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Dear Mr Johnson, 

Planning Application 07/1106/FUL (Revolution, 3 - 8 Downing Street) 

This letter is a formal objection to this application to amend permitted delivery hours. 

Other than a change of ownership, nothing has changed materially since the planning 
permission the applicant wishes to amend was granted. Therefore there is nothing to justify 
making this change. The original reasons for the condition 7 still stand. The applicant may 
find this condition inconvenient but they had ample opportunity to understand its implications 
in their due diligence process before they took over the premises in this busy City Centre 
location. Cambridge cyclists should not have to suffer hazards because of the reluctance of 
the bar’s suppliers to get out of bed earlier. 

Furthermore, we have considerable 
photographic and witness evidence that the 
applicants (and their predecessors) have 
repeatedly and persistently infringed this 
condition of the planning application, 
including during the peak period. Many 
Cycling Campaign members have told us 
that deliveries to Revolution have blocked 
the contraflow cycle lane for prolonged 
periods. We know that City Council Planning 
Officers have been contacted by our 
members on several occasions when 
delivery vehicles have been present during 
non-permitted hours. On one occasion the 
manager of Revolution was extremely 
abusive towards a complainant and delivery 
drivers often swear at anyone who tries to 
tell them that they are not allowed to deliver 
there. 

Mr Paul Johnson 
Development Control 
Environment & Planning 
Cambridge City Council 
The Guildhall 
Cambridge CB2 3QJ 

September 2007: deliveries to Revolution 
completely and illegally block the 
mandatory cycle lane, and most of the 
footway 
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It is astonishing that the applicant’s letter accompanying 
the application makes no reference to the mandatory 
contraflow cycle lane outside the premises. They say 
“Downing Street is a one way street with traffic moving in 
an easterly direction using two lanes”. This is simply 
incorrect. It is as if the applicant is unaware of the 
existence of the cycle lane. This presumably means that 
they are also unaware of, or intend their delivery drivers to 
wilfully ignore, the rules governing the cycle lane, namely 
that it is illegal for delivery drivers to cross the line of this 
lane to make deliveries at any time irrespective of the 
planning condition. 

The contraflow lane is busy with cyclists throughout the 
day. ‘Rush hour’ has little significance in this City Centre 
location, especially for cyclists. As the photograph shows, 
delivery vehicles also often park right across the footway 
impeding the considerable flow of pedestrians.  

When they say in their letter (first quoting the planning 
condition) ‘in order to minimise the interruption to free 
flowing traffic along Downing Street (the inference is that 

servicing needs to avoid the morning “rush hour” traffic)’, the applicants are incorrect. It is 
impossible to park across the contraflow cycle lane without interrupting the free flow of 
(cycle) traffic – the entire lane is always blocked. This is not pedantry: cycles are vehicles 
too, in very significant numbers in this location. A recent count showed 223 cycles using the 
contraflow lane in the half-hour 9.45-10.15am: ten per minute. Cycles in Downing Street 
comprised 79% (sic) of the total traffic flow in that half hour and 70% of those were using the 
contraflow lane. By ignoring this in their application the applicants are showing contempt 
towards the cyclists who use this lane. 

We would have no objection to the applicants using their own loading bay for deliveries 
(presumably by arranging transhipment to smaller vehicles better suited to this narrow, busy 
City Centre environment). However, their letter makes it clear that they want to receive 
deliveries on the street – and thereby completely block the cycle lane – for up to an hour at a 
time. 

By parking in the contraflow lane, delivery vehicles put cyclists in a highly hazardous position 
where they have to cycle into the opposing lane of otherwise one-way traffic. Also this puts 
cyclists in a position where they commit an offence themselves in order to pass the delivery 
vehicle if they are to continue cycling. It would be irresponsible of the City Council to approve 
a planning application that requires people to commit an offence in order to continue to use 
the street.  

Contrary to approving this application, we think that the City Council should use available 
evidence to apply sanctions against the applicants repeated infringement of the existing 
condition. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
on behalf of Cambridge Cycling Campaign, 
 
 
 

David Earl 

August 14, 8:40 am. Delivery 
to Revolution completely 
blocks the cycle lane. 


