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The  Chinese  State  is  watching  us  on  Surrey
Council’s  cctv?
7 July 2026

Surrey  County  Council  is  deploying  CCTV  cameras  from  a  Chinese  manufacturer  which  has  been  banned  from
government departments over national security concerns.

Cameras made by Hikvision, a company partly owned by the Chinese state, are in use in council libraries in several towns
and villages across Surrey.

These include sites in Guildford, Ash, Chertsey, Cobham, Farnham, Merstham and New Haw, according to a Freedom of
Information response to the Local Democracy Reporting Service (LDRS).

Chinese law dictates that any companies operating within China must hand over data to the government in Beijing on
demand, which prompted the UK to stop the installation of Chinese-made surveillance cameras in “sensitive sites” across
Westminster in 2022.

However, this directive does not apply to local government and other public sector bodies at present.

A Surrey County Council spokesperson told the LDRS that its library cameras operate as closed systems, meaning they
are not connected to any corporate networks or the internet.

They said: “As a result, the primary risks normally associated with these devices – such as remote access or cyber
vulnerabilities – do not apply in this case. The main residual risk would be physical access. However, all units are located
within staff-only areas and are appropriately secured. Therefore, the risk level is considered low and appropriately
managed within the current setup.”

Hikvision has also faced criticism over its alleged links to the mass repression of Uyghur Muslims in China’s Xinjiang
region, where the company’s surveillance technology has been reportedly deployed. Hikvision denies any direct role in
human rights abuses.

In 2022, a report by the Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights stated that “serious human rights
violations” had been committed against the Uyghur people of Xinjiang.

As many as one million Uyghurs are believed to have been detained in camps and across the region since 2017. The
Chinese government denies human rights abuses, and claims the camps are for educational and training purposes.

But analysts have pointed to reports of forced labour and torture inflicted upon the Uyghurs, and have urged authorities
in the UK to review their policies towards Hikvision.

Senior Policy Director at the China Strategic Risks Institute Sam Goodman told the LDRS: “After several years of public
reporting regarding allegations of Hikvision’s links to human rights violations in Xinjiang and the government banning
Hikvision from Whitehall citing national security concerns, there really isn’t an excuse for councils like Surrey County
Council continuing to use these cameras.”

A Hikvision spokesperson told the LDRS their products meet “strict security requirements” and “comply fully” with UK
laws and regulations.

They added: “Our position on human rights is a matter of public record. We have never knowingly or intentionally
committed human rights abuses, and we never will. Hikvision has joined the UN Global Compact, committing to its Ten
Principles on human rights, labour, environment and anti-corruption.”

James Moules Local Democracy Reporter

Image: Hikvision CCTV camera (Credit: Pixabay)
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Calling for new Guildford railway station
7 July 2026

Guildford’s  MP  has  reiterated  calls  for  a  third  railway  station  to  be  built  in  the  town,  saying  public  transport
infrastructure “must be delivered” alongside new house building.

Zöe Franklin has urged the government to revive plans for a Guildford West train station, which would be located in the
Park Barn area.

Plans for the new station have been floated as far back as the 1990s, but have yet to materialise despite advocates
arguing it would boost connectivity to Royal Surrey County Hospital and the University of Surrey.

Ms Franklin told the Local Democracy Reporting Service (LDRS): “The western part of Guildford is growing rapidly.

“New housing developments will bring thousands of new residents to an area that’s already under-served by public
transport.

“We must join up housing, transport and economic growth alongside infrastructure, not try to retro-fit it, when congestion
and other problems have become ingrained and it becomes, I would argue, a much bigger project.”

If fully realised, Guildford West station would operate on the North Downs Line – which runs from Reading through
Guildford and links up to Gatwick Airport.

In 2019, it was reported that the station could be on course to open by 2025, but the project is still yet to materialise. 

Surrey County Council reportedly set aside hundreds of thousands of pounds for the project over the years.

Surrey Live reported in January that the authority’s  ambitions for the project remain unchanged, although further
national funding would be needed for it to proceed.

Ms Franklin, who had been a Guildford Borough councillor before her election as an MP, added: “By providing a realistic
alternative to car travel for thousands of existing and future residents, a new station could help reduce traffic-related
emissions, supporting both local environmental objectives and national net-zero goals.”

She further said that Guilford’s high housing costs mean many of the town’s workers cannot afford to live locally, and that
improving rail links would broaden the labour market for businesses.

“I’ve been supporting this project since I was first elected as a councillor to Guildford Borough Council nearly 20 years
ago,” she said.

“Now representing Guildford as MP, it’s given me more opportunities and a louder voice to work on this in earnest.”

James Moules Local Democracy Reporter

Zöe Franklin At London Road Station (Credit: Zöe Franklin)

Guildford clean air zone rejected
7 July 2026

A clean air zone will not be coming to Guildford after councillors accepted a report saying the costs would outweigh the
benefits of such a scheme.

Guildford Borough Council’s cabinet was presented with a report into measures to stem the level of harmful air pollution
in the town.
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The possibility of a clean air zone for Guildford was raised in a draft air quality action plan, although it sparked concerns
over its potential economic impact on the town.

