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September 9, 2020, 8:10 PM 

Hello PC Council members! 

I am so happy you are updating the dark skies regs for Park City! 

As per my earlier email to the council about 955 Saddle View, I believe the council 

should also consider requiring window treatments, esp for houses up on bluffs, where 

their lighting is seen far & wide! At the very least, I hope you issue recommendations for 

indoor lighting and window treatments. 

Florida coastal lighting regs for turtle friendly lighting is a life & death matter to 

hatchlings. While not life and death, we have large numbers of moose and deer bedding 

down near McLeod Creek. This makes the issue of both indoor and outdoor lighting an 

important one, not just for us but also for our wildlife. 

Here is a good article on permissible FL coastal lighting, including lamp posts. It 

addresses state rules for indoor lighting on page 4. https://www.accessfixtures.com/wp-

content/uploads/2019/01/updated-2018-fwc-sea-turtle-lighting-guidelinesdoc.pdf  

Lastly, I hope you will address the issue of outside party lights on ridgeline homes when 

you update the regs. I've attached a pic I took several nights ago of a house up on 

Finnigan's Bluff. (My apologies that it is blurry, but you will see the bright row of party 

lights on the bottom right side of the house.)   

Thanks again for your service to us all and for revisiting and updating the important regs 

to insure we all continue to enjoy our wonderful starry nights and dark skies! 

Warm regards,  

Mari Mennel-Bell 

 

September 11, 2020, 12:20 PM 

Hello Council members!  

Again, this is SO exciting that you are revisiting and updating the dark sky regs for Park 

City! 

The issue of inside lights shining out, esp. from ridge line homes remains a priority to 

me. So far, there seem to be 3 alternatives:  

1. What’s known as ―turtle friendly windows,‖ with treatment applied between glass 

layers. (This could be required for new homes, esp. on ridgelines.) 

https://www.accessfixtures.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/01/updated-2018-fwc-sea-turtle-lighting-guidelinesdoc.pdf
https://www.accessfixtures.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/01/updated-2018-fwc-sea-turtle-lighting-guidelinesdoc.pdf
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2. Films that are applied to existent windows. 

3. A major public awareness campaign to educate and encourage people to use dimmer 

inside lighting alternatives, such as LED bulbs and window-shades. (Maybe an info 

handout sent with property taxes?) 

On other aspects of dark sky regs, here is some info I found, some of which you may be 

helpful, some redundant. 

Utah.darksky.ngo. Chapter contact: Joseph Dane,  

chapter email: idautah@darksky.org 

https://sustainability.utah.edu/in-defense-of-dark-skies/ 

RECREATION LIGHTING 

International Dark Sky Association criteria for community-friendly sports 

lighting: https://www.darksky.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/IDA- Criteria-for-

Community-Friendly-Outdoor-Sports-Lighting.pdf 

Powder Mountain Night Skiing: 6,248,060 total lumens for 19 acres of skiable terrain 

(ratio of 7.6 lumens per square foot). 6500 Kelvin color 

temp. http://ultratechlighting.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/SNBT-FL-300W-B2.pdf 

Nordic Valley Night Skiing: 6,639,390 lumens and about 54 acres of skiable terrain 

(ratio of about 3 lumens per square foot). 6500 Kelvin color temp. 

International Tennis Federation: http://www.itftennis.com/technical/facilities/facilities-

guide/lighting.aspx 

FLAG LIGHTING 

Federal law for US flag: http://www.senate.gov/reference/resources/pdf/RL30243.pdf 

Federal and state facilities: See UCA §17-27a-

304. http://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title17/Chapter27A/17-27a-S304.html 

Canopy lighting a parking lot light: See IDA model ordinance regarding lumens per gas 

pump and lumens per parking stall: http://darksky.org/ our-work/public-policy/mlo/ 

http://www.darksky.org/idsp/become-a-dark- sky-place/ 

Thanks again for your service and for undertaking this worthwhile update to dark sky 

regs! 

All my best, Mari (Mennel-Bell) 

mailto:idautah@darksky.org
https://sustainability.utah.edu/in-defense-of-dark-skies/
https://www.darksky.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/IDA-
http://ultratechlighting.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/SNBT-FL-300W-B2.pdf
http://www.itftennis.com/technical/facilities/facilities-guide/lighting.aspx
http://www.itftennis.com/technical/facilities/facilities-guide/lighting.aspx
http://www.senate.gov/reference/resources/pdf/RL30243.pdf
http://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title17/Chapter27A/17-27a-S304.html
http://darksky.org/
http://www.darksky.org/idsp/become-a-dark-
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September 11, 2020, 12:51 PM 

Hello all, I am very excited about this as well. ESPECIALLY on RIDGELINES.    

Thanks for the work you are doing on this. 

Cheers. 

Suze Weir 

 

September 13, 2020, 4:06 PM 

Hello, Tim - 
I would like to raise an issue on this matter for your attention, and was not completely 
sure whom to include on the email, so I apologize if this email is being cc"d to folks not 
directly involved in this matter. I have a concern regarding residential compliance with 
Park City Municipal Code Title 15, Chapter 5. I live in Park Meadows and have seen a 
plethora of home remodels with out-facing exterior lighting that is not shielded or 
downfacing. While I had interacted with Code Enforcement last Fall regarding the home 
remodel next door to me, and was eventually told that the house in question, after some 
(undefined to me) modifications to the very high-intensity wall-mounted lighting (see 
attached photo), unshielded free-standing yard lighting (see attached photo), and 
unshielded eaves flood lights the seller had installed, was in compliance and no further 
action would be required. I am still having problems with the exterior lighting shining into 
my house all night long. Recently, another newly completed and sold residential 
remodel nearby also has the same style of out-facing, non-shielded exterior lights. 
These lights are now being used on numerous remodels in the neighborhood. 
I don't understand how the apparently popular new style of lighting is being approved 
these days. It clearly does not comply with the concept of dark skies or with the Code as 
currently written, as far as I can discern. I am not trying to single out or ask for any 
action regarding my new neighbors, and I have resigned myself to living with the 
situation, but as long as the matter of Dark Skies is being raised, I think this issue, as it 
pertains to numerous houses and the neighbors around those houses, deserves 
recognition and consideration regarding Code Enforcement. I would appreciate some 
clarification of why this type of residential exterior lighting is being permitted in building 
plans and how the complete lack of shielding or down-facing in this style is not being 
regulated during the inspection process. 
 
With much appreciation for the work you are doing - thank you – 
Katherine Fagin 

 

