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Mitigation Measures and the Cultural Heritage
Resource

Potential Mitigation Strategies for Cultural Heritage Remains

Mitigation is defined as features of the design or other measures of the proposed
development that can be adopted to avoid, prevent, reduce or offset negative
effects.

The best opportunities for avoiding damage to archaeological remains or intrusion
on their setting and amenity arise when the site options for the development are
being considered. Damage to the archaeological resource immediately adjacent to
developments may be prevented by the selection of appropriate construction
methods. Reducing adverse effects can be achieved by good design, for example
by screening historic buildings or upstanding archaeological monuments or by
burying archaeological sites undisturbed rather than destroying them. Offsetting
adverse effects is probably best illustrated by the full investigation and recording
of archaeological sites that cannot be preserved in situ.

Definition of Mitigation Strategies
Archaeological Resource

The ideal mitigation for all archaeological sites is preservation in situ. This is not
always a practical solution, however. Therefore a series of recommendations are
offered to provide ameliorative measures where avoidance and preservation in-
situ are not possible.

Full Archaeological Excavation can be defined as ‘a programme of controlled,
intrusive fieldwork with defined research objectives which examines, records and
interprets archaeological deposits, features and structures and, as appropriate,
retrieves artefacts, ecofacts and other remains within a specified area or site on
land, inter-tidal zone or underwater. The records made and objects gathered
during fieldwork are studied and the results of that study published in detail
appropriate to the project design’ (CIFA 2014a).

Archaeological Test Trenching can be defined as ‘a limited programme of
intrusive fieldwork which determines the presence or absence of archaeological
features, structures, deposits, artefacts or ecofacts within a specified area or site on
land, inter-tidal zone or underwater. If such archaeological remains are present
field evaluation defines their character, extent, quality and preservation, and
enables an assessment of their worth in a local, regional, national or international
context as appropriate’ (CIFA 2014b).

Archaeological Monitoring can be defined as ‘a formal programme of
observation and investigation conducted during any operation carried out for non-
archaeological reasons. This will be within a specified area or site on land, inter-
tidal zone or underwater, where there is a possibility that archaeological deposits
may be disturbed or destroyed. The programme will result in the preparation of a
report and ordered archive (CIFA 2014c).

Issue | September 2018 | Arup Page 1

\\GLOBAL\EUROPE\DUBLIN\JOBS\247000\247825-00\4. INTERNAL\4-03 DESIGN\4-03-02 CONSULTING\EIA REPORT\VOLUME 4 - APPENDICES\CHAPTER 12\APPENDIX 12.9 MIT
MEASURES AND THE CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE.DOCX



Irish Water Arklow Wastewater Treatment Plant Project
EIA Report

Underwater Archaeological Assessment consists of a programme of works
carried out by a specialist underwater archaeologist, which can involve wade
surveys, metal detection surveys and the excavation of test pits within the sea or
riverbed. These assessments are able to access and assess the potential of an
underwater environment to a much higher degree than terrestrial based
assessments.

Architectural Resource

The architectural resource is generally subject to a greater degree of change than
archaeological sites, as structures may survive for many years but their usage may
change continually. This can be reflected in the fabric of the building, with the
addition and removal of doors, windows and extensions. Due to their often more
visible presence within the landscape than archaeological sites, the removal of
such structures can sometimes leave a discernable ‘gap’ with the cultural identity
of a population. However, a number of mitigation measures are available to
ensure a record is made of any structure that is deemed to be of special interest,
which may be removed or altered as part of a proposed development.

Conservation Assessment consists of a detailed study of the history of a building
and can include the surveying of elevations to define the exact condition of the
structure. These assessments are carried out by Conservation Architects/
Engineers, and would commonly be carried out in association with proposed
alterations or renovations on a Recorded Structure.

Building Survey may involve making an accurate record of elevations (internal
and external), internal floor plans and external sections. This is carried out using a
EDM (Electronic Distance Measurer) and GPS technology to create scaled
drawings that provide a full record of the appearance of a building at the time of
the survey.

Historic Building Assessment is generally specific to one building, which may
have historic significance, but is not a Protected Structure or listed within the
NIAH. A full historical background for the structure is researched and the site is
visited to assess the standing remains and make a record of any architectural
features of special interest. These assessments can also be carried out in
conjunction with a building survey.

Written and Photographic record provides a basic record of features such as
stone walls, which may have a small amount of cultural heritage importance and
are recorded for prosperity. Dimensions of the feature are recorded with a written
description and photographs as well as some cartographic reference, which may
help to date a feature.
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