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Phase I: Proposed heritage cultural value criteria for assessing all marine 
archaeological sites

Main message:
 General agreement with the proposed criteria in the discussion guide

Other important comments:
 Some felt that the proposed criteria were very broad and could be used for any wreck
 Ensure comparison and dialog concerning marine and land sites
 Important that the public (stakeholders) have a means to provide input on the process
 There should be a periodic review and revision of criteria
 Questions as to whether the age criteria for heritage sites (50-years or older) was valid.  

In the case of shipwrecks, is this based on date of loss or date of construction?
 Concerns were raised about clarity of terminology
 A terminology definitions section was suggested

Proposed criteria for selecting marine archaeological sites to be prescribed by regulation
Main message:
 General acceptance of proposed criteria in discussion guide

Other important comments:
 Clarify terminology
 What will be the process for assessing the sites against the criteria and who will perform 

the assessments?
 Will there be an appeals process?
 Need for temporary designations for newly-discovered sites during initial assessment 

period
 Will sites ever be opened to general diving?
 Possibly limit the amount of time a site will be on the list (3 years?)
 Questions as to whether this regulation and the Cemeteries Act complement or contradict 

each other in regards to presence of human remains
 Are there provisions for sites to be removed from the list?
 How will this regulation be enforced?

Proposed list of marine archaeological sites to be prescribed by regulation 
Main messages:
 General acceptance of proposed list of sites to be prescribed

Other important comments:
 Other sites were suggested
 Some suggested a ranking or weighting system for criteria to be applied to potential sites 
 Will there be a mechanism to review the prescribed sites list? 
 Concern over conflicts with federal legislation or designation



Phase II: Licensing
Main messages:
 Concerns about licensing qualifications 

Other important comments:
 Recommendations for various levels of licenses
 The role of expanded NAS courses
 Streamlining licence application process
 Define licence qualifications and terms & conditions more clearly
 How will licensing requirements for prescribed sites differ from requirements for all 

sites?
 What will be the review process for appeals related to refusals and renewals?
 Who will be involved in this process?

Phase III: Standards & Guidelines
Main messages:
 Concerns about standards and guidelines 

Other important comments:
 S&G must be written in plain language
 This overlaps with the licensing and reporting processes

Phase IV: Outreach Development
Main messages:
 Strong support for outreach and education to raise awareness about marine heritage 

preservation among all stakeholder groups.

Other important comments:
 Material should be provided in both English and French
 Distribution of information through dive industry organizations, educational institutions, 

law enforcement agencies, and media outlets
 Ministry exhibits at trade shows, conferences, symposiums

Phase V: Information Technology Development
Main messages:
 Strong support for outreach and education to raise awareness about marine heritage 

preservation among all stakeholder groups.

Other important comments:
 Material should be provided in both English and French
 Will provide a more transparent and accessible process for managing licenses and reports 
 This overlaps with the licensing and reporting processes


