has 
occurred; and 

• The cost of the current system is relatively low. 
 
5.0 IMPLICATIONS 
 
5.1 Carbon Footprint & Environmental Issues 
 
5.1.1 Carbon Footprint and Environmental Issues implications have been 

considered and in the opinion of the report writer, there are none. 
 
5.2 Constitution & Legal 
 
5.2.1 There would be no constitutional implications and any legal implications would 

be in the form of contracts (see below). 
 



 

5.3 Contracts 
 
5.3.1 If the recommendations are agreed by the Cabinet, there would be legal 

implications regarding contracts. 
 
5.4 Crime and Disorder  
 
5.4.1 Although no statistical evidence has been made available, anecdotally the 

provision of CCTV reduces crime and assists with the conviction of criminals. 
 
5.5 Equality and Diversity & Human Rights 
 
5.5.1 Equality and Diversity and Human Rights implications have been considered 

and in the opinion of the report writer, there are none. 
 
5.6 Financial  
 
5.6.1 SHDC contribution to the current CCTV provision is contained within the 

proposed base budget at current levels for 2013/14, pending the decisions of 
parishes as to whether they wish to continue.  Money was set aside from 
reserves from savings within community development in the last financial year 
(2011/12) which could be drawn down to support interim arrangements if 
agreed. 

 
5.7 Risk Management  
 
5.7.1 Risk Management implications have been considered and in the opinion of the 

report writer, there are none. 
 
5.8 Staffing 
 
5.8.1 Staffing implications have been considered and in the opinion of the report 

writer, there are none. 
  
5.9 Stakeholders / Consultation 
 
5.9.1 The Task Group has spoken to stakeholders who have informed the 

recommendations. 
  
6.0 WARDS/COMMUNITIES AFFECTED 
 
6.1 The following wards will be affected – Central Spalding wards, Crowland, 

Holbeach, Long Sutton and Sutton Bridge 
 
___________________________________________________________________ 
 
Background papers:- None 
___________________________________________________________________ 
 
 



 

Lead Contact Officer 
Name/Post:    Emily Spicer, Environmental Services Co-ordinator 
Telephone Number:  01775 764884  
Email:     espicer@sholland.gov.uk 
 
Key Decision: 
Yes 
 
Exempt Decision: 
No  
 
Appendices attached to this report:  
Appendix A Interim Report of the Effectiveness of CCTV in South 

Holland Task Group 