September 17, 2020, 12:46 PM 

Hi Michelle - 
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Thank you for the documents. After reviewing them, my main questions are: 
How are compliance, enforcement, and follow-up intended? Is this concept going to be 
mandated (and how would violations be addressed/corrected) or just a 
recommendation? Park City residents should not have to be the police for the Building 
and Planning Depts. The City employees in these departments need to be proactive 
from the start on any project. Standards are great but mean nothing if 
monitoring/enforcement/correction and verified compliance are waived, brushed aside, 
"given a pass", etc. I don’t see any of that accountability in these documents. 
Is the proposal meant to address pre-existing, vs currently being remodeled vs. planned 
construction (whether remodel or new construction)? Whenever the proposal becomes 
an enforceable policy document, its distribution to the community, especially in the 
property ownership transfer process but also for owners to provide as a requirement 
(not recommendation) to renters, should be mandated and signed by the respective 
occupants of those properties. Fines should be applicable for non-compliance. 
I was unable to find anything regarding residential lighting being permitted to remain on 
all night. Residential exterior lighting should have a restriction on timing, since nocturnal 
wildlife wanders the neighborhoods, and the proposal does emphasize that leaving 
exterior lighting on is not a crime deterrent. Again, how would this be enforced besides 
putting neighbors in the position of policing others? 
In the proposal, page 12, it might be more enforceable to state exactly how the 
horizontal plane for full shielding is determined, ex. horizontal plane is based on the 
lowest point of the fixture's opaque (not translucent) housing, and not at the lowest point 
of the contained light bulb. This is illustrated in the drawing on page 10, but could be 
sidestepped on technicalities. 
As you can tell, I am very concerned about current residences having lighting exposures 
that not only don't come close to your proposal, but already flagrantly violate the existing 
Municipal Code. 
For instance, 
- As the ―new‖ popular style of unshielded out-facing exterior residential lighting is 
proliferating rapidly throughout neighborhoods with remodeling or new construction, the 
lack of enforcement during inspections and before final permits are issued is allowing a 
toxic situation to embed itself in the community. This is immensely more difficult to 
reverse vs. not permitting these fixtures in the first place. 
- Another popular trend is garage doors that have translucent glass as a major part of 
the doors. This obviously is unshielded light that illuminates driveways and spills out into 
the street. Why is this being allowed? If this style of exterior door is allowed to be 
installed by put actually is non-compliant, I can only imagine the pushback to try to get 
builders or owners to change these very expensive doors rather than clearly block their 
installations up front. 
In the existing code, Section 15-5-5-5 J.3.3 provides a big loophole, which thwarts the 
entire premise of regulating exterior lighting to comply with code. Paragraph 6 Footnote 
1 in this same Section also includes phrasing of "preferred but not required". This 
makes the code unenforceable and useless for protecting the tenets the Code 
apparently is intended to address. Paragraph 8 does not address lights mounted under 
eaves (ie neither free-standing nor wall-mounted). Does that mean those are exempt 
from all regulations? 
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I can offer a real-life experience with the failures of the City to protect our 
neighborhoods in the pursuit of night-sky friendly conditions. This past year, the 
owner/remodeler/seller of the house next door to me flagrantly ignored existing code on 
exterior lighting. I raised this issue with Code Enforcement, who ultimately bent over 
backwards to accommodate the seller’s allegations that he had not received the 
numerous warnings about non-compliance, waived all the penalties to the seller related 
to his ignoring the Department notices for many weeks, and eventually approved the 
final permit, allowing a wholly inadequate (ie basically nonexistent) adjustment for the 
blatant violations, which are in large part still present. The entire exterior lighting system 
of this house was and still is in violation of Section 12. Light spillage to my property, 
flood lights, code-violating pole-mounted unshielded yard lighting, etc etc. What did I 
learn? The system did not work, the seller got away with clear violations, passed them 
on to the unsuspecting buyers, and I’m left dealing with this probably for the next 20 
years. Liability belongs to the seller and the personnel who approved the final permit. I 
am pretty confident I am not the only neighbor of such a situation. Would the outcome of 
your project retroactively fix such situations? 
I’m only one resident in Park Meadows. I do wonder what the City’s position is when 
obviously non-shielded exterior lights are installed and final permits are approved. For 
example, look at 2401 Holiday Ranch Loop Rd. 
Those front lights will shine outward unobstructed. Why was that house's exterior 
lighting approved? It violates existing code. 
I also echo the many complaints about 955 Saddleview on the ridge line above the bike 
park. The entire Code Section on ridgeline lighting is violated by this residence. When 
an obviously non-compliant residential construction is approved, why does the 
community have to literally get into an uproar in order for the City to even pay attention 
to gross oversights in the permit and code compliance process? 
Thank you very much for this opportunity to offer my thoughts. I would be happy to 
follow up with anyone on your committee on these matters, as I feel strongly that the 
community's commitment to a harmonious and synergistic relationship with our amazing 
natural setting is of utmost priority to both residents and visitors. 
 
Sincerely, 
Katherine Fagin 

 

September 18, 2020, 9:12 AM 

GM Tim!  

 

Would you be so kind as to forward this to the appropriate staff & commissioners 

working in PC dark sky regs? As you will see, it was taken after midnight on a week 

night (from my deck looking up at the bluff.) There’s so much wildlife up there! I noticed 

to young moose moving silently off the right side of my deck just after I took the pic. I 

apologize for the quality – iPhones don’t do it very good job in the dark! 
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I have also included a daytime picture with 955 in it. It deeply concerns me to think 

about the lighting that will be up there if this house is allowed. 

 

Best regards,  

Mari (Mennel-Bell)  

2208 Jupiter View Way 

 

October 14, 2020, 1:40 PM 

Hello Rebecca and Liz! 

I'm SO sorry that the people I reached out to really cut it down to the wire getting info 

back to me! Here is what my cousin who is an architect in Charlottesville sent. He has 

been working for four years to get them to adopt some of the attached regs from 

Edinborough. 

I haven't looked at this doc yet but I wanted to get it to you immediately. 

All the best & see you soon on Zoom! 

Mari 

 

October 14, 2020, 2:39 PM 

I participated on the zoom call today.  I am completely supportive of this effort by Park 

City to join the world in improving our night time darkness. 

Joni Boulware 

 

October 14, 2020, 6:50 PM 

Hello Rebecca and Liz! 

Just a quick thanks for the Zoom meeting today! I misunderstood & thought it was 

prescheduled for the public, not mainly for us to meet! That said, it was great to get 

others ideas. I was happy to have already shared via email the info from Fort 

Lauderdale and about Edinborough. 

I'm sure you are aware of France being a leader in protecting their dark Skies.. Here's a 

good article: 
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https://www.darksky.org/france-light-pollution-law-2018/ 

Lastly, here is a really cute informative video that you might want to share with PC 

schools!! Kind of the Smokey the Bear approach of influencing kids AND their parents..

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=t3s8Fj8iQE4&feature=emb_logo  

All the best & thanks for everything you are doing! 

Mari 

 

October 19, 2020, 8:16 AM 

Hi Michelle. 

I left you a voice message but wanted to follow up with an email and some photos. 

Our rear neighbor has installed spotlights on the back of his house which he turns on 

nearly every night and leaves on overnight. They are aimed right into our house and 

make it worse than living in a city. He also just installed Christmas lights in the backyard 

which are over the top and light up our entire house. He is already turning them on and 

has left them on until midnight several nights. It is making our life miserable as we not 

only can’t enjoy the peace of the mountains, but our house is so lit up inside it is difficult 

to sleep. 

We have wanted to go talk to him, but wanted to find out the city rules first. I have 

attached some photos for your reference. All the photos are from inside my house. 

Please call me at your earliest convenience. 

Diane Turner 

 

October 22, 2020, 3:54 PM 

Rebecca - a couple questions on the impacts to residential areas: 
 
1. Do these regulations consider property safety (i.e. break-ins/robberies)? 
 Comment - Low or no exterior lighting provides less security. 
 
2. Do these regulations consider the potential impact of collisions with wildlife in 
residential areas? 

https://www.darksky.org/france-light-pollution-law-2018/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=t3s8Fj8iQE4&feature=emb_logo
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 Comment - it is currently very dark at night in residential areas.  Our area has no 
street lights and the little bit of exterior lights off the homes is helpful.  Additionally, night 
vision degrades as we age and our area has a large number of seniors.   
 
 
Thanks, Jeff Klein 

 

October 22, 2020, 4:00 PM 

Mayor Andy Should be the first to Set an Example of the Dark  Sky initiative by turning 

off those UGLY "F"ing lights on Treasure Inn. 

Its a "F"ing eyesore that never should have been allowed 

Jeff Weissman 

 
October 22, 2020, 6:42 PM 

Hello Liz, 
 
It was great talking with you all tonight. I’m forwarding the registration for the webinar on 
the new partnership between Audubon and IDA below for you and Rebecca (and 
anyone else who might be interested). I’m hoping it will cover some good content on the 
effects of artificial light at night and birds and provide some of the resources you might 
be looking for. 
 
I’m so excited you all are doing this! 
 
Cheers, 
 
Heidi M. Hoven, PhD 
Assistant Gillmor Sanctuary Manager 
 
 

October 23, 2020, 12:19 PM 

Rebecca 
 
I live in Park City and got, in the mail, a flyer about the proposed changes to the Land 
Management Code covering outdoor lighting. 
 
While the basic idea of keeping the nights dark enough to enjoy the sky is one I support, 
like many people who are not specialists, I struggle to understand exactly what ―lumens‖ 
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and ―degrees Kelvin‖ actually mean for the lights I encounter in my neighborhood and 
around Park City.  My main concern is with the holiday lighting that many people put up 
on trees and along roof lines for much of the winter season.  I do this myself on my 
house.   
 
So I have two questions: 
 
1. Will the types of strings of lights people put up for the winter season be likely to run 
foul of the proposed changes?   
 
2. Where can I get more information about the implications of these regulations for 
homeowners?  The links on your website seem to be mainly relevant for commercial 
lighting installations.  Is this because there are effectively few implications for the typical 
residence? 
 
Thanks 
 
Michael Atkin 
 

October 23, 2020, 1:09 PM 

Thanks for the notification. My first reaction is negative, but I’d like a better explanation 

of the proposal. What prompted this? What is the concern? What is the benefit to the 

community? What are the costs to the city and to individual property owners? What’s 

the timeline for implementation and enforcement? What are the consequences of non-

compliance? Etc..... 

So, lots of questions, but I clearly want to learn more. My experience in Park City is that 

many times these issues are influenced by emotion and not fact. Is there a detailed 

explanation on a website? If so, please point me in the right direction. 

Thank you! 

Ken Cook 

 

October 23, 2020, 8:47 PM 

Hi, Liz & Rebecca! 

