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o The subject of surveillance remains an ideological battleground, but whatever view
one takes of its purposes and outcomes, it must be remembered that technologies
such as CCTV do not exist in a cultural vacuum, and are inextricably entwined with
the human motives, values and behaviour of both observers and observed.
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FURTHER READING

g vast ha’s thg subject of surveilla.nce now become, and so expansive is the
criminological literature on the subject, that this chapter has been able to do
10 more than scratch the surface. By including discussions of surveillance as
entertainment, and the surveillant properties of Internet sites like Facebook, it
has selectively picked out some themes which strike a chord with discussions
throughout Media & Crime. Inevitably, however, this has been at the expense
of more detailed analyses of the surveillance-governance-security nexus,
which is more commonly addressed in criminological circles. The most com-
prehensive and up-to-date overviews of surveillance are: Coleman, R. and
McCahill, M. (2010) Surveillance and Crime (Sage), and Mathiesen, T. (2013)
Towards a Surveillant Society (Waterside Press). Also excellent are: B. G.oold
and D. Neyland (eds) (2009) New Directions in Surveillance and Privacy

(Wilan/Routledge); K. F. Aas, H. O. Gundhus and H. M. Lomel (eds) (?0083
Technologies of InSecurity: The Surveillance of Everyday Life (Routledge); an

K. Haggerty and R. Ericson (eds) (2006) The New Politics of .Suweiﬁangueb?enccz
Visibility (Toronto University Press). David Lyon has been prolific Oglis:ed e
of surveillance and all his books are worth a look, including his Pu
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