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Proposed Code Change - Language 
 
2012 IRC SECTION R703 EXTERIOR COVERING 
 
R703.2 Water-resistive barrier. One layer of No. 15 asphalt felt, free from holes and breaks, complying 
with ASTM D 226 for Type 1 felt or other approved water-resistive barrier shall be applied over studs or 
sheathing of all exterior walls.  Such felt or material shall be applied horizontally, with the upper layer 
lapped over the lower layer not less than 2 inches (51 mm).   The water-resistive barrier shall overlap the 
flashings in Section R703.8 not less than 2 inches (51 mm) on horizontal seams.  Where joints occur in the 
water-resistive barrier or in the flashing, they felt shall be lapped not less than 6 inches (152 mm). The felt 
or other approved material shall be continuous to the top of walls and terminated at penetrations and 
building appendages in a manner to meet the requirements of the exterior wall envelope as described in 
Section R703.1. 
 
Exception: Omission of the water-resistive barrier is permitted in the following situations: 
1. In detached accessory buildings. 
2. Under exterior wall finish materials as permitted in Table R703.4. 
3. Under paperbacked stucco lath when the paper backing is an approved water-resistive barrier.  
 
      
 
 
Proposed Code Change – Need and Reason 
 
Please provide a thorough explanation of the need for this change and why this proposed code 
change is a reasonable change. During the rulemaking process, the Agency must defend the 
need and reasonableness of all its proposed changes. The Agency must submit evidence that is 
has considered all aspects of the proposal. (You may provide the need and reason (electronically) 
on a separate attached sheet). 
 
Forsenic engineers, MN Lath and Plaster Bureau, and the City of Woodbury have repeatedly found that the 
lapping of water-resistive barrier with the flashing is the number one reason that residential housing will 
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have major water intrusion damage.  These proposed code changes clarify the basic intention of the code 
language on the proper installation of water-resistive barrier with flashing around exterior wall fenestration 
penetration flashing.       
 
Proposed Code Change – Cost/Benefit Analysis 
 
 
 
No additional cost. 
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Other Factors to Consider Related to Proposed Code Change 
 

1. Is this proposed code change meant to: 
 
 X  change language contained in a published code book? If so, list section(s). 
 2012 IRC Section R703.2&8      
 
  change language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list 
 Rule part(s). 
       
 
 X  delete language contained in a published code book? If so, list section(s). 
 2012 IRC Section R703.2&8 
 
  delete language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list Rule 
 part(s). 
       
 
  neither; this language will be new language, not found in the code book or in Minnesota 
 Rule. 
 

2. Is this proposed code change required by a Minnesota Statute or new legislation? If so, 
please provide the citation to the Statute or legislation. 

 No 
 

3. Will this proposed code change impact other sections of a published code book or of an 
amendment in Minnesota Rule?  If so, please list the affected sections or rule parts. 
No 

 
4. Will this proposed code change impact other parts of the Minnesota State Building Code? If 

so, please list the affected parts of the Minnesota State Building Code. 
 No 

 
5. Who are the parties affected or segments of industry affected by this proposed code 

change? 
 Code officials, building designers, contractors, and building owners 
 
6. Can you think of other means or methods to achieve the purpose of the proposed code 

change? If so, please explain what they are and why your proposed change is the preferred 
method or means to achieve the desired result. 

 No 
 
7. Are you aware of any federal requirement or regulation related to this proposed code 

change? If so, please list the regulation or requirement. 
 No 