I completed the night sky survey but was hoping for an opportunity for free-response 

input.  Just one comment. . .  We live near the intersection of Payday Drive and 

224.  Our bedroom has transom windows through which we used to enjoy seeing the 

stars.  Recently, however, the city/state installed high-mounted spotlights at the 
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intersection, and they glare into our bedroom all night long.  Is there a way the city could 

adapt those to more moderate downlighting?  I understand this is a dangerous 

intersection, but it seems like there could be a way to lower or better focus those 

spotlights in order to reduce the neighborhood impact. 

Thanks for your consideration, 

Krista Dana 

 

October 23, 2020, 7:00 PM 

Liz and Rebecca: 

I am happy that PC is updating the dark sky regulations.  They have needed updating 

for a long time.   While I fully support the program, there do need to be exceptions in my 

opinion.   Significantly, this community has spent a lot of money and resources 

purchasing, protecting, and preserving the white barn.   It was the very first open space 

bond passed in the area and its success paved the way for many more successful open 

space and community protection bonds.   Furthermore, the McPolin Barn has become 

among the most identifiable and celebrated images of Park City.      

For years, the barn was lighted with High Pressure Sodium lights, the poor CRI of which 

resulted in the barn looking orange at night.  Instead of simply replacing the energy 

hogging and poor CRI lamps with energy saving LED’s which could reveal the accurate 

color of the barn and American Flag hanging there, now for some reason there are dark 

blue filters on the old lights essentially eliminating any effective illumination while 

wasting significant energy.  Now, the barn is easily missed at night, and no longer 

serves at the iconic beacon of Park City.   We need to contemplate exceptions to the 

proposed regulations which would allow the barn (and similar civic assets) to be 

appropriately lighted and celebrated as the community asset it is.   I would be happy to 

help this effort in any way, 

Thanks,  

Peter Tomai 

 

October 23, 2020, 7:35 PM 

I have read the Park City Dark Sky material with great interest.  As a long time resident, 

the current light pollution in the city and the Basin is disturbing.  The new build out at the 

Canyons is particularly shocking.  The new Apex residences high on the hill have no 
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foliage around them and their hall and stairway lighting is like that of an office building in 

a downtown urban setting.  The Grand Summit is not very noticeable at all, but these 

new condos are.  I am afraid of what the rest of the buildings will bring. There is also a 

spot light that shines on the maintenance vehicle parking lot at the Canyons and is not 

pointed down - rather horizontally.  This light shines to the south along highway 224, 

across the farms and into the homes in Solamere that face that direction.  It never goes 

off.  It is a terrible example of lighting for Dark Skies.  They can do better - but who 

holds them accountable?  

I realize the Canyons is in the county - but the light pollution created there effects Park 

City residents.  I would be happy to forward my concerns to Summit County, I am just 

not sure who to send them to. 

Thank you for your work, 

Lynn Cier 

 

October 23, 2020, 8:15 PM 

Hello Ladies,  

I think dark skies are one of the biggest failures of our growing city. It’s very important to 

keep our skies beautiful. When I first moved here, 27 years ago, I loved going out at 

night and seeing so many stars. As the years have gone by we have talked about dark 

skies, yet the growth keeps happening and no one is doing anything about the lights.  

I’m super excited that you two are taking this on.  

I would love to start with the City’s lights. Which reminds me will the ordinance affect 

businesses? I certainly hope so.  

Shirin Spangenberg 

 

October 24, 2020, 7:23 AM 

Rebecca, 
 
Quick dark sky question- would dark sky prohibit Christmas tree lights on outdoor trees? 
 
Many thanks, ELP  
 
Ed Plummer 
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October 24, 2020, 10:38 AM 

Hi Liz and Rebecca, 

Thanks so much for hosting the community meeting this week and for listening to my 

thoughts about your dark sky initiative.  

Just to formally submit my comments: 

"I wanted to say that I'm thrilled that you're pursuing dark sky practices for Park City and 

I hope Summit County will as well.  It's an important part of preserving what makes our 

community special both because it helps to keep our treasured wildlife healthy and safe, 

and because it allows residents and visitors to enjoy the night sky.   

We moved here from a big city a few years ago and consider ourselves exceptionally 

lucky to be able to see as many stars as we do each night, something that's becoming 

increasingly rare in urban and suburban areas around the world.  Thank you for working 

to ensure that special connection we're all able to enjoy to nature through our wildlife 

and our night skies will continue for generations to come.  I think it's critical for 

maintaining quality of life for residents and to retain an important component of what 

makes our city attractive to tourists." 

I also mentioned Heather on the call - Heather Currie is at Recycle Utah and is the co-

author of a wonderful local email series focused on advocacy opportunities for Park City 

and Summit County residents.  You might want to reach out to her so she can include 

some of your announcements in her emails.  Her email is:  _________________ 

Have a lovely weekend, 

Trish Kenlon 

Founder, Sustainable Career Pathways 

 

October 25, 2020, 8:59 AM 

Team, 

Firstly, thanks for starting the Dark Sky initiative.  Couple of questions: 

1- What is happening with the most egregious lighting I have seen in the area...Quinns 

Junction.  Are we waiting until 2024 to enforce this? 

2- Why 2024?  Costs?  It’s like my current company...which is basically ―Let’s be 

sustainable but not if affects our margin.‖ 
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3- Is there a new construction enforcement starting now...or does that come into force in 

2024? 

Again, I truly appreciate the direction that we want to take this city...but am just 

questioning implementation... 

Cheers! 

Howard Silverman 

 

October 25, 2020, 11:33 AM 

Ms. Jackson, 

I live at 2083 Three Kings Court, in Thaynes Canyon and am a full time resident.  I'm in 

receipt of your flyer about outdoor lighting in the City. 

There is a street light on the corner of Three Kings Court and Thaynes Canyon Drive 

that is, to my mind, unnecessarily bright for a residential neighborhood.  Wondering if 

that could be mitigated. 

Thank you; Kenny Levine 

 

October 25, 2020, 11:35 AM 

Hi Liz 

I am very concerned with the city looking to become a dark sky community. For new 

construction this is fine; however, to expect existing homeowners to spend thousands of 

dollars to change their current lighting to comply with this is outrageous.  

Money doesn’t grow on trees and I don’t have thousands of dollars to retrofit and 

change my landscape lighting fixtures. To change the rules, you need to grandfather 

people’s existing lighting or the commission is heartless. You can’t ignore the economic 

impact, regardless of the timeframe allowed to comply, this has on homeowners. It will 

take 5-10 years for many to recover from the economic effects of the pandemic and now 

you want to retroactively institute a change for existing homeowners- unfair and ―tone 

deaf‖.  

I also think that lighting on houses and businesses that outline the eves of the home or 

business should be exempt as this is a signature of our city at all times of the year, not 

just the holidays.  
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You are biking or community even less affordable to live in. Don’t enact this unless 

existing homes are exempt.  

Calvin Regan 

 

October 25, 2020, 11:35 AM 

Liz & Rebecca 

I am happy to participate with the Dark Sky initiative and have completed the minimal 

survey.  I missed the Oct 22 discussion as the mailed invite arrived at the PC post office 

on Oct 24. 

My first primary question/comment concerns street lights. Our home is on PayDay Drive 

in Thaynes. The public works folks have been most accommodating in placing partial 

shields on some of the down facing street lights to reduce specific glare issues. I would 

be very happy to see complete 360º shields installed on all the street lights. This is a 

very simple process as public works has a demonstrated competency in making and 

installing shields.  

This process would well serve as a sign of the city’s commitment to actually address the 

situation in the near term and lead by example. Putting off a compliance issue until the 

2024 deadline is just silly. 

Thanks 

Kevin McCarthy 

 

October 25, 2020, 11:23 PM 

Hi Liz! 

I got your letter this past day and have to admit, was surprised.  

1. Our building, the Quittin Time Condominium on Woodside Avenue has exterior 

lighting fueled by shielded compact fluorescents that are probably beyond the 

desired 3,00K color. I have no idea if warmer substitutes are available as we got 

them 12 years ago. I am guessing not a lot of effort is going into these fixtures. If 

not, how should we proceed?  

2.  My first reaction was that this whole exercise is political. You have a 2 million 

person metropolis less than 20 miles away that blankets the sky with street level 
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illumination. What effect will shaming contractors and existing home owners into 

changing their lighting choices accomplish other than being able to wave the 

flag? Don't get me wrong. Drive down to Torrey/Teasdale/Bouder and you can 

see the night sky that you are trying to preserve/protect/reclaim? I think that the 

ship has already sailed.  

My wife and I were up to our place in Old Town yesterday. The traffic was horrendous 

from I-80 all the way to Woodside Avenue, our turn off. The charm of our yesteryears is 

long gone. What is it you are trying to preserve?  

