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ROOFING QUESTIONNAIRE

Applicant's name: Qs%ﬁ‘n&%?_ Kook & g Phone: B0k - RAA D
Project Address: ,9\0\8\ A ze~y e %Q AR5 - DG\~ 22

Please check the appropriate boxes. Only check a box if it accurately and completely describes your proposed work,
otherwise leave boxes blank.

1 ROOFING TYPE _
a. The existing roofing material is composition shingle, wood shake or shingle, tile or metal. The new

roofing material shall be:
Existing __ Proposed

(| o 25 year laminated dimensional composition

ﬁ (m] wood shake or shingle

] g tile

O metal that simulates one of the above listed materials

b. O The existing roofing material is built up, foam or membrane with a roof pitch of 2:12 or less. The
new roofing material shall be:
Existing Proposed
O 0 Built up
O o Foam
(W m} Membrane

GUTTERS
a. 7{ The existing gutters are fascia gutters.
O There is no change proposed to existing gutters.
| New fascia gutters shall be provided.
Gutters shall be repaired and/or replaced to match existing.

L

b. O The existing gutters are Ogee gutters.
[1 There is no change proposed to existing gutters.
O New Ogee gutters shall be provided.
- -0 e———— = - GLHErS shalt be repaired andfor reptaced to matcivexisting. - o0 0 o T T

¢. [ There are no existing gutters.
O No new gutters are proposed.
O New Qgee gutters shall be provided.

3. RAFTER TAILS
a. ?There are no exposed rafter tails.

b. 0O There are exposed rafter tails.
O There is no change or cutting proposed to existing rafter tails.
[0 Rafter tails shall be repaired and replaced to match existing.

By signhing below, the appli rtifies that this form accurately describes the proposed work.

Date: 7~ 52 2

Applicant's signature: _

For City Staff use only Counter Staff \~n “‘Q\U\

In a DR District Meets DR criteria? ¥Yes DONo (route to DR staff) s
O Ina P area or listed (route to P staff)
0 Notin DR/P area
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Date: September 9, 2002

Prepared for: Aguirre Roofing /
3515 Binghampton Drive E AR 7 V<L
Sacramento, CA 95834 " . B D% ")

The sole purpose of this report is to visually inspect the general conditions of the construction of
the existing roof and to determine it’s structural adequacy for supporting the roof loads of the
newly proposed roofing work.

Disclaimer: The roofer will assume the responsibility to verify and repair any wood he witnesses during the
course of his work showing any evidence of deterioration (dry rot, termite infestation). No testing and/or samples
were taken during my inspection and thus no warranties or guarantees regarding the condition of the existing
materials is expressed. The Engineer of Record of this report will not assume any liability associated with any

claims related to damage resulting from deteriorated wood present in the existing house or damage related to the
roofing work performed.

In compliance with Sacramento City Code, Section 9.03.146 (D) 3), I, Frank L. Gregorin, P.E,,
has visually inspected readily accessable areas of the roof structure of the residence located at
2981 Coroval Drive, Sacramento, California for Aguirre Roofing.

The structure is a single family one to two story house built in the mid to late 1970’s and it’s roof
structure is comprised of 1x skip sheathing over prefabricated gang nailed roof trusses at 24” o.c.
with 2x4 chords and diagonals. The eaves do not exceed 4-0”. The existing timber that I visually

inspected showed no visible signs of distress or deterioration and is deemed to be in sound
condition.

From my experience this type prefabricated roof truss structure is typically designed for no less
than a roof dead load of 10 psf top chord loading and a ceiling dead load of 10 psf bottom chord
loading. It is my expert opinion that the existing roof truss structure can adequately support the

existing material that is to remain and the new sheathing and “lightweight” tile (560#/square) to
be added.
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PH/FAX: 916.362.3230
PGR: 415.210.4080

Analysis:

(e) 2x4 top chord @ 24” o.c. 0.56 psf
(e) 1x6 skip sheathing 0.30 psf
(n) 1/2 CDX Plywood sheathing 1.50 psf
(n) roof paper 0.50 psf
) light-weight tile (580#/sq.) 5.80 psf

sum = 8.66 psf
x 12.65/12 (4:12 slope adjustment)
9.13 psf < 10 psf allowable, therefore O.K.

Check strength of overhang for maximum span of 4'-0” with rafters at 24 0.c. maximum where may be

occuring (assume DF No.2 minimum)

(e) 2x4 @ 24" o.c. 0.56 psf
(e) 2x decking or-{(n) plywd. o/ 1x shthg 4.50 psf
(n) roofing paper 0.50 psf
(n).light-weight 580# per square tile 5.80 psf
Sum = 11,36 psf

12.65/12 (4:12 slope adjustment)
11.98 psf, say 12 psf

Distributed Load = (12 psf DL + 18 psf LL) (2’ spacing) = 56 pif
Vmax = (1.5) (56 plf) (4") = 252 #

v =(252#)/(525sq.in) = 48psi <118.75psl => Fv = 95x1.25LDF
Mmax = (56 pif) (4') (4/2) = 448%
fo = (448 #) (12 in/ft) / (3.0625in%) = 1756 psi < Fb = 1885psi for DF No. 2

Therefore strength of existing 2x4 min. eave rafters @ 24" 0.c. max. w/ 4’-0" max. span

Q.K
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ROOF PLAN
2981 COROVAL DRIVE




