
 
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 

 
DATE: February 7, 2022 NEW BUSINESS 
 
SUBJECT: REQUEST BY BEST SIGNS, INC., ON BEHALF OF MARGARITAVILLE 

RESORT, FOR SIGN PROGRAM AMENDMENT APPROVAL FOR THE 
TWO (2) EXISTING WALL SIGNS INSTALLED ON THE FRONT ENTRY 
CANOPY FASCIA AT THE MARGARITAVILLE RESORT PALM SPRINGS 
HOTEL LOCATED AT 1600 NORTH INDIAN CANYON DRIVE, ZONE R-
3, SECTION 2 (CASE NO. 20-003 AMND) (NK).  

 
FROM: Development Services Department – Planning Division 
 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

 
This is a Sign Program Amendment request for the two (2) existing wall signs located on 
the entrance canopy fascia at Margaritaville Resort Palm Springs.  The wall signs were 
installed without prior City review and approval, and the applicant is seeking Sign 
Program Amendment approval to include both signs in the adopted Sign Program as legal 
signage.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That the Architectural Review Committee deny the application as submitted and adopt 
the attached resolution.  
 
BUSINESS PRINCIPAL DISCLOSURE:   
 
The legal name of the business is AGRE DCP Palm Springs, LLC, which includes three 
(3) members named Dan Kwon, Tracey Gamble, and Heather Turner.  There is no 
individual within the entity who owns a beneficial interest of 5% or more.  Public Integrity 
Disclosure Form is attached to this report (Attachment #4).   
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
Related Relevant City Actions 

07/09/2008 

Planning Commission approved a Sign Program for the former Riviera 
Hotel, which proposed the installation of an 86 square-foot monument 
sign and three (3) directional signs (SP 08-091).  The Architectural 
Advisory Committee (AAC) voted unanimously to recommend 
approval of the project to the Planning Commission on June 9, 2008.  

09/17/2016 
Planning Division administratively approved a Minor Architectural 
Review (MAA) application for the installation of a new sign on a 
landscaped trellis structure.   

10/19/2020 

AAC reviewed a Sign Program Amendment application for the 
installation of a slightly larger replacement monument sign for 
Margaritaville Resort Palm Springs and voted unanimously for the 
continuation of the project for further review.  

11/02/2020 
AAC reviewed a revised sign design and voted unanimously to 
recommend denial of the Amendment to the Planning Services 
Director.  

11/09/2020 
Planning Services Director reviewed and approved the Sign Program 
Amendment for the revised monument sign design subject to 
conditions of approval.  

 
Neighborhood Meeting/Notification 

02/03/2022 The notification of the public meeting was forwarded to the 
neighborhood organizations located within one (1) mile from the site.  

 
Field Check 

12/17/2021 Staff conducted a site visit to confirm the condition of the site.  
 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 
The project site is the 16.22-acre Margaritaville Resort Palm Springs hotel site located at 
the northeast corner of North Indian Canyon Drive and East Vista Chino.  There is an 
existing Sign Program for the property, which was originally adopted in 2008 and later 
amended in 2020.  The Sign Program currently allows the following signage:   
 

1. One (1) 8-foot-high, 88.91-square-foot monument sign. 
2. Three (3) directional signs, each of which is 2.6 square feet in area. 

 
After the Sign Program Amendment approval in 2020, it came to City’s attention that two 
(2) additional wall signs had been installed on southwest and east-facing front entry 
canopy fascia.  The wall signs are currently unpermitted, and the applicant is seeking 
Sign Program Amendment approval to include them as legal signage in the adopted Sign 
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Program.  Attachment #7 of this report provides the construction, material, design, and 
installation details.   
 
STAFF ANALYSIS: 
 
Site Area 

Net Acres 16.215 Acres  
 
Conformance to Development Standards: 
 
Permitted Signs – Main Signs (PSZC Section 93.20.07.A) 
 Permitted Sign Proposed Project  Compliance 
Maximum 
Number 

• 1 Main Sign. 
• 1 additional sign may be 

permitted if the street 
frontage and sign 
separation is greater than 
170 feet.  

• Only 1 Freestanding Sign 
may be permitted on a 
corner parcel. 