Chris Whitworth 

 

October 26, 2020, 5:20 PM 

I hope this addresses commercial properties as well as residential.  
Case in point- I lived on upper Saddleview Way and was always disappointed with the 
lighting of the Hotel Park City lighting.  
 
Charles David  
 

October 26, 2020, 5:39 PM  

Hi Rebecca, Liz, 

Hope you're both doing well and your weeks are off to a good start. My name is Mason 

Barrett, and I'm a Park City resident living at 2036 Prospector Ave. I recently received 

the Dark Sky Association compliance proposal, and wanted to reach out to share my full 

and enthusiastic support. Thanks for taking this initiative on and working to protect the 

natural environment (including the night sky) of Park City. Please let me know if there 

are any other steps I can take to voice my support.  

On that note, I ended up poking around the Land Management Code and I have a 

question for you I'm hoping to get answered: 

How can I assess - or ask someone from the city to assess - whether or not certain 

existing exterior lighting is compliant with current code, specifically considering shielding 

and max wattage? There are several parking and sidewalk lights on the Berrett Ln 

pedestrian corridor that seem to not be shielded at all and are exceptionally bright and 

harsh in color only ~15 yards away from (and about level in height with) my window. I've 

had to hang up blackout curtains, otherwise it's almost as bright as daylight all night 

long.  

Thanks! 
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Mason Barrett 

 

October 26, 2020, 9:29 PM 

Ladies:  

Very pleased you are spearheading this issue.  

Part of the ethos of Park City is a laid back attitude that, despite the wealth in the area, 

generally defines our lifestyle. Of course there are always peacocks that just can’t help 

showing what they got.  

I live on April Mountain and while most of the neighbors feel no need to keep our door 

and garage lights on at night, we have some that always keep the lights on, while some 

even have the home outlined like a Broadway theater. ―Look at me I have a big 

house!‖  How boring, and gauche.  

And the real travesty is the impact it has on wildlife habitat and our ability to see the 

night sky. Both are reasons people move to a resort community. Why allow 

urbanization? 

With the all the new folks, and some with significant wealth, coming to town, it is time to 

let people know what the rules are and establish PC as an ecological sensitive resort 

town, not an LA suburb.  

John Barry  

 

October 27, 2020, 8:36 AM 

I am grateful for the opportunity to participate in this conversation. 

I am thrilled with the Dark Sky efforts, and believe whole heartedly that the community 

as a whole benefits from reduction of exterior lighting at night.   

For the wildlife, for the sky watchers, for the community aesthetic, and for mental health 

- I am enthusiastically in favor of the Dark Sky standards. 

Thank you!!!! 

Cathy Lanigan 
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October 27, 2020, 9:44 AM 

Liz, Rebecca 
 
While I support limiting the light escaping PC into the night, one of the aspects of PC 
that I find truly special is the lighting in the winter that everyone puts in the trees, 
bushes, house gutters, etc. That lighting makes every day seem like Christmas and 
makes our town feel special to residents and the tourists. I hope that this initiative fully 
embraces this while finding ways to mitigate some of the light pollution.  
 
Thank you 
Michael Plummer 

 

October 27, 2020, 10:30 AM 

Hi Rebecca. 

Thank you for reaching out.  

I did have a conversation with my neighbor and I think we have resolved the issue. 

However, I do think that this dark sky lighting issue is huge. Spotlights, massive outdoor 

lighting etc really take away from the mountain community. Part of the reason many 

people move here is to get out of city lights and be able to see the stars. I am excited 

that you are working on this project. 

I took the survey, but do not think I am able to attend the meeting today. I would, 

however, like to be involved in this project.  

Please keep me informed and let me know if you need citizen involvement. 

Thank you, 

Diane Tanner 

 

October 27, 2020, 11:25 AM 

Dear Liz 
 
I look forward to today’s meeting and wanted to provide comments 
 
I live in the Old Town residential area and lighting definitely needs to be addressed.  I 
am very lucky to be able to see the Milky Way from my property on moonless nights.  
Just love seeing it.  However, to see it, I have to climb the hillside to get above the City’s 
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unshielded orange sodium vapor anti-crime street light which bathes the house and 
neighborhood in extremely harsh lighting.  I trust the City will also comply with these 
lighting regulations and I note that Park Meadows has very limited and shielded 
streetlights.  My exterior lights are rarely on, generally for arrival of guests.  If it will help, 
I am happy to adopt and replace the streetlight in front of 280 Daly Ave.  Would replace 
with a down facing LED light or remove altogether.  About five years ago I contacted the 
City and Power Company about removing the light.  I was told the City’s first responders 
require it, I don’t think that is true.  I have polled the year round residents within the 
lights halo of excessive illumination and there is unanimous agreement that they would 
support removal or a much lower light level and downward lighting. 
 
Thanks for moving in this direction 
 
Let me know if I can be of any help 
 
Tom Gadek 
 

October 27, 2020, 12:19 PM 

Bruce, 

I'd like to add my concerns about night sky issues to those of other Park City citizens. 

In our tight physical neighborhood I'm noticing a lot more LED patio lights that are not 

on timers. These lights are left on all night long to illuminate backyards and neighbors 

backyards. Some of these outdoor lights are approved installations by Park City building 

department. Others are LED string lights that are hung by the owners or the renters. 

As you knew LED lights are much more invasive than our old lights used to be. This 

puts an undue burden on neighbors to request that lights be turned off at a reasonable 

hour. Everyone should be able to be outside or inside and enjoy that connection to our 

skies. 

Currently there is an airy residence that has an overabundance of conifers lit up with 

LED lights. These lights are kept on all night long. These lights have lit up my backyard, 

on the opposite side of the canyon, as though there was a full moon. Doesn't daylight 

savings time mess with my head enough? 

I understand the purpose of the LED lights on the buildings on Main Street. It was a 

requirement in 2002 to help Olympic visitors have a warm and festive experience. Even 

our visitors deserve to add an incredible night sky to their Park City experience. Can't 

we be known as the resort town that turns their decorative lighting OFF at night? 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Peg Bodell 
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October 27, 2020, 2:39 PM 

Liz and Rebecca, 

It is nice to see this project in the works however it seems the "SURVEY" is a bit lacking 

on space where people can make comments and or provide noted area of concern with 

regard to lighting that seems non-compliant with the desire to protect out night skys.  

I have addressed a few concerns in the past with a gentleman in Park City offices 

however I do not recall who I spoke with... In any event I was basically told that the 

blinding lights along the rail trail on NEW mixed-use, condo and older existing buildings 

that house El Chabasco, San Fran Design etc were acceptable with in the current 

ordinance. 

I invited said individual to walk that trail with me after dark.... declined I often wonder 

how often Park City field inspectors inspect things after dark? Lighting would seem to 

require after dark inspections? 

Two additional areas of concern are, the homes on the ridge line looking into Park City 

from the Colony. I believe that there are 3 homes visible in that area. At one point we 

were seeing SPOT LIGHTS from one of the homes that were visible pointed toward 

Hwy 248 and Prospector area. I have not noticed these lately. The last area of concern 

is; Do the lights in the playing fields near the ice rink have to point out across Hwy 40 

and up Hwy 248 to the point where they are near blinding as one drives into town at 

night? Would it be possible to orient these lights to point more toward the 

ground/playing fields and not broadcast them to infinity when in use? 

Thank you, I look forward to continued dark skies in Park City  

Is there a forum to note/list areas of concern that will be reviewed/investigated?  

Steven Gibson 

 

October 27, 2020, 2:55 PM 

Hi Rebecca, Greetings Liz,  

Thank you so much for the Zoom conversation today.   I feel elated that the city is 

tending to this exponentially worsening problem. 

I would like to highlight some things from the meeting and add additional comments for 

you to carry forward as you bring this info to other planners. 
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- The way to change behavior is to change the framework—change the story 

(which we all know).  

Valuing the night sky must become cultural.  Let’s CELEBRATE!  How lucky we are to 

live in the mountains.   

Can we create a public program via marketing and really have fun with this?  Can it go 

out to all tourists and residents?  Can we sponsor skywatching events?   …ha, would be 

challenging, but maybe it could be done with Zoom as well.  

Perhaps jumping off my comment about the lights preventing us from seeing Nature’s 

lights….the stars.  Stars, to my knowledge, are have no Earthly carbon emissions and 

there is no carbon footprint on sourcing (the fixtures), nor the energy to create the 

lighting display (as in the energy it takes to emit the light).   

What hubris we have to think we can improve the stars by hanging dot lighting on 

trees.  It’s so very ironic.  We humans are a funny bunch.  

