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DETAILS 
 

Location: 
1055 New St. Francis Street  
 
Summary of Request: 
Replace two double-hung wood windows with vinyl 
sash windows. Replace fixed wood transom over rear 
door with fixed vinyl transom. 
 
Applicant (as applicable): 
Window World, LLC 
 
Property Owner: 
Andrew and Heather Fabianich  
 
Historic District: 
Old Dauphin Way 
 
Classification: 
Contributing 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Summary of Analysis: 

• The existing two-over-two wood windows 
are likely original to the 1867 construction. 

• The Design Guidelines list vinyl as an 
unacceptable window material for Mobile’s 
historic districts. 

• The proposed replacement windows 
replicate the two-over-two light 
configuration, but the flat vinyl surface grids 
will not recreate the depth and dimension of 
the existing wood windows. 

• The transom over the rear door is not 
original to the building and is not visible from 
the public right-of-way. 
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PROPERTY AND APPLICATION HISTORY 
 
Old Dauphin Way Historic District was initially listed in the National Register in 1984 under Criterion C for 
significant architecture and community planning. The district includes most nineteenth-century architectural 
styles and shows adaptations of middle-class domestic designs of the nineteenth century to the regional, Gulf 
Coast climate. It includes “fine examples of commercial, institutional, and religious structures as well as 20th-
century apartments.”  
 
The dwelling at 1055 New Saint Francis Street is a two-story frame dwelling on brick piers constructed in 1867.  
The Italianate-style side-hall residence features a full-width two-story gallery porch under a front gable roof.  
Overall ornamentation is minimal, including a substantial but simple cornice, chamfered box columns, and square 
picket railings.  The tall, narrow two-over-two sash windows are highly indicative of the Italianate style.  The 
simple corner brackets at the porch columns appear to be an early example of Stick style architecture, which 
came into popular use in the 1870s.    
 
The main block of the subject property appears to have undergone few alterations since the 19th century.  
Sanborn maps from 1924 and 1956 show a similar building footprint to what exists today, including the front 
gallery porch and the smaller entry porch on the rear ell.  Both maps do show a rear two story porch that it no 
longer extant.  It appears that an addition was constructed to the rear of the property sometime after 1956.  The 
rear porch was likely removed or enclosed at this time.  As there is no record of this alteration in the property file, 
it is likely this alteration occurred before 1982.        
 
According to Historic Development Department records, this property has never appeared before the 
Architectural Review Board. 
 
 

SCOPE OF WORK 

1. Remove two historic wood windows and replace them with vinyl windows. 
a. Remove two historic wood windows from the west elevation, first-floor (see photos for exact 

locations) 
b. Replacement windows: 

i. Proposed replacement windows are vinyl 2-over-2 double-hung sash 
ii. Dimensions: 3’ 5/8” in wide by 6’ 11-1/2” in height 

iii. Muntins: Flat vinyl grids on exterior with grids between glass 
2. Remove one non-original wood transom over a rear door and replace it with a vinyl transom. 

a. Replacement transom: 
i. Proposed replacement transom is a 5-light fixed vinyl transom. 

ii. Dimensions: 4’ 11-1/2” in width by 1’ 3-3/8” in height 
iii. Muntins: Flat vinyl grids on exterior with grids between glass 

 

  

APPLICABLE STANDARDS (Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s Historic Districts) 

1. 5.4 Preserve original building materials.  
• Repair deteriorated building materials by patching, piecing-in, consolidating or otherwise 

reinforcing the material.  
• Remove only those materials which are deteriorated, and beyond reasonable repair.  

• Do not remove original materials that are in good condition. 
2. 5.7 When replacing materials on a non-primary façade or elevation, match the original material in 

composition, scale and finish.  
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• Use original materials to replace damaged materials on a non-primary façade when possible.  
• The ARB will consider the use of green building materials, such as those made with renewable and 

local resources to replace damaged materials on a nonprimary façade if they do not impact the 
integrity of the building or its key features.  

• Use alternative or imitation materials that match the style and detail of the original material to 
replace damaged non-primary building materials.  

• Replace exterior finishes to match original in profile, dimension and materials. 
3. 5.20 Preserve the functional historic and decorative features of a historic window.  

• Where historic (wooden or metal) windows are intact and in repairable condition, retain and 
repair them to match the existing as per location, light configuration, detail and material.  

• Preserve historic window features, including the frame, sash, muntins, mullions, glazing, sills, 
heads, jambs, moldings, operation, and groupings of windows.  

• Repair, rather than replace, frames and sashes, wherever possible.  

• For repair of window components, epoxies and related products may serve as effective solutions 
to material deterioration and operational malfunction. 

4. 5.21 When historic windows are not in a repairable condition, match the replacement window design to 
the original.   

• In instances where there is a request to replace a building’s windows, the new windows shall 
match the existing as per location, framing, and light configuration.  

• Use any salvageable window components on a primary elevation. 
 

5. ACCEPTABLE WINDOW MATERIALS  
Materials that are the same as the original, or that appear similar in texture, profile and finish to the 
original are acceptable. These often include:   

• Wood sash   

• Steel, if original to structure   

• Custom extruded aluminum   

• Aluminum clad wood   

• Windows approved by the National Park Service  
UNACCEPTABLE WINDOW MATERIALS Materials that do not appear similar to the original in texture, 
profile and finish are unacceptable. These often include:   

• Vinyl   

• Mill-finished aluminum   

• Interior snap-in muntins (except when used in concert with exterior muntins and intervening 
dividers) 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS 
 
The subject property is a contributing resource within the Old Dauphin Way Historic District. The application 
under review seeks approval of the replacement of two double-hung wood windows with vinyl sash windows.  
The two-over-two double-hung wood windows are original to the c. 1867 residence and are highly indicative of 
the Italianate style.  The application also seeks approval to replace a wood transom over a rear door with a vinyl 
transom.  Neither the French doors nor the transom light is original to the structure.    
 
