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SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT OF NIGEL ROBERT LLOYD 

Introduction  

1. My name is Nigel Robert Lloyd.   

2. My qualifications and experience are as set out in my principal Statement of 

Evidence. 

3. I confirm that I have read the ‘Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses’ contained 

in the Environment Court Practice Note 2014.  My evidence has been prepared to 

comply with that Code and I have not omitted to consider material facts known 

to me that might alter or detract from the opinions I express. 

Direction 2 of the Hearing Panel 

4. In Direction 2 the hearing panel has requested that I respond to three questions as 

follows: 

5. Question: At what point does any cumulative effect arise from the number of 

dogs accommodated within a boarding, breeding and training kennel facility.   

6. Answer:  The noise arising from boarding, breeding and training kennel facilities 

varies widely with the various different circumstances.  The approach taken in 

PPC 64 is to assess a situation that could be expected to arise as of right e.g. people 

owning 5 or less dogs in the Rural Zone.  For larger kennels a cumulative effect 

could arise over time or in combination with other effects.  Cumulative effects could 

arise in two ways: 

a. In combination with other effects, other than dogs, and 

b. In combination with additional dog barking sounds. 
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Interestingly, in my experience, complaints from dogs barking can be associated 

with other neighbourly issues where parties have fallen out over, say fencing or 

water rights, and this can result in complaints about dog barking noise which 

would otherwise have not been raised.  It is nigh on impossible to assess such 

cumulative effects. 

With respect to dog kennel noise, my experience has been that dog kennel noise 

can be dominated by only a small number of the dogs, sometimes one or two dogs 

who are easily excited or refuse to settle.  The incessant nature of the barking can 

be part of the complaint.  The more dogs there are at a kennel, the greater the 

chance that a noisier dog or dogs will be present.  It is often the presence of the 

noisier dog(s) that causes the issues rather than the level of noise that is being 

created. 

7. Question:  Depending on the layout of kennels, is the noise of dogs barking 

more likely to travel the more dogs there are barking at one time? 

8. Answer: The layout of the kennels can help to prevent the noise being transmitted 

to the surroundings by screening the neighbours from the dog runs.  Acoustic 

fences can also be used to screen the runs.  This is difficult to provide for as part 

of District Plan provisions except by way of noise management plans. 

Classically, there is a three decibel increase in noise level every time there is a 

doubling in the number of dogs involved.  A three decibel increase in sound is 

normally just detectable.  This can be illustrated with dog barking noise in that 

four dogs barking may not be that much more annoying than two dogs.  The  

Sound decays at a rate of 6 decibels with a doubling of distance.  So, theoretically, 

there needs to be four times as many dogs actually barking for the noise to travel 

twice as far.  The further from the kennels therefore, the less difference arises if 

more dogs are involved.  In reality though, only a few dogs tend to generate the 

noise and the noise only travels further when all of the dogs in a kennel are excited 

(which might occur at meal times) which is a circumstance that does normally 

not arise.  

The topography of land between kennel and receiver can have a greater impact 

on the distance dog barking noise is transmitted, with screening reducing the 

noise but a dwelling on a hillside with a valley between it and the kennel 
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exacerbating the issue.  Again, this is difficult to deal with in a District Plan other 

than by way of noise management.   

9. Question:  Did Mr Lloyd undertake any site visits to record and / or measure 

sound generated from existing kennels? Was there any technical assessment 

of the noise i.e. did Mr Lloyd go to submitters property to record or measure 

the sound or is this based on other experience? 

10. Answer:  My assessment was made on other experiences of dog kennel situations 

which have been numerous over the years.  I was involved in the Balfour1 

enforcement order when I undertook noise readings of a large breeding kennel 

over several days and appeared in the Environment Court to give evidence of the 

noise.  I have also measured kennel noise on numerous locations both in respect 

of gathering information as part of an environmental assessment of noise effects 

and to advise on complaints. 

11. My approach has been to provide advice on a district wide approach to dog 

breeding, boarding and training kennels rather than specific advice at one 

location.  

12. I have not visited Mr & Mrs Duindam’s property. 

  

Nigel Lloyd 

Acousafe Consulting & Engineering Limited 

19 August 2019 

                                                 

1 W054/2005 Central Hawkes Bay District Council v Balfour, Moir & Reid. 