Get the public, both citizens and visitors to look up!   

How about having neighborhood Sky Parties sponsored by the city—the same way 

we’ve had great representation from the city at my Prospector Park HOA meetings.  

Come to think of it, a Zoom meeting with an astronomer or naturalist would be great 

way to track, who can see what (stars) from their homes.   Like I said, I’ve lived in 

Prospector Place for 18 years (Park City for over 35 yrs) and the stars keep 

disappearing.   

Would be cool to gauge our success as a city when every household in the municipality 

could see a specific constellation or something.    

 

But for those who don’t want to play and celebrate, this ordinance must have 

teeth.  Why is it so easy to enforce parking but not the other ordinances?    

“Holiday Lighting”  

I do think the ―holiday lighting‖ window (Meg’s comment on the herstory of the timeline 

with ski areas) should be decreased—significantly.   It’s not special when it goes on for 

so many weeks and months.  

Additionally, everything—every Being needs rest, and tho’ I have no data on this, I have 

wondered the negative impact on our conifers whose needles are sensitive to light—

even in the winter—respond to that constant night lighting.   
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Wildlife 

I consider conifers wildlife (see comment above).  

There is significant data from all over the world on the negative impacts of night lighting 

on insects.  This in turn affects our bird populations.   

Though there seems to be many reasons that 1,000’s of birds—some say hundreds of 

thousands—fell from the sky in Colorado, Texas and New Mexico this summer, 

ornithologists report that many of the birds were emaciated and point to the decrease in 

insect populations.  Birds are starving.  Why add to the problem with our night lighting?  

The changes to the environment are happening  so quickly, organisms can’t keep 

up.  We have no way of knowing how 24 hour lighting affects the microbial kindom nor 

the larger primates and every Being in between.  

Lead by Example 

I emphatically agree with Meg Ryan’s comments that the City should lead by 

example.  Over the years, I’ve felt so frustrated when one arm of the City says, for 

example, ―save water‖ and then another department installs sod along parking strips.  

Same with soils and mine tailings.  I worked hard to contain the mine tailings in my 

yard—went waaaaay over the ordinance and spent $40k doing.  I worked with the city’s 

soils guy at the time.  Then the water department came and changed my water vault 

and left hot soil spread across a large area of my yard. (This was many years ago.) 

My point is that all departments must be involved in this Night Sky campaign.   

Timeline w City Changes 

I would still like to understand how in the world the new lights installed last summer 

along Prospect Ave. were approved….and also the lighting at the Kearns Cemetary.   I 

agree with the Mr. Levin, WHY do we have to wait so long?    

Part of this program must be an examination about how the Kearns Cemetary lighting 

and the Prospect Ave lighting happened.  Something in the system isn’t working.  

The city must make these changes immediately.  I understand with Covid budget 

shortages that we may not be able to do them all immediately, but even a one year time 

line is too long.  How many more millions of insects will perish, then the birds and so 

on.   

The City will need to point to examples of changes, document them (that slide from 

Moab was fantastic) and then kick off a ―marketing‖ program.  
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Groups I think the City should target:  

- Landscape contractors (I am one and tho’ Red Ant doesn’t promote night lighting--in 

fact I discourage it--we landscapers make money from this and often oversell lumens.  

- HOAs  

- Businesses 

- Second homeowners (raise awareness of lighting when they aren’t even here) 

- Nightly rentals 

- The School District (they didn’t get the memo on saving water, so can we please 

involve them in lighting) 

Ha, hoping you are still with me and if you are, I would love to stay involved in 

this program.  If you have a citizen input / involvement group, count me in.  I am 

passionate about the stars and light pollution and living lightly on this Earth.  

Thank you again for initiating! 

Dee Downing 

 

October 27, 2020, 3:02 PM 

Ladies, 

There are a lot of street lights that glare terribly and are not compliant with dark sky 

regulations.  Can those be shielded? It would seem fairly ease to do by adapting a top 

flared cover over the neighborhood or city streetlights that have the classic design per 

attached.  They don’t need replacement just a shielded cover.  

Looking forward to changes,   

Steve Hooker 

 

October 27, 2020, 3:08 PM 

Dear Rebecca, 

We received the pamphlet regarding Outdoor Lighting Regulations. 
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We have a number of up lights on our trees that I am not sure comply with the new 

regulation.  

It is unclear to me from the pamphlet what level of lighting is approved. Would you 

please help me understand so we can comply? 

Thanks, 

Bob Rollo 

 

October 27, 2020, 3:16 PM 

Hello Rebecca and Liz, 

I tried to log on to the live meeting at noon on 10/27 and it says the link is expired. So 

I'm submitting my comment here.  I also put it in the survey, but this is more detailed 

and specific in recommendations. 

Please revise the updated lighting code to REMOVE or REVISE the Holiday 

Lighting EXEMPTION, for the following reasons: 

 The current exemption makes it impossible for PC to be dark sky for 5 months of 
the year.  What's the point of even trying? 

 The LED lights on the trees can be VERY bright. Especially from a company 
called Brite Nites.  With this exemption, could we issue guidelines for all lighting 
companies to create acceptable light installations in Park City.  How would they 
be sold/communicated/enforced? 

 In current exemption, how is "dangerous glare" defined?  "dangerous glare on 
adjacent streets or properties" 

 Our nextdoor neighbor installs holiday lights that are EXTREMELY bright.  They 
light up half the fairway on the adjacent golf course and disturb wildlife, sleep 
patterns in neighboring homes, and definitely shine into windows and on the 
road. They are uniquely visible from the ski resort.  Our HOA has refused to 
impose any lighting restrictions.  

 If you cannot remove the exemption, or work with vendors, could you regulate 
hours for holiday lighting in residential neighborhoods -- 5-9 p.m. ONLY.  6-8 
a.m. ONLY.  AND ENFORCE IT??!! 

If you are able to remove the exemption or revise it as above, you will have a chance at 

dark skies and happier healthier neighborhoods and neighbor relations. 

Current Exemption language below: 

H. Exemptions: The following shall be exempt from the requirements and review 
standards of this section: 
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1. Holiday Lighting: Winter holiday lighting which is temporary in nature and which is 
illuminated only between and including November 15 and March 1 shall be exempt from 
the provisions of this section, provided that such lighting does not create dangerous 
glare on adjacent streets or properties, is maintained and does not constitute a public 
hazard. 

Many thanks, 

Alexandra Ziesler 

 

October 27, 2020, 3:52 PM 

Greetings, 

I filled out the survey just now. 

I would have liked more questions on the survey. I am in favor of adding: any remodel 

requiring a permit, signal that a mandatory update in a resident's exterior lighting needs 

to be updated to adhere to the dark sky requirements.  

In other words, I'm for current residences NOT be grandfathered in. 

I hope that the LMC updates will be for all buildings 

(commercial as well) and structures. 

I also am in favor of a time limit on outdoor holiday lights. 

For example- Nov through Jan. Thankfully they are almost always LED  lights now, but 

some are up for 6 months! 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Gardner  

 

October 27, 2020, 6:47 PM 

I question whether your ―Important Outdoor Lighting Regulations Updates‖ mailing 
meets the notice requirements.  My envelope was postmarked October 22nd (day of the 
first discussion) and received today after the second discussion meeting.   No ability to 
participate or understand this ―issue‖.  The FAQ’s are woefully inadequate. 
 
While trying to keep an open mind, I find this idea to be a big waste of time and money.  
We have a lot more important things to address. 
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Robert Finney 
 
 

October 28, 2020, 2:50 PM 

Hi, 

Thanks for the link; if I can’t join your next Zoom meeting please submit my ―dark skies‖ 

request to remove holiday lighting as an exemption; see my reasons below.  

H. Exemptions: The following shall be exempt from the requirements and review 
standards of this section: 

1. Holiday Lighting: Winter holiday lighting which is temporary in nature and which is 
illuminated only between and including November 15 and March 1 shall be exempt from 
the provisions of this section, provided that such lighting does not create dangerous 
glare on adjacent streets or properties, is maintained and does not constitute a public 
hazard. 

Reasons for exemption to holiday lighting? 

1-In our neighborhood some do not follow date restrictions. Today (and before Oct. 28) 

some trees and fences are fully lit and kept on past the 5 months allowed. 

2-In our neighborhood some holiday lighting remains on all night! Why not turn it off at 

10pm as with the 10 o’clock whistle tradition? 

3-In our neighborhood, glass garage doors are dominating houses and emit light all 

night even if on timers, which can malfunction. 

4-In all neighborhoods, immediately enforce restrictions on holiday lighting to encourage 

quiet neighborliness instead of self-interests. 

5-One of the reasons people move to the mountains (and visitors visit) is to see the 

stars at night without light pollution. 