Councillor Merel Rehorst-Smith said: “A clean air zone scored highly as a measure capable of delivering air quality
improvements within a relatively short timeframe. 

“However,  it  was  recognised  that  introducing  a  clean  air  zone  would  have  significant  implications  for  residents,
businesses, and visitors, and therefore a detailed economic feasibility assessment was commissioned before any decision
could be made.” 

Clean air zones have become increasingly common in cities and towns across Britain over the past few years, many of
which see high-polluting vehicles charged a small fee for entering the area.

However, some schemes opt for traffic control measures instead of charges on motorists.

The London Ultra Low Emission Zone is one of the best known examples, which sees vehicles that do not meet emission
standards billed £12.50 to drive within its borders.

A feasibility study into a possible Guildford clean air zone found that such a measure could bring significant costs, and
instead recommended targeted interventions in pollution hotspots and incentives for active travel.

It was considered by the council’s overview and scrutiny committee earlier this month, where report lead Dr Margarethe
Theseira told councillors: “The reason a clean air zone or low emission zone is not proportionate to local need is that the
air quality is very much concentrated on one site, at Park Street. 

“And so it made a broader scheme disproportionate in scale and cost. There are alternative measures you can do to
improve air quality at Park Street.”

The research found that Park Street saw especially high levels of pollution as vehicles are forced to drive uphill before
being held at traffic lights.

Better traffic management and engineering solutions were floated as options to alleviate nitrogen dioxide spikes in the
area rather than a blanket clean air zone for the entire town.

Councillor Rehorst-Smith said: “The study concludes that a clean air zone would not be a proportionate or economically
justified intervention for addressing the air quality issues identified. 

“Instead, the study implements a package of targeted measures focused on promoting active and sustainable travel,
improving traffic management, and delivering local mitigation measures.”

Guildford Borough Council’s cabinet resolved to note the conclusions and recommendations of the feasibility report.

Councillors also agreed to report its findings to the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs and report back
on a revised draft Air Quality Action Plan within six months.

James Moules Local Democracy Reporter

Park Street Guildford (Credit: Google Maps)
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Mayoralty is not for Surrey Leader
7 July 2026

Surrey County Council’s outgoing leader says he will not seek to become the county’s mayor if and when the role is
created.

Councillor Tim Oliver, who has led the county council since 2018, is serving a final stint in office ahead of the area’s move
to two new unitary councils in East and West Surrey – which will take full effect next April.

It comes as part of a wider restructuring of local government, in which many areas with separate county and district
councils are seeing them merged into single, unitary authorities.
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While this transition is going ahead in Surrey, central government has not yet signed off on a subsequent phase that
would see the county get a directly elected mayor.

However, Councillor Oliver has told the Local Democracy Reporting Service (LDRS) he will not stand for the mayoralty
when the office is formally established.

He said: “We’re entering a different world, and at some point perhaps I would have gone for the mayoralty, but I decided
a couple of years ago that I would sort of see through this restructuring, and then dip out.”

“One of the things I’m hoping that will happen is these two new unitaries will create their own new culture,” he added.

West and East Surrey’s first elections were held last month, which saw the Liberal Democrats gain majorities in both
“shadow authorities”.

These authorities will now be tasked with getting the new councils up and running in time for April 2027, when they will
formally take the reins from Surrey County Council and the various district councils.

Unitary authorities exist to manage all local government functions in their area, while the previous model of county and
district councils saw these responsibilities split between the two.

District councils would manage services such as council tax and bin collections, while the county council oversaw social
care, education and highways.

Councillor Oliver said the new unitary system had the potential to be “a much simpler, more streamlined, more resident-
focused system”.

Reflecting on his time as leader, Councillor Oliver said getting the county council onto a “strong financial footing” was
among his proudest achievements, saying: “I think we can hold our head up high, certainly compared with many other
councils.”

Moving the county council back into the county was also high on his list of top accomplishments over the past eight years.

“That meant that we then got on and got ourselves properly set up for agile working just before Covid hit – and had we
not done that, there would have been real difficulties.” 

He added: “I think ultimately I would like to think we have changed the culture from a kind of ‘the answer’s no, now
what’s the question’ to a ‘can-do’ authority.”

Councillor Oliver said his “expectation” is that Surrey could be ready for the 2028 wave of mayoral elections – alongside
new authorities Greater Essex, Norfolk & Suffolk, Hampshire & the Solent, and Sussex & Brighton – if the green light is
received from central government.

“We’ve got a conversation with the other Surrey leaders about going forward with a foundation strategic authority, which
is the next stepping stone before you can get the mayoral strategic authority,” he said.

“And the government is saying push on with the creation of a foundation strategic authority by the first of April 2027 and
if we do that it’s not an expensive next step.”

The Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government was contacted for comment. 

The department previously told Surrey Live that a decision on whether Surrey will get a mayor “has not been confirmed”
and that they are simply “committed to working with partners to establish a strategic authority for the area”.

James Moules Local Democracy Reporter

Cllr Tim Oliver, Surrey County Council leader, making his final address to full council as the outgoing leader. (Credit:
Surrey County Council livestream)
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