2 
 
 

No.  In addition to 
the proposed sign, 
the site is already 
developed with a 
monument sign.  
Distance to the 
street is 
approximately 51.5 
feet (Sign A) and 
122 feet (Sign B).   

Permitted Sign 
Types 

• Wall Sign 
• Monument Sign 
• Freestanding Sign 

Wall  Y 

Maximum Area • 1.5 square feet per separate 
rental unit, not to exceed a 
maximum of 300 square 
feet*.  

• Any secondary Main Signs 
as may be permitted by this 
Section shall be restricted to 
50 square feet in area. 

Sign A: 31.86 SF 
Sign B: 35 SF 

Y* 

Maximum 
Height 

• Wall Signs - The top of any 
sign shall not be higher than 
the building on which it is 
located, and in no event 
shall the sign be higher than 
28 feet, as measured from 
finished grade. 

Fascia of a single-
story structure  

Y 

• Freestanding Signs & 
Monument Signs – Max. 12 
feet. The height shall be 
measured from finished 
grade to the top of the sign 
structure. 

Not Proposed  N/A 

Illumination 
Permitted 

• Internal, external Sign A: Illuminated 
Sign B: Non-

Y 
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Permitted Signs – Main Signs (PSZC Section 93.20.07.A) 
 Permitted Sign Proposed Project  Compliance 

Illuminated  
*Hotel contains 405 guest rooms (Building & Safety database).  
 
Permitted Signs – Accessory Signs (PSZC Section 93.20.07.B) 
 Permitted Sign Proposed Project  Compliance 
Maximum 
Number 

• 1 Accessory Sign for a 
restaurant use within the 
hotel.  

 

2 
 
 

No.  None of the signs 
are for a restaurant.   

Permitted Sign 
Types 

• Wall Sign 
 

Wall  Y 

Maximum Area • 30 square feet  Sign A: 31.86 SF 
Sign B: 35 SF 

N 

Maximum 
Height  

• The sign shall not be 
located above the ground 
floor of the building. 

Fascia of a 
single-story 
building  

Y 

Illumination 
Permitted 

• Internal, external Sign A: 
Illuminated 
Sign B: Non-
Illuminated  

Y 

 
The project site is already developed with one (1) main sign, which is a monument sign 
located at the southwest corner of the lot.  Although the Sign Ordinance allows for the 
possibility to install additional Main and Accessory Signs for a resort hotel, the location of 
the wall signs and their size and intended use (not for a restaurant within a hotel) do not 
meet the zoning code requirements that would allow this.   
 
Sign Program Review Criteria and Findings: 
PSZC Section 93.20.08(H)(4) requires the approval authority to evaluate and make 
findings for conformance to the following criteria for a Sign Program Amendment 
application which varies from the specific requirements of the Sign Ordinance: 
 
 Criteria and Findings [PSZC 93.20.08(H)(4)] Compliance 
1. Due to the physical characteristics of the property and the 

orientation and design of the structures on the property, strict 
application of the regulations of the Sign Ordinance will not give 
adequate visibility to the signage.  

N 
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 Criteria and Findings [PSZC 93.20.08(H)(4)] Compliance 
 In addition to directional signs, the project site is already developed 

with a monument sign at the intersection of two (2) major 
thoroughfares with clear visibility to pedestrians and motorists.  
The illuminated monument sign is designed in vibrant color palette, 
and the sign message is clear and readable.  There is no evidence 
in the record showing that visibility of the existing signage is being 
obstructed or minimized by the physical characteristics of the 
property or structures thereon.  Therefore, the deviation from the 
Sign Ordinance regulation is not necessitated by the site’s physical 
attributes, design of the existing building, or the visibility issue of 
the existing signage.   

 

2. That the approved program will be compatible with the design of 
the property and will represent the least departure from the 
standards of the Sign Ordinance necessary for the effectiveness 
of the program. 

