
 

 
 

         Date: 21st August 2018 

Dear Jim, 

Piling and archaeology guidance 2018 Consultation 

Thank you for the opportunity to send late comments on Historic England’s Piling and 
archaeology guidance consultation and our apologies for the delay in responding 
which has been due to the summer holiday period.  

In general, the Piling and archaeology guidance and good practice document is very 
helpful and provides useful summary information. Specific comments are set out 
below: 
 

i) I’m sure the drafting team will have picked this up but the revised NPPF 
has now been published so the document will need to be checked to make 
sure that the NPPF references are up to date. 

ii) It would be very helpful to state in the introduction section that early 
discussion with the LPAs archaeological adviser before piling designs are 
finalised would be helpful – we often find that the design has been 
progressed before archaeological evaluation has been undertaken. 

iii) In the second paragraph of the Planning background section the last 
sentence should be rephrased so that it is clear that the objective is to 
provide protection for the most significant remains on site rather than just 
the majority of the remains. The same comment applies to section 1.3 first 
bullet point. 

iv) In the Information required section it would be preferable to use the term 
‘appropriate’ rather than ‘adequate’ and also in 1.1 last bullet point. 

v) In section 1.3 third bullet please change ‘best practice’ to ‘good practice’ – 
many developers will object to what they interpret as a ‘Rolls Royce’ 
approach. 

vi) It would be very helpful to mention the risks of pile probing at an earlier 
stage in the document. Are there any less destructive alternatives to pile 
probing which could be mentioned? Pile probing should also be 
specifically mentioned in the risk assessment. 

vii) It would be helpful to mention the potential impact of non-displacement 
piles on timber and other structures in the introduction section as well as in 
3.3. 

viii) It might be helpful in 4.11 to note that the impact of piling on 
archaeological remains is highly variable and dependent on many factors. 



ix) Also, in the key issues to be considered section it would be helpful to add 
depth and character or nature to the first bullet as it will be important to 
know at an early stage whether structures are present on site and what 
depths they are likely to occur at. 

x) Perhaps also add at the end of the summary section the need to collect 
information on foundation designs used for the new development and any 
information on the impact of previous foundations encountered during the 
investigations. 

 
Finally, it would be very helpful if Historic England could undertake further research 
in this area, perhaps in combination with other European countries. 
 
We would be happy to discuss any of the above comments in more detail. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Lis Dyson 
Chair Planning and Legislation Sub-Committee, 
ALGAO England 
(Heritage Conservation Manager 
Kent County Council) 
 


