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university  auditorium
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A university’s decision to install surveillance cameras in
student auditoriums amounted to a breach of their human rights
to privacy of the two professors who taught in them.

https://www.bdbf.co.uk/surveillance-cameras-university-auditorium-violated-professors-human-rights/
https://www.bdbf.co.uk/surveillance-cameras-university-auditorium-violated-professors-human-rights/
https://www.bdbf.co.uk/surveillance-cameras-university-auditorium-violated-professors-human-rights/
https://www.bdbf.co.uk/surveillance-cameras-university-auditorium-violated-professors-human-rights/


The  University  of  Montenegro  had  decided  to  install
surveillance cameras in student auditoriums. It claimed it was
doing so for the protection of property and people and in
order to monitor teaching. The two affected professors brought
claims challenging that decision.

The European Court of Human Rights held that the decision to
install the cameras was a breach of the professors’ privacy
rights. Although Article 8 of the European Convention on Human
Rights bestows the right to respect for private and family
life, “private life” should be interpreted broadly to include
private  social  lives.  This  may  also  include  professional
activity which takes place in public.

In addition to teaching, the professors interacted with their
students socially in the auditoriums. It was therefore like
any  other  workplace,  so  surveillance  of  it  (whether  done
openly or covertly) constitutes an intrusion into employees’
private lives.

In  that  case,  the  university’s  surveillance  could  only
continue if it went no further than is necessary in pursuit of
a legitimate aim. Whilst protection of people and property
could be a legitimate aim in the abstract, in this case there
was  no  evidence  of  people  or  property  being  at  risk.
Therefore, the measures could not be justified by reference to
that aim. The monitoring of teaching, on the other hand, was
not capable of being a legitimate aim.

Antović and Mirković v Montenegro (Application no. 70 838/13)
[2017] ECHR 1068
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