The Guidelines recommend that historic windows that are intact and in repairable condition be retained and 
repaired, and those that are not repairable be replaced with new windows that are consistent with the existing in 
location, framing, and light configuration.  (5.20, 5.21) 
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The proposed two-over-two vinyl replacement windows would have the same light configuration as the existing 
windows.  HDD staff were able to take measurements of window width on site and determined that the proposed 
windows would fit the existing window opening width.  HDD staff was not able to measure the existing window 
height, and this information was not provided by the applicant.  The application does propose a simulated divided 
light with grids on the exterior and between the double-paned glass.  However, the flat exterior muntins do not 
replicate the depth and dimensionality of the original.  The Guidelines further note that vinyl is not an acceptable 
window material for contributing properties within Mobile’s historic districts. (5.21)  The proposed vinyl window 
will be white in color.  All existing windows are painted a dark green.  The proposed vinyl windows would be easily 
visible from the public right-of-way. 
 
The rear door and transom are not original to the building and are not visible from the public right-of-way.  The 
application proposes replacing the non-original wood transom with a vinyl transom having the same number of 
lights.  As previously noted, the Guidelines list vinyl windows as an unacceptable material for contributing 
properties within Mobile’s historic districts.  However, any negative impact would be mitigated by the location of 
the proposed transom out of sight of the public right-of-way and the fact that no original building material would 
be lost.  
  
 
 
Assessment of Window Condition 
 
Having reviewed the applicant’s window survey and examined the windows on site, Historic Development 
Department staff find the existing historic wood windows to be in repairable condition.  For both windows, the 
lower rail of the upper window sash has rotted to the point of requiring replacement.  The appropriate repair 
would be to remove the rotten rail and replace it with a new wood rail.  Minor rot and damage at the bottom of 
the side stiles of each window may also require repair.  It may be possible to consolidate decayed stile ends using 
a wood epoxy product.  If rot is more significant, it will be necessary to remove the rotten wood and install a 
wood dutchman repair.  Glazing putty should be removed and new putty installed to stabilize any loose glass 
panes and prevent air leakage. 
 
To restore operability, the sash cords and pullies may require repair.  This can be as simple as replacing a broken 
sash cord.  Another repair option is to install a metal v-spring on the inside of the window jamb in line with the 
window sash.  This will allow the window to open and remain open without an external support.  An interior or 
exterior storm window can be installed to increase energy efficiency. 
 
 
Windows and Energy Efficiency 
 
A common claim to support replacing historic wood windows is the savings on energy costs, with many window 
companies claiming that the owner will eventually recover the initial installation cost in savings on their heating 
and cooling bills. The US Department of Energy estimates that, on average, homeowners in Mobile, Alabama who 
replace all existing single-pane windows with ENERGY STAR rated windows may save $120 on their annual heating 
and cooling costs (Energy Star, “Cost and Energy Savings,” 2005).  Assuming a window replacement cost of 
approximately $1,500 per window, total replacement of windows in a house with 12 windows would cost 
$18,000.  With a savings of $120 per year, the homeowner could expect to earn back the $18,000 installation cost 
in 150 years.  Even assuming higher energy saving claims made by some window manufacturers of 12% a year 
(which on average would equal approximately $350 in Mobile), it would take 50 years to earn back the cost of 
window replacement.  Given the typical window warranty does not exceed 20 years, it is unlikely that the 
homeowner would see a return on investment greater than 40% before needing to replace their replacement 
windows.    
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In contrast, installation of interior or exterior storm windows over existing single-pane windows sees a 
significantly quicker return on initial investment than total window replacement.  The US Department of Energy 
(DOE) states that Low-e Storm Windows achieve “similar energy savings as full window replacement, but at about 
one-third the cost” (“Storm Windows” and “Do-It-Yourself Savings Project,” U.S. Department of Energy, 
energy.gov).  Specifically, a 2015 study by the DOE found that installation of a low-E storm window over a single-
pane wood window in climate zone 2 (where Mobile, AL, is located) resulted in energy savings of 24%.  Given an 
estimated per-window installation cost between $60 and $200 per window, the DOE report estimates that 
homeowner will earn back the initial installation costs in 14 years on average. 
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Site Location – 1055 New St. Francis Street 
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Site Photos – 1055 New St. Francis Street 
 

  
1. North and west elevations, looking SE 2. North and east elevations, looking SW 

  
3. Location of Window #1 on west elevation, 

looking SE 
4. Location of Window #2 on west elevation, 

looking SE 
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Applicant Window Survey – 1055 New St. Francis Street 
 

  
1. Applicant window survey: Window #1 2. Applicant window survey: Window #1 

  
3. Applicant window survey: Window #1 4. Applicant window survey: Window #1 

 

 

5. Applicant window survey: Window #1  
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6. Applicant window survey: Window #2 7. Applicant window survey: Window #2 

 

 

8. Applicant window survey: Window #2  

 
 















Window #1

Window #2

Transom

Site plan - extent of proposed work
1055 New St. Francis Street
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