
                                                     
 

January 19, 2023 

 

Sent by Email 

 

Township of Muskoka Lakes 

1 Bailey Street, 

Port Carling, Ontario  

P0B 1J0 

 

Attention: Mr. Robert Kennedy, Chief By-law Enforcement Officer  

 

Dear Mr. Kennedy: 

 

Re: Proposed updated Dark Sky Lighting By-law (the “By-law”) 

 

On behalf of the Muskoka Lakes Association and the Friends of Muskoka, we would like to 

acknowledge our appreciation for your work in preparing the updated By-law. We believe it 

represents a significant improvement over the current by-law. Some additional conceptual and 

other comments we would ask you to consider are as follows: 

 

A. Conceptual Comments 

 

1. Our members and supporters are primarily concerned about light pollution on the 

waterfront. Perhaps consideration could be given to having the By-law apply differently, 

or not at all, to different zones. For example, we suggest that it should fully apply to the 

waterfront, with possible relief from some of the provisions for commercial operations, 

such as marinas, but not resorts (see the exemptions for holiday lighting and bubblers in 

Sections 4.1 and 4.2, respectively, for examples of how this could be accomplished). It 

may not be necessary or appropriate for the By-law to apply to rural areas, since many 

homes are surrounded by significant vegetation and are often not located close to other 

homes. However, some thought might be given to requiring full cut off lighting within a 

certain distance of the Torrance Barrens Dark Sky Preserve, even for rural areas. 

Similarly, it may not be as much of an issue in non-waterfront portions of urban areas, 

such as Port Carling and Bala, and thought could be given to having the By-law not 

apply, only apply after a longer phase in period or only apply to new builds and 

replacements in such areas.  

2. The what and the where appear to be well covered. Please also consider the quantity, 

such as the number of light fixtures per 100 square metres and/or maximum wattage or 

lumens based on waterfront area, in each case, within some specified distance from the 

shoreline (66m or 100m?). Limiting maximum wattage per fixture may also be 

appropriate (up to 60w or 100w, but not 150w or 250w night lights).  

3. Please consider adding a preamble to assist the public in understanding the purpose 

and effect of the By-law. For example, “The purpose of the By-law is to, among other 

things, prevent light pollution on our streets and on the water and protect our dark sky 
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environment, while at the same time providing a safe environment for both people and 

wildlife and for navigation.” 

 

B. Other Comments 

 

1. Defined terms are capitalized throughout the by-law (which we believe will be extremely 

helpful from an enforcement standpoint), with a couple of exceptions. The most notable 

of which is Schedule “C”, dealing with set fines. We would recommend ensuring that 

defined terms are capitalized in the schedule. We also note that the defined term in Item 

7 should be “Architectural Lighting“ (as opposed to “architectural light”). 

2. In Section 3, dealing with Regulations, unlike Section 2.1, there is no limitation on the 

scope of the application of these regulations. For example, Section 3.1 states that: “No 

Person shall Install or Own an Outdoor Luminaire that is not a Full Cut Off Fixture;”. 

Please consider adding the following as a preamble to this section: “Within the 

boundaries of the Township:” 

3. There are several references to a permitting regime. However, we did not see a 

permitting provision in the By-law. Please see, for example, Sections 9.1 and 9.3. Please 

consider either adding a permitting provision or deleting the references to permits. We 

would recommend adding an appropriate permitting provision. If you go this route, 

please consider adding “compliance with a permit” to Section 8.2.  

4. In the definition of “Grandfathered Luminaire”, it was changed from the plural to the 

singular. Please consider changing “were” to “was”.  

5. For the definition “Lawn Light Fixture“, we suggest changing this to “Pathway Light 

Fixture“, as we believe this more accurately describes the exemption for an outdoor 

pathway, walkway or stairway referred to in Section 4.6. 

6. Sections 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6 are somewhat awkward. In Sections 3.4 and 3.5, please 

consider adding the word “located” in front of “outside”. In Section 3.6, please consider 

adding the words “when used” after the words “manner that”. 

7. Please consider adding a new Section 3.12, as follows: “No Person shall Install or Own 

an Outdoor Luminaire that is located underwater.” The technology exists for underwater 

pool lighting. We would not want to see underwater lighting in our lakes and rivers.  

8. Please consider amending Section 4.6 to read as follows: “All Pathway Lawn Light 

Fixtures shall be exempt from this By-law, and a Person may Install or Own an Outdoor 

Luminaire which is otherwise in compliance with this By-law, provided that the sole 

purpose of the Fixture is to light an outdoor pathway, walkway, or stairway, dock or 

boathouse, and, further provided that, in the case of Outdoor Luminaires, they are turned 

off when not required or are activated by motion sensors. We suggest that if property 

owners utilize pathways or docks and boathouses at night to use their property or to visit 

friends and neighbours, lighting used to illuminate these may be left on until no longer 

needed. The problem is the person who leaves all of their pathway lighting (and other 

lighting) on all night, every night and not the person who periodically leaves pathway 

lights on for safety purposes. 
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9. Please consider expanding or amending the definition of “Sports Courts” and/or Section 

7.1 to include swimming pools and spas.  

10. A couple of other instances regarding capitalized terms are in Section 7.1(d) “lux” to 

“Lux” and Sections 10.2, 10.3, 10.4 and 10.5 “person” to “Person“ (see Section 10.1, 

where Person is capitalized; the suggested changes are of some importance, since it is 

an offence and penalty section).  

11. In Section 8.9, please consider deleting the word “inclusive”.  

12. In Section 8.10, please consider adding the words “per annum” after the words “15 per 

cent”, so as to clearly prescribe an annual interest rate. 

13. In Section 10.5, the maximum fine for every Person generally is $50,000. However, in 

Section 10.6, the maximum fine for directors and officers of a corporation is $100,000. 

Please consider reducing this to $50,000 to make the two provisions consistent.  

 

We hope you find the foregoing helpful. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

      

 

 

 

Ken Pearce                                                            Laurie Thomson 

Vice-President, Muskoka Lakes Association         President, Friends of Muskoka 

 

 

cc.   David Pink, Director of Development Services and Environmental Sustainability 

        Rob Bosomworth, Chair, Planning Committee and other Members of the Planning 

Committee, Township of Muskoka Lakes 

        Susan Eplett, President, Muskoka Lakes Association 

         

 