Thanks for inviting local input on this important topic, 

Bitsy Beall 

 

October 28, 2020, 4:54 PM 

Dear Liz: 
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I don’t care much for corresponding with the city on issues like this because you’ve 

almost always made up your mind and are just trying to cajole the community into 

complying. 

But let me just say, I love the Christmas lights people put up during the winter season. I 

don’t want that to change. 

Regards, 

DJ Brooks 

 

October 28, 2020, 9:06 PM 

Liz,  

I read the article on KSL yesterday describing the new Park City Dark Sky Ordinance. I 

would like to see what precautions you would like us to take concerning new signs.  

We are planning on purchasing a light meter to make sure we are compliant with our 

signs. Can you give me any details that you might have to help us? I have already had a 

couple of clients who are wanting us to check their Lumen output, and another asking if 

we can retro-fit their existing signs for LED’s that are within the correct range.  

Looks like the City is really supporting Dark Sky.  

Thank you for all of help! 

Greg Domm 

Park City Signs 

 

October 29, 2020, 9:30 AM 

I fully support this.  Enforcement needs to be done. Doing this without addressing the 
enforcement issue is worse than not doing anything. 
 
Bill Watson  
 

October 29, 2020, 12:46 PM 

Dear Rebecca: 

Thank you for taking our input. 
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I think the least amount of light for signs, outdoor house lighting and street lights, the 

better. Animals need darkness and so do humans. And what a treat to see the milky 

way and stars (I just got off a 17-day Grand Canyon trip where the galaxy is magical). 

I even think Park City should discourage ostentatious Christmas lights. Or ask that 

citizens turn them off at 10pm so wildlife can co-exist. 

Best wishes, 

Jen Seabury 

 

November 5, 2020, 3:03 PM 

Sorry I had to drop and run before questions got around to me.  

I sent some comments along with my survey as to why are we not now installing 360º 

shades on all the street lights in Thaynes Canyon. I don’t know if other lights in town are 

of similar design. This would be a no-brainer, the city fellow that takes care on these 

already makes shades to block out neighbor complaints so he could readily just make 

more. 

Next, first an inquiry. Doesn’t PCMC have current regulations addressing backlit 

illuminated signs? I believe we have had this in place for decades. If so, why are these 

regulations being enforced before we go off creating new ones for 12/31/2024. Case in 

point, PayDay Drive north side. The new subdivision of Country Lane proudly proclaims 

its presence and Private status with two large backlit and illuminated signs facing both 

directions to PayDay Drive. I know for certain that other neighbors have made complaint 

about this and the lights went out for a few months. They are now brightly illuminated all 

night every night. 

This is a wonderful initiative, thank you for taking up the challenge. Personally I love the 

dark and will be most happy to see most of this vision solution removed. 

V/r 

Kevin McCarthy 

 

November 5, 2020, 6:26 PM 

Hi Rebecca 

I saw the notice on the lighting changes.  I am concerned on three points: 
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1.  I rent my place when I am not there.  Dimly lit paths and steps to the porch for those 

unfamiliar with my homes can lead to injuries. 

2. I am retired, and cannot afford to throw out and buy new.  Especially a number of 

bulbs all at once! 

3. When light bulbs burn out I am happy to replace with the new requirements if 

mandated...but this is a waste of resources and only prematurely adds more to our 

landfills 

When does this go into effect? 

Thanks 

Cay 

 

November 6, 2020, 1:43 PM 

I am a resident in April Mountain at 1511 Seasons Drive. I received the flyer in the mail 

today about the lighting regulation updates. 

In the community discussions and public meetings, I would like the community to 

consider how this applies to Deer Valley resort. The lights at snow park lodge and 

parking at the base of the resort are brightly lit 365 days a year. As a resident whose 

home faces the resort, it is so bright at night that we have to have the curtains closed in 

order to sleep let alone have dark sky. 

We used to live in Silver Lake area where the resort lighting was never a problem, but it 

is noticeable and disturbing at the snow park location. Deer Valley should not need to 

run lights past 10 pm when there are no events being conducted such as concerts. 

Thank you for your anticipated support in putting this issue forward. 

Julie Schwarz  

 

November 7, 2020, 4:08 PM 

Thank you for addressing the lighting in Park City.  I would love to see PC designated 
as a Dark Sky City.   
 
A major light pollution that I see in Old Town is the floor to ceiling/wall to wall windows 
on recent houses on the east side of Park City Old Town.  The light shining from these 
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windows is intense and is far beyond the light coming from other house windows.  I 
would recommend window walls in future houses not be approved by the planning dept. 
 
Thanks again for working on this.  -Jill Lesh 
 
Jill & Richard Lesh 
327 Woodside Ave. 
Park City 
UT 94060 
 

November 8, 2020, 11:12 AM 

Dear Planning Commissioners: 

We appreciate the opportunity to share our thoughts on the proposed outdoor lighting 

regulation updates.  We are very supportive of the proposal and have the following 

personal observations: 

 Many residents are not here full time, yet their lights burn all year round.  So 

much energy could be saved in our community by reasonable attention here by 

property managers, HOA’s, etc. 

 The holiday lighting proliferation can have a reasonable place and neighbor-

friendly scale.  We need a way to reasonably contain this impact without denying 

reasonable expression.  Maybe ―number of trees‖, ―lumens from the street or 

property line‖.  Whatever it is, it seems like it needs to be definable and 

explicit.  Our neighbor wires five trees on a very small lot that blows the 

neighbors away with the intensity.  You can read a newspaper from the street 

and wildlife must be bewildered by this growing phenomenon as people move 

here from large cities. 

 Decorative lighting on homes seems to be increasing with fixtures washing 

exterior walls etc. on many homes.  The objective seems to be ―look at me‖ and 

is generally unnecessary.  Can we limit this through property caps on exterior 

lumens that multiply fixtures x output, regardless of whether the fixtures comply 

with code?  While architectural lighting might look great sometimes, it is 

unnecessary and should be eliminated if we are to meet our community 

objectives on carbon neutrality. 

 Enforcement needs to be factored into this plan.  If we pass regulations, there 

needs to be reasonable follow up and maintenance built into the City budget.  We 

think we will have supportive residents but like all code, it will require 

enforcement. 

 While compliance by 2024 is better than nothing, we fear that time is of the 

essence and any shortening of this deadline would have a bigger impact that is 
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sorely needed.  This recent documentary by Sir David Attenborough (trailer link) 

emphasizes the urgency of this emergency. 

Work and commitment by our community may require some sacrifices and adjustments 

to our normal way of thinking but if we can make these inconvenient choices, we will be 

rewarded with big dividends: 

 These choices make a statement about the kind of community that we are and 

provides a leadership example for others to follow.  More people will want to live 

in this kind of a community than not.   

 These choices align our community priorities with our vision to be carbon neutral 

by 2030.  Carbon neutrality will go a long way to protecting our local economy 

that is threatened by climate change. 

 These choices support some of the reasons that we live in Park City by 

protecting dark skies, wildlife, conservation, and being good neighbors. 

Best wishes on your efforts here and many of our friends and neighbors are very 

supportive of this initiative. 

David and Sarah Peters 

 

November 10, 2020, 9:30 AM 

I fully support Dark Sky initiatives. Lighting regulations are a good start. Education, 

public relations, and eventual enforcement will be necessary to achieve optimal 

outcomes.  

What plans are in place to inform the public of the benefits? How will regulations and 

codes be promoted? Can we enlist community support through social media and 

volunteerism, Dark-Sky ambassadors? 

How do we implement immediate changes to get ahead of the timeline?… 

Home Depot outdoor lighting displays sell almost exclusively non-compliant fixtures. 

Seems to me this is a HUGE opportunity for suppliers. They just need to be educated 

New construction seems to be about 50% compliant. How do we educate builders and 

suppliers to DROP non-compliant lines. Is the code included in approval process? 

What tools can be used to inform and educate residents and businesses about the 

changes and timeline?  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=64R2MYUt394&feature=youtu.be
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Is there money available for subsidies to accelerate change? — Create a pool to 

incentivize homeowners willing to swap out fixtures now to avoid enforcement actions 

years from now.  

I am willing to be involved. This is the greatest opportunity to improve our community at 

low cost and tremendous, universal reward.  

Sincerely, 

Graham Anthony 

 
November 11, 2020, 8:28 AM 
 
I can see the Milky Way on moonless nights from my property on Daly Ave in Old Town. 
This is nice and I support the Dark Sky initiative! However, I have to climb the hill to get 
above the orange hue of the sodium vapor streetlights which intrude on the native 
beauty.  I believe the offending light is owned by Rocky Mountain Power and leased by 
the City. It has no shielding to direct the light downward and limit it to the street. In fact, 
the light is designed to spread illumination 360 degrees horizontally. The local 
neighborhood comprised is year round residents and would support adopting the light, 
even to the point of paying to have the light replaced with something similar to the 
downlighting Park Meadows has enjoyed for decades.  
 