N 

 Although the color palette and construction materials of the 
proposed wall signs are compatible with the exterior colors of the 
building and other signs on site, the short sign letter heights (8” 
and 13.5”) and cursive lettering do not function as effective signage 
for the project site.  The sign installation locations are not critical 
areas on the building or property for addressing business 
identification or serving functional needs; such purposes are 
already fulfilled by other existing signs.  Overall, there is no 
evidence in the record showing that the sign program needs this 
departure from Sign Ordinance standards to be effective.   
Therefore, the installation of two (2) additional signs is not a 
minimal deviation from the Sign Ordinance that is necessitated for 
the effectiveness of the adopted Sign Program, and the proposed 
project does not meet this finding.  

 

3. That the approved program is compatible with the surrounding 
property and not contrary to the purpose of the Sign Ordinance. N 

 The neighboring property to the south, Desert Sun Resort & Spa, 
is developed with one (1) monument sign, and the Seven-Eleven 
convenience store to the west is developed with two (2) wall signs; 
one (1) sign per building frontage.  Although a multi-frontage 
commercial property may be allowed with multiple signage, none 
of these properties are developed with multiple signage on one 
street-facing elevation.  Pursuant to Palm Springs Zoning Code 
Section 93.20.02(B), one purpose of the Sign Ordinance is to allow 
businesses to provide adequate identification.  Staff finds that 
existing monument sign adequately identifies the business, and 
the addition of the two (2) wall signs is incompatible with the 
signage found at the nearby commercial establishments.  
Therefore, the proposed project does not meet this finding.   
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JUSTIFICATION LETTER: 
 
The applicant submitted the justification letters which are attached to this report 
(Attachment #5).  In the justification letter, the business representatives explain that the 
signage was installed according to the directives given by the corporation as a part of the 
comprehensive renovation of the property, and the signage does not adversely affect the 
surrounding property and it functions to identify the hotel entrance and provide a sense 
of arrival.   
 
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: 
 
If this Project is denied, then this action will be statutorily exempt from the terms of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), because “CEQA does not apply to 
projects which the public agency rejects or disapproves.”  Section 15270(a) of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  Alternatively, should the Architectural Review Committee decide to approve 
this project, the proposed development is considered a “project” pursuant to the terms of 
the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), and has been determined to be 
categorically exempt pursuant to Section 15301(a) of the CEQA Guidelines (Class 1, 
Existing Facilities). 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
Based on the submitted materials, staff finds that the current Sign Program adequately 
identifies the business and serves the functional needs of the site.  The addition of the 
two (2) wall signs is not necessitated by the site’s physical attributes, and it does not affect 
the effectiveness of the adopted Sign Program.  The signage installed at other business 
establishments in the site’s vicinity is minimal, and additional signage at the site disrupts 
this pattern and creates a compatibility issue.  Although the applicant explains in the 
justification letters that the signage is intended to identify the hotel entrance and provide 
a sense of arrival, such purposes can be served by other architectural and design means. 
Therefore, staff recommends that the ARC deny this Sign Program Amendment 
application.  
 
PREPARED BY: Noriko Kikuchi, AICP, Associate Planner  
REVIEWED BY: David Newell, AICP, Assistant Director of Planning  

 
ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Vicinity Map 
2. Draft Resolution  
3. Aerial View  
4. Public Integrity Disclosure Form 
5. Justification Letters 
6. Site Photographs  
7. Sign Plans 
8. Sign Plans (Monument Sign)   
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CITY OF PALM SPRINGS 

 
 

Case 20-003 SP AMEND  
1600 North Indian Canyon Drive  

Margaritaville Resort  



RESOLUTION NO. ______ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW 
COMMITTEE OF THE CITY OF PALM SPRINGS, 
CALIFORNIA, DENYING A SIGN PROGRAM AMENDMENT 
APPLICATION FOR THE TWO (2) EXISTING WALL SIGNS 
INSTALLED ON THE FRONT ENTRY CANOPY FASCIA AT 
THE MARGARITAVILLE RESORT PALM SPRINGS HOTEL 
LOCATED AT 1600 NORTH INDIAN CANYON DRIVE (CASE 
20-003 SP AMND). 

