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Rethinking Entrance Control
on University Campuses

Balancing safety and accessiblity on campus

for today’s students

Today’s university campus serves multiple purposes beyond

education, offering spaces for cultural engagement, residential

life, professional collaboration and community outreach.

These functions have enriched
academic campus sites creating
vibrant, multifaceted environments
that extend learning beyond the
lecture theatres. As universities grow
in scale and diversify their offerings,
their physical and digital infrastructure
must evolve to support these
dynamic roles.

This growth presents unique
challenges in managing access

and ensuring safety without
compromising the open, inclusive
ethos that defines higher education.

Legacy infrastructure adds
complexity to this task. Many
campuses are composed of a blend
of historical and modern buildings,
which vary significantly in their ability
to accommodate contemporary
access technologies.

Integrating these disparate elements

into a unified security framework
requires creativity and strategic
investment. It is not merely about
patching gaps but reimagining how
people move through and experience
the campus environment.

Digital Security Concerns

Safety concerns have broadened
in scope. In addition to physical
threats, universities must consider
cybersecurity, data privacy, and the
psychological impact of perceived
safety on students and staff. Public
perception plays a critical role here.

Through social media and rolling
news cycles, minor incidents can

be magnified, fuelling anxiety and
impacting institutional reputation. In
response, universities are increasingly
looking for security solutions that are
not only effective but also discreet,
inclusive, and aligned with academic
values. The goal is to foster a sense

of trust and well-being without
creating barriers to engagement or
learning.

“In response, universities
are increasingly looking
for security solutions that
are not only effective but
also discreet, inclusive,
and aligned with academic
values.”

Historical Context and Trends in
University Security

By setting the scene, the approach
to university security has evolved
significantly over time. Historically,
campuses were designed as open
environments, reflecting ideals of
academic freedom and community
integration.

In the mid-20th century, university
security was largely reactive,
focused on incident response rather



than prevention. Campus police
departments were minimal, and
physical security infrastructure was
limited to basic locks and lighting.

The social upheavals of the 1960s

and 1970s, including protests and

student movements, prompted

the first wave of increased security

awareness, though still rudimentary
by today’s standards.

The 1990s and early 2000s marked
a shift toward more structured
security strategies, driven in part by
incidents of campus violence and a
growing awareness of liability and risk
management.

Technologies such as ID card access,
surveillance cameras, and emergency
call boxes became common. After
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Universities find themselves walking a tightrope between embracing innovation and
preserving the core values of academic openness and trust.

the Virginia Tech incident in 2007,

a national conversation around
campus safety catalysed significant
investment in more comprehensive
and integrated security systems. In
response, many institutions created
full-time emergency management
roles and adopted all-hazards
approaches that emphasised
preparedness, continuity, and
resilience.

More recently, technological
innovation has led to smart security
solutions that integrate with

broader campus management
systems. Biometric access,

mobile credentialing, and real-time
surveillance analytics are now being
adopted, reflecting a proactive, data-
driven approach to safety.

These technologies raise concerns
about privacy and surveillance,
highlighting the ongoing tension
between security and personal
freedom that universities must
navigate.

In many ways, institutions find
themselves walking a tightrope
between embracing innovation
and preserving the core values of
academic openness and trust.

Integrated Entrance Control for
Resilient Operations

The latest entrance control
systems offer a strategic solution
to the complex security needs of
contemporary campuses.

These systems serve as more than
just physical barriers; they are the



SpeedsStile FLs BA1200

SpeedStile FLs BA1200 is a speed gate combining sleek aesthetics
with cutting-edge security. Offering a compact footprint, a high
level of integration and advanced detection technology to prevent
tailgating and piggybacking, it ensures seamless entrance control
in a gate with considered design and minimal visual impact. It’s

an ideal solution to the complex security needs of contemporary
university campuses.

Third-party Verified EPD

SpeedStile FLs BA1200 comes with a third-party verified
EPD (S-P-08912) by EPD International.
Download at www.environdec.com/library/epd8912

digital nervous systems that regulate
the flow of people, manage access students, faculty, IT personnel, and
to sensitive areas and ensure
operational continuity in times of perspectives that inform system
disruption. design. A phased rollout allows for
real-time feedback and adaptation,
By embedding security into the fabric  ensuring the system aligns with
of daily campus life, entrance control
systems can create an environment

that feels both safe and welcoming.

Stakeholder engagement is essential;

facilities managers all bring valuable
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integration with emerging
technologies, and compliance with
regulatory frameworks. Entrance
systems should work seamlessly with
existing platforms such as student
information systems, scheduling
tools, and emergency communication
networks.

If a student withdraws from the
university, their access credentials
should be automatically deactivated
across all systems. If a research lab is
hosting an external guest, temporary
credentials should be easy to issue
and revoke. Real-time updates are
essential in a dynamic environment,
where access permissions often need
to change on short notice.

Technologies that are too
complicated or intrusive will face
resistance, undermining their
effectiveness. Optical turnstiles,
mobile ID apps, and biometric
scanners can offer secure yet fluid
access when designed with usability
in mind.

Accessibility standards must also
be rigorously applied, ensuring
that individuals with disabilities or
unfamiliarity with the technology

“If a student withdraws from the university, their access
credentials should be automatically deactivated across
all systems. If a research lab is hosting an external guest,

temporary credentials should be easy to issue and revoke.”

Planning and implementation are
crucial to the success of these campus culture and operational
systems. Universities must begin requirements.
with a comprehensive security audit
to understand existing vulnerabilities It is important to anticipate future

and usage patterns. needs, including scalability,

can navigate access points with
confidence and ease. Universities
must think beyond legal compliance
and aim for inclusive design that
supports diverse populations.