November 11, 2020, 10:17 AM 

Good morning, Ms. Ward. At your invitation, I am following up on our brief but helpful 

discussion about Park City's proposed outdoor lighting regulation, last Friday. Having 

studied the three graphic representations in your update bulletin, I have questions about 

the stipulated maximum lumens and fully shielded lighting for residential and city 

lighting. Not to sound as though there must be someone lurking behind every tree, bush 

and shrub, are safety and security being considered for residences and the greater Park 

City area? And is law enforcement being included in the Park City planning process? 

Frankly, while I like the woke concept of stemming light pollution, I also am a firm 

believer that light is our friend! The reduced lumens and very narrow downlighting 

suggested by the city will leave pockets of darkness and shadows which may enable or 

even invite intrusion and other nefarious activity, not to mention allowing for missteps on 

uneven surfaces. Over the last several decades of environmental and conservation 

efforts around the nation, many of those efforts have presented unexpected and 

undesired consequences. These efforts have ended up in even more precious 

resources and labor being consumed! Can we be sure that the proposed lighting will not 

demand that additional fixtures be installed to provide adequate lighting? 
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I have not heard our Park City Police Department and other law enforcement 

professionals weigh in on what their plans may be for our heretofore resort community, 

as we become "citified." Major media around the country have reported on Park City's 

becoming a major residential destination for folks who are fleeing their cities in favor of 

our inviting winter and summer climate, terrain and culture. With this influx, I assume 

that our city leaders and planners, to include law enforcement, must be aware of what 

such rapid growth will bring to our community. Such change and growth will bring 

challenges, not all of which will be pretty!  

As a Park City homeowner since 1992, our neighbors and we have looked forward to 

adjourning to our little idylls in the Utah mountains, where we could leave the crush of 

our cities, take in breaths of our good mountain air, and still feel safe and secure, here 

in Park City. We know that change is coming, but I hope that any change in lighting 

policy will support and foster continued community safety and security. 

Best wishes, Ms. Ward, and thank you for serving our delightful Park City. Can I entrust 

you to take the content of this email to the meeting of the Planning Commission, this 

evening, and to the City Council meeting on December 10th., or should I forward this 

email to them myself? Please advise . . . 

Karen Whitney, Ph. D. 
5925 Royal St.  
Park City, UT   84060   
 

November 11, 2020, 10:50 AM 

Rebecca, please count me among those who are in favor of the lighting regulations.  
When we built our home in 1989, I could look out the window at night and see a sky 
filled with stars.  Now I’m lucky if I see a planet or two.  I long for a view of the universe!  
I will go to the online survey, but I’m afraid I am too late for its deadline. 
Annie Lewis Garda 
 

November 11, 2020, 3:45 PM 

Hi Rebecca  
 
Wanted to provide two case studies or examples of why we need a updated lighting 
plan to preserve our dark sky’s. Up in Deer Valley at the Empire lodge next to the 
Montage & the Chase Bank next to Jans on 224. These are examples of two business 
that have significant light pollution as they use extremely bight lighting that contribute to 
light pollution.. 
 
Thanks 
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John 
 

November 11, 2020, 7:36 PM  

Hi Rebecca & Liz! 
I’m looking to see if there are any grants & what states have addressed lighting issues. 
Here are 2 links that might be helpful. I can try to get a name in Ft Lauderdale for code 
enforcement for you to speak to. There was a lot of grumbling about the changes, and 
now several years later, it is simply accepted practice.  
Thanks again for all your work! 
Best regards, Mari 
 
http://www.cityofbandera.org/DocumentCenter/View/1441/Outdoor-Lighting-Grant 
 

November 12, 2020, 10:27 AM 

Dear Rebecca and Liz, 
 
I was able to join the meeting last night and thanks for your work on this.  While my 
impressions were fresh I thought I would jot down a few of my reactions to share with 
the commissioners if you want. 
 

 One of the comments was why can’t we speed this adoption up?  I would agree 
but even if we didn’t, the point that the City could surely be an early adopter and 
lead the way with City buildings and street lights was a good one.  Maybe public 
by 12/31/24 and City by 12/31/22? 

 There was a comment about the string lights on Main Street being exempt from 
the 11pm cutoff and what happens to bar patrons when ―all the lights go off‖.  We 
should remember that these are not ―all the lights‖, these are just the holiday 
lights strung across the street and around many buildings.  These were installed 
just prior to the Olympics and were then left on buildings and annually reinstalled 
across Main Street.  Everything worked well before the Olympics and I would 
support leaving them on a little longer but aren’t the residents of Old Town 
entitled to dark skies as well?  They shouldn’t have to wait until 2am to have 
some normalcy and enjoy the stars.  I would still expect the Main Street lights to 
be higher efficiency, correct color temperature, lower lumens, and still achieve 
great ambiance.  I also agree that non-compliant private lighting on Main Street 
be off 30 or 60 minutes after closing.  Again this is not all lighting, just exterior 
holiday lights. 

 I agree with the comment that the fixtures that currently don’t comply don’t have 
to be ―junked‖ but can often be re-bulbed, modified, or abandoned.  I have a 
neighbor with 30 soffit lights brightly washing his home with no real utility.  I 
would think he could unscrew 26 of them to comply and it would have no safety 
consequence of any kind. 

http://www.cityofbandera.org/DocumentCenter/View/1441/Outdoor-Lighting-Grant
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 I agree with the ridgeline concerns but this is probably a phase 2 exploration that 
may be much less necessary if the above comment is addressed with so many 
properties. 

 Regarding safety and security, we need to remember that we are not mandating 
eliminating lights.  We are restricting how they shine and their intensity.  All 
sidewalks, pathways, front doors, back doors, etc. can clearly be lit with the right 
fixture or bulb and dramatically lower our pollution.  There should be no reason 
that law enforcement has issues if they fully understand what is being 
proposed.  As was also stated in the meeting, dozens of cities are taking the lead 
on this kind of initiative and can find no online issues from Flagstaff, Tuscon, 
Ketchum and other cities.  The IDS website has a number of published safety 
studies supporting dark sky initiatives. 

 I looked last night at Old Town and agree that there are generally a few 1000watt 
residents that really don’t ―get it‖ and spoil things for everyone.  Most people 
have some level of consideration for their neighbor and this should be a welcome 
reminder that our code does need to be updated on this after 18 years. 

 I agree that if the County can do this so can Park City, and maybe better.  Why 
can’t we be an International Dark Sky Community like Helper, Flagstaff, Tuscon, 
Sedona, etc.?  What a great additional reason to live here. 

 
Finally I think it is important when considering these changes to remember why we are 
doing this.   Park City chose to build a great trail system, we chose to buy lots of open 
space, we chose to eliminate plastic bags, we chose to buy electric busses, we chose to 
pursue an aggressive energy goal by 2030.  We can also choose to live in better 
harmony with the nature that existed here before we arrived.  Some people may not like 
it and that’s ok.  Others will really love it and this will be another strong expression of 
our community values and what makes Park City special. 
 
Thanks, 
 
David Peters  
 
 

November 17, 2020, 10:47 AM 

Park City Planning Commissioners: 

There’s a reason that astronomers, even amateur ones, use a red light when studying 

charts and looking back up at the sky. White lights are so bright they obscure one’s 

vision for a few minutes. Why is this relevant to the discussion of Dark Sky regulations? 

White holiday lighting, especially with snow on the ground, is incredibly bright. I have 

noticed recently that the large conifers at THE MARC are glowing so bright white that 

they obscure the stop sign on Monitor Drive. The City staff may want to switch to 

colored lights next year. 
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Many residents and business owners spend thousands of dollars on holiday lighting; 

and, therefore, want to have them on for as long as possible. Maybe by 2024, this 

practice could be restrained to the traditional holiday season: Thanksgiving through 

New Year’s Day.  

Marianne Cone 

 
November 17, 2020, 11:29 AM 
 

Hello Ladies, 

I am Bob Sfire, living at 220 King Rd for 22 years. I've always had driveway lighting for 

my 300' driveway. it's steep. this is the highest house in Old Town. you can only see this 

lighting from Marsac, except for one light that maybe a neighbor on Norfolk can see. I 

can and will black out that side of the light. all but 2 of our driveway lights are "neighbor 

friendly" with yellow shades inside. Wasatch lighting sold them to me about 3 years ago. 

my driveway needs lighting for safety. 

if any of my neighbors have complained, please let me know and it will be corrected. 

please call if you want to talk. I just saw the letter regarding the virtual discussions. 

