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APPENDIX A 

Data on which Derivation of LAeq,24h Traffic Noise Levels is based 

  



 

 

 



 

 

 

SB All Vehicles 2041 (AADT) %HCV Comments 
Esmonde on 26844 6%  
Onewa on 21552 7%  
Esmonde-Onewa (M’way) 77207 5%  
AHB, main 38944 9%  
AHB, Shelly beach 11976 2%  
WHC 73235 4%  
Fanshawe off 22795 9%  
Cook off 16149 8%  
NB All Vehicles    
Esmonde off 38665 6%  
Onewa off 17663 5%  
Onewa-Esmonde (M’way) 107231 5%  
AHB 54599 6%  
WHC 74755 5%  
Fanshawe on 20871 9%  
Cook on 16918 6%  
    
Assumed Data    
SB All Vehicles    
Esmonde off 0 0% Not modelled 
Esmonde on to WHC 13422 6% Half Esmonde on traffic 
Esmonde on to AHB 13422 6% Half Esmonde on traffic 
Onewa on to WHC 10776 7% Half Onewa on traffic 
Onewa on to AHB 10776 7% Half Onewa on traffic 
M’way to WHC 49037 3% WHC less traffic coming from Esmonde and Onewa 

M’way to AHB 26722 8% 
AHB (main + Shelly beach) less traffic coming from Esmonde 
and Onewa 

Onewa off 1448 17% 
Esmonde-Onewa (Mway) less Mway to WHC and Mway to 
AHB 

NB All Vehicles    
Onewa on 1448 17% Same as Onewa off 

WHC to Onewa off 13622 5% 
Sum of AHB, WHC and Onewa on less Onewa-Esmonde 
(Mway) multiplyed by %traffic on WHC 

AHB to Onewa off 9949 5% 
Sum of AHB, WHC and Onewa on less Onewa-Esmonde 
(Mway) multiplyed by %traffic on AHB 

WHC to Onewa-Esmonde 
(M’way) 61133 5% WHC less WHC to Onewa off 
AHB to Onewa-Esmonde (M’way) 44650 5% AHB less AHB to Onewa off 

 
Traffic speed = 80km/hr everywhere (all scenarios) 
Road surface = dense graded asphalt (all scenarios) 