A Re-evaluation of Security at
Atlanta, Georgia

The experience of a leading university
in Atlanta, Georgia, highlights how
strategic investment in entrance
control can address multiple
institutional challenges.

Faced with mounting security
concerns and budget pressures,

the university re-evaluated its entry
management practices, particularly
in high-traffic areas such as libraries
and dining halls. The previous system
relied heavily on manual staffing,
which was both expensive and prone
to lapses.

The university’s decision to partner
with Gunnebo Entrance Control

was informed by successful
implementations at peer institutions.
Gunnebo’s OptiStile 720 turnstiles
offered a combination of aesthetic
appeal, robust security, and seamless
integration with existing systems.

Linked to the university’s Blackboard
platform, the new setup enabled
real-time credential validation.
Students could access facilities using
their existing IDs, and unauthorised
access became virtually impossible.

The implementation phase was
notable for its inclusive approach.
Accessibility was prioritised, with
wide lanes, touch-free interfaces,
and multilingual visual prompts to
accommodate the diverse campus
population.

Feedback mechanisms were

“Faced with mounting
security concerns and
budget pressures, the
university re-evaluated its
entry management practices,
particularly in high-traffic
areas such as libraries and
dining halls.”

established early, allowing the
university to tweak functionality
and improve user experience. For
instance, initial confusion around
turnstile operation led to enhanced
signage and on-site assistance
during the first few weeks. Staff
training was also emphasised,
ensuring that any technical issues or
user concerns could be addressed
promptly.

The benefits were immediate and
measurable. Unauthorised access
dropped significantly, particularly

in dining halls where the university
previously faced revenue losses.
Staffing costs were reduced, and
security personnel were redeployed
to higher-value tasks.

The availability of granular usage
data allowed administrators to refine
operational strategies, from meal
planning to facility maintenance
schedules. Perhaps most importantly,
students reported a heightened
sense of safety and a greater respect
for institutional resources.

The implications of this transformation
extend beyond operational efficiency.
By aligning security measures with
user expectations and institutional
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values, the university demonstrated
that technology could be an enabler
rather than a barrier.

The data generated by the system
became a powerful tool for strategic
decision-making, informing everything
from capital planning to student
service delivery. Other universities
considering similar upgrades can
draw on this example to advocate

for a holistic approach that combines
technology, policy, and community
engagement.

Looking Forward: A Strategic
Vision for Safer, Smarter
Campuses

The future of campus security lies in
systems that are not only smart but
also adaptive. Artificial intelligence
and machine learning will play an
increasingly prominent role, enabling
predictive analytics that can forecast
access patterns, identify anomalies,
and optimise resource deployment.

Al could alert administrators to
unusual traffic spikes in a specific
building, prompting a quick
investigation or the reallocation of
security personnel. These systems
could also learn from historical data
to optimise flow patterns during peak
hours or special events.

Integration with emergency response
protocols is key. Future systems will
need to dynamically alter access
permissions during crises, such

as locking down specific zones or
directing occupants toward safe
exits.



Mobile apps linked to entrance
systems could push real-time
alerts and guidance, on a basis,
ensuring coordinated responses
across campus. In scenarios such
as active shooter threats or severe
weather events, these technologies
could make a tangible difference in
response time and outcome.

Cybersecurity is a top priority. As
entrance systems collect more data
and interface with multiple platforms,
the risk of digital intrusion grows.
Institutions must invest in robust
encryption, regular audits, and

staff training to safeguard sensitive
information and maintain trust.

Policies must be established to
govern data retention, usage, and
sharing, ensuring that privacy rights
are upheld even as security needs
evolve. Compliance with global
standards such as GDPR and
emerging national regulations will be
essential.

Design will continue to influence
system adoption. Aesthetics matter,
particularly in recruitment and student
experience.

Transparent materials, ambient
lighting, and low-noise operation

can make security features feel

less invasive and more aligned with
the architectural ethos of modern
campuses. Universities should not
have to choose between functionality
and form.

By engaging architects, designers,

and user experience experts early in
the process, institutions that partner
with specialist entrance control
systems contribute to the overall
campus ambiance.

Collaboration with industry partners
such as Gunnebo Entrance Control
support universities to stay ahead of
emerging threats and technological
shifts. This includes offering regular
updates, training, and strategic
consultations.

Universities, for their part, must
present internal collaboration
between IT, facilities, academic
leadership, and student groups to
ensure that security systems evolve
in a way that reflects the needs
and values of the entire community.
Governance structures such as
security councils or task forces can
facilitate this process.

The goal is to create an environment
where safety is not just a protocol but
a seamless experience. An effective
entrance control system empowers
individuals by offering both freedom
and protection.

It allows students to explore,

faculty to teach, and visitors to
engage without fear. In doing so, it
strengthens the academic mission
and supports the broader societal
role that universities play. As the line
between physical and digital spaces
continues to blur, campuses that
embrace integrated, responsive, and
inclusive security systems will be best
positioned to thrive.
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Conclusion

In an era of increasing complexity
and risk, entrance control is no longer
a peripheral concern. It is a central
pillar of institutional resilience and
academic excellence. The evolution
of campus security from reactive to
proactive, from manual to intelligent,
reflects broader shifts in education,
technology, and society.

By embracing context-sensitive,
inclusive, and adaptive systems,
universities can navigate the tension
between openness and control
with confidence and clarity. With
experienced partners like Gunnebo
Entrance Control, the path forward
is not only feasible but filled with
potential. A secure campus is not
a fortress - it is a foundation for
freedom of learning, discovery, and
trust.






