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To The General Manager 
 
Re DA0341/2018 233A Charles Street Launceston 
 
We the following from Village on the Green would like to make a joint submission 
 
Mrs Dawn Alexander 5 St John Square Launceston Mr Paul Grutzner 6 St John Square Launceston Mr & 
Mrs Keith & Dorothy Grutzner 7 St John Square Launceston Ms Janine Macarthur 8 St John Square 
Launceston Ms Linda Heron 9 St John Crescent Launceston 
 
We raise the concerns and objections over noise and hours of operation 
 
In the application Section 2.0 Site and Surroundings Transport Infrastructure The sealed road mention is 
not just to access a car park, it is the access to residential properties “Village on the Green” a complex of 
over 30 residential properties which will be adversely affected if this permit is approved. 
 
Section 4 Subsection 4.2 Proposed use 
Proposed use is described  as Fitness Centre, no description of what that actually means, does it include 
playing of loud music whilst exercising as in most commercial gyms. 
The hours of usage M-F 05:15 to 07:30, 17:00 to 19:00 and Sunday 07:00 to 10:00 This non residential 
usage will cause unreasonable loss of amenity to the many nearby residents. These hours do not fall into 
normal business hours. The accompanying noise of cars and participants will cause further loss of 
amenity 
 
Subsection 4.3 
Describing only cosmetic refurbishment, it would need to ensure there was no noise leakage to the close 
residential properties. 
 
Section 5 Planning Assessment Subsection 15.3.3 Does not address the issues of cars arriving and 
parking 
 
It is with these issues in mind that we object to the proposed application DA0341/2018 
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Dear Sir/Madam 
 
Re:  Planning Application No DA0341/2018 
 
My wife and I would like to express our deep concern regarding DA0341/2018 - Application for a fitness 
studio development at 233A Charles Street, Launceston 
 
1.            Can the Council ensure that if the NOISE LEVEL from the fitness studio at 5:00 am will not 
disturb the amenity of residents in the area?  If residents are disturbed what action will the Council take 
to  put a stop to            the noise from the  fitness studio or shut it down? 
 
2.            Can the Council ensure that the 8 to 12 people per class DOES NOT increase to become 30 ,40 
or 50 people per class, as this will have a severe impact on parking in the immediate vicinity of the 
proposed fitness          studio, and residents will be inpacted by the increased noise levels eminating 
from the fitness studio and of the participants coming and going from the site. 
 
I look forward to your response outlining the actions Council will take in relation to the issues raised 
above. 
 
Richard Griffith  
156 St John st  
launceston 
7250 
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To the General Manager, 
 
I refer to the development application, detailed below, for change of use of the hall on the corner of 
Charles and Canning st.  

Application ID DA0341/2018 

Application Description Sports and Recreation - Change of use to fitness studio 

Property Address 233A Charles Street LAUNCESTON TAS 7250 

Closing Date 19/09/2018 

 
There are two main areas of concern about the above proposed development : 

 Increased Noise levels at early hours of the morning 
 Increased car parking levels and the increased noise levels from car movements 

Increased Noise levels – early hours of the morning 

 I note that the word “music” was not used once in the above development 
application or the acoustic engineers report, unusual, as this is the most 
significant issue for residents in the vicinity of the former potter’s house hall. 

 I visited the F45 Gym in George st during a session on Tuesday morning at about 5.50am, of 
note was the loudness of the music coming from the gym and the number of cars in the 
street, I have attached a photo of the parked cars. I assume most were from gym attendees 
as nothing else is open at that time of the morning. I suggest you visit the gym at an early 
morning session to sample the sound levels for your self.  

 I also visited the Kings Meadow F45 gym, which like the George st venue is completely 
surrounded by retail premises, no residential houses. I asked about the number of attendees 
and the guy on duty informed that about a dozen attended the class just finished but they 
could take 27 maximum. I mentioned that 27 would be a squeeze, he agreed and informed 
that they were expanding into in Charles st Launceston with another venue. The 10-12 
attendees quoted in the DA are fiction. 

 The monitoring taken by the acoustic engineer on the other side of the road was not the 
closest residential point as described in the report. The closest residential point is the series 
of properties on the opposite side of the hall. The properties that border that boundary are 
part of the St John crescent/square development.  

 These properties are almost exclusively inhabited by retired and aged people, to my 
knowledge they were not notified of the development application.  

 The DA has a number of photographs of near by properties, cleverly they are all of 
commercial properties in nature. The fact is the majority of nearby properties are private 
residences, I have attached two photos of the properties directly opposite the Potters hall in 
Charles st and Canning st.  

Increased car parking levels – increased noise levels from car movements 

 The applicant states that there will be 10-12 attendees at each morning session, it is 

fanciful to believe that a business plan for such a business would require only 10-12 

people to attend each session to be financially viable.  

 Even the 12 quoted in the application for each session mean 24 total for the sessions in 

the morning, with two movements each, arrive and depart. That is 48 movements, double 

that number of attendees, which is likely and that is nearly 100 movements, open close 

door, start engine and accelerate off. 
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 The hall is next door to the noted urologist Robert Jenson, whom my wife sees. She has 

had an appointment recently on a Saturday and has her next appointment at 7.00pm on a 

weekday night. He is the hardest working specialist in Launceston. Most specialists are 

working only 3 or 4 days a week. 

 The applicant makes the thinly veiled threat that if parking is a hurdle for the application, 

that they will terminate the parking leases/arrangements they have with Dr Jenson and the 

eye hospital in favour of the gym members. A real community minded action. 

In summary  

 This is the wrong area for such a development. The current two locations of the F45 

gyms are the right locations, completely surrounded by retail and commercial 

businesses.  

 Charles st and Canning st is predominantly made up of residential properties. I am a 

Charles st resident and with normal background noise at 5.00am in the morning two 

persons walking up the street engaging in normal conversation can be heard through 

closed windows. With all the brick two storey buildings the noise bounces around almost 

echoes. 

 No music mentioned in the development application or the acoustic engineers report, that 

has to be on purpose. I phoned the acoustic engineer and asked him why he didn’t 

monitor during a live training session, he said he didn’t need to. He attended an empty 

studio and the staff turned on music to a “level” to simulate the sound level.  

 I am sure many of the councillors have walked past a gym during class sessions, the 

music is loud and reverberates. 

I have spoken with a large number of the residents close to and potentially affected by the 

development, all are opposed and very concerned. We would like the council to meet with a 

small delegation to discuss in person our concerns. 

 

I look forward to your response.  

 

Please acknowledge receipt of this email. 

 

Mark & Libby Johnson 

235 Charles st 

Launceston 

Mobile  

0425 209 401 
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