THE CITY OF

FURER

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

STAFF REPORT
September 3, 2025

Title: | Osterling Gutter System Replacement
Project: Historic Preservation HP-25-7
Location: |111 B Street
APN:  004-104-008
Applicant/Property Julie Osterling
Owner:
Purpose/Use: Replace redwood gutters and fascia boards, and steel downspouts with

aluminum gutters and downspouts, and pre-primed cedar fascia boards

Complete Application:

August 6, 2025

Deadline for Action:

November 6, 2025

General Plan:

HDR — High Density Residential

Zoning:

R3 — Residential High

California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA):

Exempt under CEQA Guidelines §15331, Class 31 Historical Resource
Restoration/Rehabilitation

Staff Contact:  Alexandra Gonzalez, Assistant Planner
Recommendation: | Hold a public hearing; and
adopt a resolution finding the project is exempt from CEQA and
conditionally approving
Motion: ‘| move the Historic Preservation Commission adopt a resolution

finding the project exempt from CEQA and conditionally approving the
replacement of the wooden gutter system with an aluminum gutter
system at || || B Street.”

Figure I: Location Map
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PROJECT SUMMARY

Julie Osterling, the Applicant, proposes to replace all existing wooden gutters and steel
downspouts (gutter system) with new 5-inch (in) aluminum gutters and 2-in by 3-in downspouts,
as well as to replace the existing redwood fascia boards with pre-primed cedar fascia board
(project). Per the Applicant, the existing gutters system is damaged beyond repair and no longer
provides adequate weather protection causing portions of the homes exterior to rot due to
excessive water pooling. The property was added to the Local Register of Historic Places (LRHP)
in 1997, and any alterations visible from the streetscape must undergo review by the Historic
Preservation Commission (HPC) pursuant to Eureka Municipal Code (EMC) §157.003(A)(I).

BACKGROUND

The property includes a 2,362-square-foot (sf) two-story main residence and an approximately
480-sf detached garage the rear of the property. According to the “Green Book,” the main
residence was constructed in 1884 and is described as a “two-story Eastlake house with two-
story square bay” (Figure 1). In the late 19t Century old-growth redwood was an abundant and
inexpensive building material due to the lumber production boom at the turn of the century.
One-piece milled redwood gutters were less expensive than metal and could be nailed directly
to the rafter tails and sealed with lead flashing and roof cement. From the early 1900s on, the
popularity of half-round and k-style metal gutters became more popular due to the rising cost of
wood gutters and the low maintenance of the metal material.

Figure |: Street View of the Property

According to the Applicant, the existing gutter system is original redwood and shows signs of
rotting, leaking, and missing sections (Figure 2). After reviewing City records, Staff did not find
any documentation regarding maintenance or replacement of the gutter system since its
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construction. Aluminum was selected for the project due to its cost-effectiveness, timely
installation potential, minimal maintenance, and long-term efficiency in channeling rainwater away
from the structure. The Applicant obtained quotes for a like-for-like replacement, with costs
estimated at $50 per linear foot, not including setup and installation fees, thus making the like-
for-like financially infeasible for the Applicant. Furthermore, a contractor stated that due to the
dimensions of the existing gutter system, it is insufficient to handle the volume of rain typically
experienced during a winter season on the North Coast, even with proper maintenance (Figure
3). Compared to traditional redwood gutters, aluminum offers a practical solution that ensures
long-term protection of the residence while minimizing cost and future interventions commonly
associated with wooden gutters. Per the Applicant, these factors are especially critical in
preserving the structural integrity and historic character of the property during the upcoming
winter season.

Figure 2: Existing Wooden Gutters
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Figure 2: Existing Depth of Wooden Gutter

REQUIRED FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS

Title XV, Chapter 157, of EMC §157.006(C), specifies that for properties listed on the LRHP, any
proposed replacement or alteration must be evaluated based on its effect on the existing
historical character of the affected structure as it relates to the streetscape. Also, under Chapter
157, the HPC has adopted the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties (Standards) to guide alterations to historic properties and support the HPC’s historic
preservation responsibilities.

The Standards identify four treatment approaches for historic properties: Preservation,
Rehabilitation, Restoration, and Reconstruction. For this project, Rehabilitation is the most
appropriate standard. Rehabilitation recognizes the need to alter or add to a historic property to
accommodate continuing or changing uses while retaining the property's historic character as it
has evolved over time. Staff has selected this standard because the proposed project involves
alterations to a historic structure while aiming to preserve its original historic character.

There are ten standards to consider when determining if Rehabilitation is the appropriate method
of preserving a historic resource:

I. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal
change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that
characterize a property will be avoided.

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
elements from other historic properties, will not be undertaken.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be
retained and preserved.
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5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match
the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing
features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must
be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work
shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials,
features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property
and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a
manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

The property has historically been used as a residence and will continue to serve that function
(Standard ). Prominent historic characteristics of the residence include the complex roofline
and gables, front porch and entryway, window style and configuration, and the tall, narrow
proportions of the structure. While the existing gutter system may be an original part of the
house, it may not be considered a defining feature of the property and instead can be considered
an accessory component because the gutter system is an inherently functional and a periodically
replaceable element of a building. A condition has been added to ensure that the new gutter
system and fascia board is installed in the same location and closely matches the profile and color
of the original gutters, with the goal of minimizing any visual impact on the property's defining
scale, proportion, and massing. This approach ensures that, while differentiated by material, the
project will maintain the properties defining spatial features and remain visually harmonious, while
also addressing the need for high-capacity rainwater infrastructure suited unique to the North
Coast. (Standard 2, 6 and 9).

The project does not include any conjectural features or elements borrowed from other historic
properties, avoiding the creation of a false sense of historical development. Also, the existing
gutter system is not a recent change that may have acquired historic significance overtime as it is
part of the property’s original design, and therefore more recent changes to a property that have
acquired historic significance in their own right (e.g. siding) will be retained and preserved.
(Standard 3 and 4).

The project, as conditioned, will not impact other architectural elements of the property because
the new gutter system will be installed in a matter that preserves the essential form, massing, and
integrity of the historic structure. The new gutter system will be installed in a manner that is
removable in the future, ensuring no permanent alteration to the home’s character-defining
features (Standards 5 and 10).
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The project does not involve chemical or physical treatments that could damage surrounding
historic materials (Standard 7). As no ground disturbance is proposed, any archaeological
resources will remain undisturbed (Standard 8).

CONCLUSION

As proposed and discussed above, the project meets the Standards for Rehabilitation. If the
Commission agrees with Staff’s analysis, it may approve the application. If the Commission
chooses to impose conditions of their own, they must adopt findings supporting their action, and
conditions of approval to specify any action that must be taken, including identifying the design,
architectural style, and exterior appearance that should be used for the proposed project.

ENVIRONMENTAL

This project is subject to environmental review in accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). A project that complies with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
the Treatment of Historic Properties qualifies for a Class 3| exemption from the preparation of
environmental documents. Because the modification is consistent with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards and will not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of the
historical resource, therefore, this project qualifies for a Class 31 exemption from CEQA.

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

Public notification consisted of notification by mail of property owners within a 300-foot radius
of the site on or before August 22, 2025. In addition, the notice was posted on the City’s website
and bulletin boards. A public hearing notice sign was posted on the site on or before August 22,
2025.

DOCUMENTS ATTACHED

Attachment |: Resolution 2025-xx

Attachment 2: Applicant Submitted Material