 
THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE FINDS AND DETERMINES AS FOLLOWS: 
 
A. Best Signs, Inc., on behalf of Margaritaville Resort, (“Applicant”) filed a Sign Program 
Amendment application with the City, pursuant to Palm Springs Zoning Code (PSZC) Section 
93.20.08(H)(2) (Sign Permit Application for Multi-Tenanted Buildings) of the Palm Springs 
Zoning Code, for the two (2) existing wall signs installed on the front entry canopy fascia at the 
Margaritaville Resort Palm Springs hotel located at 1600 North Indian Canyon Drive (“the 
Project”). 
 
B. The two (2) existing wall signs do not comply with the specific requirements of the City’s 
Sign Ordinance; and  
 
C. Pursuant to Palm Springs Zoning Code Section 93.20.08(H)(4), a Sign Program that 
varies from the specific requirements of the Sign Ordinance may be approved if the   
Architectural Review Committee can make the required findings provided in that section.  
 
D. On February 7, 2022, the City’s Architectural Review Committee held a public meeting 
in accordance with applicable law.  At said meeting, the Architectural Review Committee 
carefully reviewed and considered all of the evidence presented in connection with the Project, 
including, but not limited to, the staff report, and all written and oral testimony presented. 
 
THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE RESOLVES: 
 
Section 1:  This action is statutorily exempt from the terms of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”), because “CEQA does not apply to projects which the public agency 
rejects or disapproves.”  Section 15270(a) of the CEQA Guidelines.         
 
Section 2:  As identified in the staff report, the Project does not conform to the findings of Palm 
Springs Zoning Code Section 93.20.08(H)(4) (Approval Process – Deviations) that are required 
for the Architectural Review Committee to make in order to approve a Sign Program that varies 
from the specific requirements of the Sign Ordinance.  
 
Section 3:  Based upon the foregoing, the Architectural Review Committee hereby denies 
Case 20-003 SP AMND, for the two (2) wall signs that are installed on the front entry canopy 
fascia located at 1600 North Indian Canyon Drive.   
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ADOPTED this 7th day of February, 2022.  
 
AYES:  
NOES: 
ABSENT:  
 
ATTEST:                                    CITY OF PALM SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA 
 
 
 
______________________________________   
David Newell, AICP 
Assistant Planning Director 



 

Project Site  

East Vista Chino  

N
or

th
 In

di
an

 C
an

yo
n 

Dr
iv

e 
 

East Via Escuela 

Project Site  



CITY OF PALM SPRINGS – PUBLIC INTEGRITY DISCLOSURE 
APPLICANT DISCLOSURE FORM 
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PUBLIC INTEGRITY DISCLOSURE  
APPLICANT DISCLOSURE FORM 

1. Name of Entity

2. Address of Entity (Principle Place of Business)

3. Local or California Address (if different than #2)

4. State where Entity is Registered with Secretary of State

If other than California, is the Entity also registered in California?  Yes   No
5. Type of Entity

 Corporation   Limited Liability Company   Partnership   Trust   Other (please specify) 

6. Officers, Directors, Members, Managers, Trustees, Other Fiduciaries (please specify)
Note: If any response is not a natural person, please identify all officers, directors,
members, managers and other fiduciaries for the member, manager, trust or other entity  

_________________________________________________   Officer   Director   Member   Manager 
   [name]  

     General Partner   Limited Partner   

     Other ____________________________________ 

_________________________________________________   Officer   Director   Member   Manager 
   [name]  

     General Partner   Limited Partner   

     Other ____________________________________ 

_________________________________________________   Officer   Director   Member   Manager 
   [name]  

     General Partner   Limited Partner   

     Other ____________________________________ 
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7. Owners/Investors with a 5% beneficial interest in the Applicant Entity or a related entity

A. 

_______________________________________________ 
[name of owner/investor] 

_____________________________________________ 
[name of official with whom owner/investor  

has material financial relationship] 

   FOR RELATIONSHIP A, EXPLANATION OF THE RELATIONSHIP: 

B. 

_______________________________________________ 
[name of owner/investor] 

_____________________________________________ 
[name of official with whom owner/investor  

has material financial relationship] 

   FOR RELATIONSHIP B, EXPLANATION OF THE RELATIONSHIP: 

C. 

_______________________________________________ 
[name of owner/investor] 

_____________________________________________ 
[name of official with whom owner/investor  

has material financial relationship] 

   FOR RELATIONSHIP C, EXPLANATION OF THE RELATIONSHIP: 

I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.  

