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Please forward this email and attachment to the appropriate officer – Georgia Quinn(?)
 
Submission regarding DA2020/0666 – 128 Queenscliff Rd, Queenscliff, 2096.
 
We, the owners of , strongly object to DA2020/0666.
Our reasons are:
1. Significant loss of ocean views from  
2. Winter overshadowing of units at .
3. Non-compliance with side boundary envelope and side wall height requirements.
We request that the current DA be rejected. 
 
Please find attached our detailed submission.
 
As indicated on the NBC website, we request that our personal information (e.g. phone number,
address, name, email address) be redacted.
 

Owners of 
Contact email:
Contact phone: 





are more important than our established amenity.  Step 2 is also incorrect in implying the loss would 

be of a seated view only.  Photo 1 shows this error.  

Step 3 assumes that the value we place on the current sightline to Queenscliff beach is not 

significant in comparison to the views that will remain.  This assumption is incorrect – we highly 

value the existing view.  

Step 4 acknowledges the non-compliance regarding wall height and building envelope.  This is not a 

reason to conclude that our view loss is acceptable, rather it is a reason to reject the current 

proposal. 

 

2. Winter overshadowing of units at . 

See Fig. 2.  The additional shadow will block winter sunlight in a number of unit windows in the 

block.  More significantly, it will block sunlight to the nearest balconies after 9am as the shadow 

tracks to the south east during the morning. 

 

3. Non-compliance with side boundary envelope and side wall height requirements. 

As admitted in the STATEMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS, the proposed extension is non-

compliant on at least 2 counts.  The claim is that the non-compliance is minor.  No reason for this 

assessment is given other than saying the desired outcome necessitates the structure being non-

compliant.  We suggest this is not a valid argument. 

 

  



Appendix – Supporting Images 

 

Figure 1 – floor-plans for  and . 

 

 

Figure 2 – shadow diagram 



 

 

Photo 1 - Existing view from balcony of  – note this view is visible from all parts 

of the balcony, both when sitting and when standing.  It is also visible from the living room and 

dining area through the balcony doors. 

 

Photo 2 - View from balcony of unit .  The balcony of  is overhead.   



 

Photo 3 - View from lounge area of unit , through balcony doors.   

 

 

Photo 4 - View from lounge of unit  through balcony doors.   