Take a deep breath, 

 

Bob 

 
 
November 19, 2020, 11:50 AM 
 
Hi Rebecca,  
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November 28, 2020, 10:35 AM 

Dear Rebecca and Liz,  

We live in Park Meadows and are familiar with the successes that the International Dark 

Sky Association has had in both rural and urban areas. It is a great idea to bring the 

model lighting ordinance to Park City and hopefully to Summit County in the future.  The 

following are some thoughts on the topic but most specifically I would like to know what 

we can do to help the new regulations be adopted and to be implemented over time.  

Target Audiences: 

1. Federal and State Highway lighting - while recognizing that I-80 is not directly 

connected to Park City, the wasted light from inefficient freeway lights costs taxpayer 

money and reduces night sky visibility. Hopefully the new Park City regulation will 

encourage LED versus old style halogen lights along I-40 interchanges and along Utah 

224 and 248 approach roads to Park City.  If Summit County adopts a similar set of 

guidelines in the future, then the entire Park City/Snyderville Basin will be that much 

closer to carbon neutral and IDA standards.  

2. New Commercial Developments - given the madcap pace of development that is 

back underway in Park City/Summit County, these regulations will be fantastic.  We can 

see Park City Mountain Resort from where we live and we do not want to have a view of 

a "mountain Manhattan" as the parking lot is built up. I assume the folks in Deer Valley 

feel the same way about their future parking lot development not to mention the 

massive commercial developments around Kimball Junction.  The glow from Redstone 

is a major issue for sky watching to the north side of Quarry Mountain and Round 

Valley. I assume that the new Sundance Institute and Arts Center will be in full 

compliance with the new ordinance as they are built out.  

3. Park City Mountain and Deer Valley Ski Resorts - The elimination of night skiing at 

Park City mountain was generally a good thing - especially from a carbon neutral and 

dark sky perspective. Much of the lighting issues that the ski resorts must manage will 

be down at ground level and fall under the commercial development category. I do have 

two specific questions - first, why does Park City Mountain Resort use old style halogen 

lighting at an operational facility near the Treasure Hollow run all night and all year 

long?  First, if it is for safety, it makes no sense to have an unshielded light. Second, it is 

clearly less efficient to operate pink halogen than a modern LED shielded light.  And 

finally, why does it need to be on all night long summer and winter? I am not talking 

about SnowCat operation. They are actually interesting to watch each night and 

the drivers need good lighting for safe operations.  But a modern fixed facility lighting 

installation at Treasure Hollow would have motion sensing lights and or/timers and more 

efficient warm LED versus the pink halogen light that glows on the mountain all night 
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long. There is also a relatively new facility built by Vail near Porcupine Ridge that also 

has lights on all night long all year long.  It is not even on a major ski run that I can tell 

(seems to be just off Iron Canyon hiking trail). Again, why not use modern motion 

sensing LED lights with timers?  

4. Hideout Canyon - the illegal annexation of Richardson Flat should be fought for as 

long as it takes (I have written to Park City Council about this in the past). In the 

meantime, Wasatch County style "non-regulation" development standards should not be 

allowed in the Park City/Round Valley/Summit County view shed. During the single 

public hearing Hideout Canyon held before the developer-owned town council moved 

ahead with the illegal annexation, I specifically challenged the Hideout Council to stop 

claiming that they support "open space and dark sky regulations" as they attempt to 

build their trashy development in Summit County. While I fully support the National 

Abilities Center (great group), I do wonder if they need old fashioned halogen lights for 

the horse corrals?  It would be a fairly simple solution to modernize the few light sources 

that are in and around Round Valley to keep it clear from the worsening Wasatch 

County light pollution and waste of energy.  

5. Existing Larger Commercial Developments - I assume that the generally 

progressive real estate development community in Park City and Summit County will be 

in favor of this regulation.  The incremental cost of the better lighting is minimal 

especially when considering the life time energy savings, improved ground level safety 

and overall enhancement of neighborhood property values.  Is there a real estate 

development advisory council helping you with this regulation?  I think they would be 

very influential - hopefully in a positive way.  I note that many of the designer houses in 

Park City have spent thousands of dollars on their outdoor lighting fixtures some of 

which are actually dark sky compliant. Fortunately they tend to be low lumen designer 

fixtures.  

6. Retail and Public Lighting - As the IDA points out, properly designed lighting puts 

more light at ground level where it benefits customers and the general public and costs 

less.  I believe that Moab did a detailed survey of their lighting issues (they used some 

college interns as I recall) and developed a long term plan to preserve as much of the 

night sky as they could given the need to accomodate a constant flow of paying tourists. 

Is there a similar survey to help guide implementation of this ordinance in Park 

City?  Winter time lighting (e.g. the famed Bill White holiday trees) are much better now 

with LEDs but I do hope that all of them are turned off after a certain time when no one 

is going to see them. Easy enough to install timers. Ditto with the sky- facing lighting of 

the McPolin Barn and the barn in Snyderville which can both be optimized as a civic 

attraction while allowing a dark sky.   
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7. Public Safety Considerations - As with the lighting survey, has the Park City Police 

Department done geo-mapping of all the crimes and issues that they have to manage 

within city boundaries?  I imagine that there is an excessive amount of older, poorly 

designed lighting in areas with low issues and other areas where new IDA compliant 

lighting could help address crime and public safety issues. I would assume that the 

private security systems vendors in Park City could also be incorporated in this planning 

effort. It is in everyone's best interest to have efficient ground level lighting, with minimal 

dark spots as often occurs with out-of-date lighting installations and motion sensors.  

8. HomeOwners Associations - We belong to the Cove/Eagle Mountain HomeOwners 

Association(HOA).  As with the real estate development council, I hope that you can 

develop a lighting advisory group of the HOA leaders and managers. If there is to be 

gradual change in an older development like ours, it will need to be done through with 

their assistance and potentially funding. For instance, the outdoor lights in our 

development are not overly harsh but they are only shielded to the standards of the late 

1990's.  To gradually make the transition to lighting fixtures that meet modern standards 

while actually improving light on the ground will take some time per association.  

9.  General Residential Considerations - Generally I find that people in Park City are 

thoughtful with their residential lighting with a few exceptions. In a new development not 

far away, there is a homeowner with new lighting, unfortunately not shielded, who is 

apparently afraid of the dark.  No timers, no motion sensors, all night long, all year 

long.  In California, during the major water shortages, the big users of water were 

contacted and encouraged to reduce consumption. This is a touchy area but it would be 

useful to have a municipal process that encourages timers and motion sensors for any 

lighting that impacts neighbors within the viewshed (not just next door) that encourages 

timers.   Turning off all non-essential light after 11 PM or 12 PM should not really be a 

burden on anyone and should be gently encouraged.  

10. General Sky Awareness - Beyond the improved energy conservation and public 

safety that modern lighting installations can provide, there are the health benefits of 

seeing a clear night sky. Whitman said it best:  

When I heard the learn’d astronomer,  
When the proofs, the figures, were ranged in columns before me,  
When I was shown the charts and diagrams, to add, divide, and measure them,  
When I sitting heard the astronomer where he lectured with much applause in the 
lecture-room,  
How soon unaccountable I became tired and sick,  
Till rising and gliding out I wander’d off by myself,  
In the mystical moist night-air, and from time to time,  
Look’d up in perfect silence at the stars. 
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While not an astronomer myself, I do enjoy watching the stars, the phases of the moon, 

the planets, meteor showers and these days, satellites.   If there was a greater public 

knowledge of and interest in the constant activity in the night sky, people would be more 

supportive of progressive lighting ordinances. The Salt Lake Astronomical Society 

(SLAS) does (during non-COVID times) star parties at Jordanelle and in the Wasatch. 

One thought would be to engage this group with free publicity in Park City for events, 

say at Bonanza Flats or in Round Valley in the summer where there is access 

parking.   I would hope that the Park Record would assist by including a weekly night 

sky report from either the SLAS or the Clark Planetarium that would encourage private 

sky watching as well as create supporters for Park City and future Summit County 

lighting ordinances.  

Please let me know how we can be of support to this great effort,  

Best regards,  

Craig Wallentine  
2731 Gallivan Loop  
Park City, Utah 84109 
One suggestion for you - if the annual Park City Civic Day is going to be held in early 

February (perhaps by videoconference due to the COVID epidemic), could you ask to 

have a section included on this Dark Sky Initiative? We always try to attend this 

excellent session to learn what is going on in Park City and Summit County and I think 

this would be a great topic to "spotlight".   

 