Signature of Disclosing Party, Printed Name, Title Date 
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January 4, 2022 

 

VIA EMAIL:  Noriko.Kikuchi@palmspringsca.gov  

 

Noriko Kikuchi 

Associate Planner 

Development Services Department – Planning Division 

City of Palm Springs 

 

RE:  Margaritaville Resort Palm Springs – Signage Package 

 

Dear Noriko, 

 

 I am writing on behalf of the Ownership of the Margaritaville Palm Springs, requesting approval 

of the two signs in question, at the entrance of the newly renovated Margaritaville, formerly the Riviera 

Hotel. 

 

 The signs were added during the comprehensive renovation undergone during the summer of 2020 

as the hotel was repositioned to a Margaritaville Resort.  This signage package was dictated by the Hotel 

Standards of the Margaritaville Brand in order to provide an adequate arrival experience and establish 

consistency across the brand’s properties.  The hotel under its previous branding and condition was not 

financially sustainable.  The repositioning of the property together with $16M of renovations has been 

very well received by the community and larger customer base.  

 

 The repositioning has brought new life to the property and is attracting a new customer base to the 

market.  The property is projecting a 38% increase in room revenues over the pre-renovation 2019 levels, 

resulting in $2.1M of Transient Occupancy Tax for the City of Palm Springs; a $580K increase from the 

2019 TOT payment.  We attribute this increase to the excitement for the Margaritaville Brand and property 

improvements. While the signs alone do not create this atmosphere, they are a critical part of the arrival 

experience which sets the tone for the rest of the guest’s stay.   

 

 We believe the signs to be in keeping with the comprehensive design of the property and in no way 

obstructive or detracting from surrounding properties.  Given the property is significantly set back from 

the street corner where the approved monument sign is located, this additional signage helps to identify 

the hotel entrance and provide the sense of arrival.    

 

 We hope that the City will consider a variance from the requirements of the Sign Ordinance in 

these circumstances.  

 

We appreciate your consideration. 

 

      Best regards, 

 

 

      David Pratt 

      Tamarack Capital Partners 
  

mailto:Noriko.Kikuchi@palmspringsca.gov
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SIGN TYPE: 3B

1/2"=1'-0"

ELEVATION VIEW SIDE VIEW

ST.3B EXTERIOR WALL MOUNTED INDIVIDUAL FLAT CUT OUT LETTERS                            

INDIVIDUAL LETTERS CNC ROUTED FROM 1/2" THICK CAST ACRYLIC, LETTERS PAINTED WITH AUTOMOTIVE GRADE URETHANE COATING. 
SMOOTH SATIN FINISH TO MATCH COLOR SPECS. 

LETTERS MOUNTED FLUSH TO WALL WITH #10-24 BLIND MOUNT STUDS AND RTV SILICONE SEALANT BONDING ADHESIVE.

35 SQ.FT. OF TOTAL SIGN AREA

LETTERS MOUNTED SPACED OFF WITH SPACERS ID NEEDED DUE TO FASCIA RADIUS, ALUMINUM BARREL SPACERS WITH
 #10-24 BLIND MOUNT STUDS AND RTV SILICONE SEALANT BONDING ADHESIVE.
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FASCIA

1/2" THICK
 CAST ACRYLIC LETTER

#10-24 ALUMINUM
 BLIND MOUNTING STUD

CLEAR HIGH BONDING RTV 
SEALANT ADHESIVE

CLEAR HIGH BONDING RTV 
SEALANT ADHESIVE

1/4" MOUNTING HOLES

METHOD OF ATTACHMENT
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30½"

18"28½"

ELEVATION VIEW

PLAN VIEW

SIDE VIEW

SIGN TYPE: 3A

1:30ILLUMINATED FASCIA SIGN DETAILS

A

B

B

C

C ALUMINUM FABRICATED WIREWAY, PAINTED SMOOTH SATIN FINISH 
TO MATCH WHITEWASH WOOD FINISH.

ALUMINUM FABRICATED DUAL-LIT CHANNEL LETTERS, 
INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED WITH BRIGHT WHITE LED MODULES.
3/16" CLEAR BACKER, 3/16" WHITE CAST ACRYLIC FACE WITH 
DIGITALLY PRINTED TRANSLUCENT VINYL APPLIED FIRST SURFACE.
WHITE TRIM CAP AND RETURN. 

ALUMINUM FABRICATED DUAL-LIT CHANNEL LOGO “SUN, PALMS, WAVES
AND COPY” INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED WITH BRIGHT WHITE LED MODULES.
3/16" CLEAR BACKER, 3/16" WHITE CAST ACRYLIC FACE WITH 
DIGITALLY PRINTED TRANSLUCENT VINYL APPLIED FIRST SURFACE.
BRIGHT GREEN TRIM CAP AND RETURN TO MATCH LOGO COLORS. 

TYPICAL DUAL-LITE CHANNEL LETTERS AND
 METHOD OF ATTACHMENT / NTS

1½"

P
O
W
E
R

S
U
P
P
LY

ONONON

OFFOFFOFF

3/4" TRIM CAP, GLUED TO ACRYLIC FACES AND
ATTACHED TO RETURNS WITH SCREWS

.177" WHITE DURAPLEX SG05 ACRYLIC LETTER FACE

1" DEEP ALUMINUM SPACERS

.050" ALUMINUM CHANNEL RETURN

BRIGHT WHITE LED MODULES
ATTACHED W/ 3M ADHESIVE TAPE 

NOTCHED REAR FLANGE

SLOAN 12 VOLT LED POWER SUPPLY
110 INPUT 

CONDUIT, EXISTING POWER BY OTHERS

STUCCO / PLY WALL

PLTC CABLE / SECONDARY POWER CONNECTIONS
MADE W/WIRE NUTS (TYP)

WEEP DRAIN HOLE WITH BAFFLE

® 3/16" CLEAR MAKROLON  POLYCARBONATE BACKER

#10 X 4" EXTERIOR DECK SCREW
 EXTERIOR DECK SCREW-ALLOWS SAFE LOAD UP TO 500LBS.

2½" 6"

EXISTING
 WALL

TYPICAL
.050" ALUM
ELECTRICAL
ENCLOSURE

 RTV SILICONE SEALANT
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SIMULATED NIGHT VIEW

A

CHANNEL LETTER CONSTRUCTION DETAILS / NTS

B

A

A2

A

D

C

B

F

E

 BLACK 3/4" TRIM CAP, GLUED TO ACRYLIC FACES AND
 ATTACHED TO RETURNS WITH SCREWS.

A

AA

B

C

D

E

F

 .177" WHITE DURAPLEX SG05 ACRYLIC LETTER FACE.

 TRANSLUCENT VINYL SHEETING APPLIED TO FACE

 3/16" CLEAR MAKROLON POLYCARBONATE BACKER.

 3" DEEP, .040 ALUMINUM RETURNS 

 BRIGHT WHITE LED MODULES.

 #8 X ½" SHEET METAL SCREW SECURING FACE.

THIS SIGN IS INTENDED TO BE INSTALLED
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS
OF ARTICLE 600 OF THE 2019 NATIONAL 
ELECTRICAL CODE, 2019 CEC AND/OR
OTHER APPLICABLE LOCAL CODES. 
THIS INCLUDES PROPER GROUNDING AND 
BONDING OF SIGN. TITLE-24 COMPLIANT 
2019ENERGY STANDARDS SECTION 6.8.

SIGN COMPLIES WITH SECTION 140.8
OF THE 2019 CA ENERGY CODE.

LIGHTING DESIGNER

31.86 SQ.FT. OF TOTAL SIGN AREA



SITE PLAN / NTS

A

A

B

B

MARGARITAVILLE RESORT
1600 N. INDIAN CANYON DR.

PALM SPRINGS, CA 92262
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ST.3B -PORTE COCHERE FASCIA MOUNTED 
INDIVIDUAL FLAT CUT OUT LETTERS                            

ST.3A -PORTE COCHERE FASCIA MOUNTED 
IFACE LIT CHANNEL LETTER SIGN                          

35 SQ.FT. OF TOTAL SIGN AREA

31.86 SQ.FT. OF TOTAL SIGN AREA
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