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DETAILS 
Location: 
960 Dauphin Street 
 
Summary of Request: 
Fence 

 
Applicant (as applicable): 
Robert Brown 
 
Property Owner: 
Same 
 
Historic District: 
Old Dauphin Way 
 
Classification: 
Contributing 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Summary of Analysis: 
● The existing fences proposed for removal are 

not original to the property and have been in 
place for less than fifty years. 

● The proposed new fence uses approvable 
materials in a configuration that is 
comparable to other fences at adjacent 
contributing properties. 

● The fence would exceed the 48-inch 
maximum height allowed for front-yard 
fences.  It should be noted that the 
Guidelines are inconsistent regarding the 
appropriate height of a metal front-yard 
fence and unclear on whether a brick coping 
should count toward the overall height of an 
aluminum front-yard fence. 
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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 two-story, wood-frame, side-hall house with rear service wing was constructed c. 1860. The 1878 
Hopkins map shows the original side-hall plan with offset rear service wing and one outbuilding located 
at the northwest corner of the property. The 1904 Sanborn map shows the historic footprint of the 
house with a porch wrapping the east and north elevations of the service wing. Four outbuildings were 
present. Representations on the 1925 and 1956 Sanborn maps are identical. The historic porches along 
the east and north elevations were removed and a rear addition constructed sometime after 1956. The 
property is protected by a façade easement held by the Mobile Historic Development Commission, who 
approved the changes proposed in this application on May 6, 2024. 
 

According to Historic Development Department files, this property has appeared five times previously 
before the Architectural Review Board (ARB).  

 
In 2003, the ARB approved the addition of a screened porch at the northwest corner of the house, the 
enclosure with glass of the existing two-story gallery on the east elevation of the rear service wing, 
installation of a 6’ privacy fence, and the construction of a porte-cochere. It appears the screened porch 
and porte-cochere were never constructed. In November 2020 and April 2021, the ARB approved two 
similar applications to make significant alterations, including construction of a free-standing garage, 
construction of a two-story porch on the 20th-century rear addition, fenestration changes, and 
construction of a driveway gate.  These projects were stalled during the selective demolition phase and 
never completed. 
 
In May 2024, the Board approved the construction of a two-story porch and a deck on the east side 
elevation of a 19th-century addition, minor changes to the fenestration pattern, and wholesale 
replacement of existing windows.  In November 2024, the Board agreed to amend the previous approval 
to allow the applicant to alter window sizes to allow installation of stock instead of custom windows.  At 
the same time, the Board approved replacing the wood siding on sides and rear with fiber cement siding 
and some minor alterations to the design of the previously approved two-story side porch.  In May 2026, 
the Board heard an after-the-fact application to remove and replace the original Italianate door and 
surround with modern French doors. The Board required that the applicant return with an alternative 
scope of work. In June 2026, the Board approved an amended application to replicate the original door 
and restore the original sidelights and transom.  
 

SCOPE OF WORK 
 

1. Remove existing iron fence along south (street-facing) property line. 

2. Remove existing wire fences along east and west property lines. 

3. Install new metal fencing with brick coping and brick piers along south, west, and east property lines. 

a. Materials: Aluminum fencing set on brick coping with brick piers 

b. Total Fence Height: 4’-6” to 5’-0” 

i. Height of brick coping: 1’-6” 

ii. Height of metal fencing: 3’-0” 

iii. Height of brick piers: 5’-0” 

c. Bricks piers will be spaced at regular intervals between 8 and 10 feet apart.  
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APPLICABLE STANDARDS (Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s Historic Districts) 

• 10.2 Design a fence to be compatible with the architectural style of the house and existing fences in the 
neighborhood. 

 Install a painted wood picket fence. 

 Install a simple wood or wire fence. Heights of wooden picket fences are ordinarily restricted to 
36”. Consideration for up to 48,” depending on the location of the fence, shall be given. A 
variance might be required. Staff can advise and assist applicants with regard to a variance. If 
combined with a wall, the total vertical dimension of the wall and fence collectively should not 
exceed 36,” or in some cases 48”. 

 Install a simple wood-and-wire fence, provided that it is appropriate to the style of the house and 
does not exceed 48” in height as measured from grade. If combined with a wall, the total vertical 
dimension of the wall and fence collectively should not exceed 48”. 

 Install a cast-iron or other metal fence not exceeding 36” in height if located in the front yard. 48” 
shall be considered under certain circumstances. Coping walls located below cast-iron fencing 
may be appropriate in certain locations and do not count toward the total height. 

 For surface parking areas associated with commercial uses, size a perimeter parking area fence to 
not exceed 48” in height. 

 Install a cast-iron or other metal fence not exceeding 48” in height if located in the front yard. 

 Install a fence that uses alternative materials that have a very similar look and feel to wood, 
proven durability, matte finish and an accurate scale and proportion of components. 

 Face the finished side of a fence toward the public right-of-way. Based on the chosen fence 
material, use proportions, heights, elements and levels of opacity similar to those of similar 
material and style seen in the historic district.  

 REAR AND NON-CORNER SIDE FENCES (LOCATED BEHIND THE FRONT BUILDING PLANE) 

 Design a fence located behind the front building plane to not exceed 72” in height. If the 
subject property abuts a multi-family residential or commercial property, a fence up to 
96” will be considered. 

 An alternative fence material with proven durability, matte finish and an accurate scale 
and proportion of components is acceptable. A simple wood-and-wire fence is acceptable 
provided it is appropriate to the style of the house. 

• ACCEPTABLE FENCE MATERIALS  

 Materials that have a similar character, durability and finish to those of fences of historic 
properties in the district are acceptable. These often include:   

 Wood picket  

 Wood slat  

 Wood lattice   

 Iron or steel   

 Historically appropriate wire fences 

 Aluminum that appears similar to iron  

• UNACCEPTABLE FENCE MATERIALS  

 Materials that do not have a similar character, durability and finish to those of fences of historic 
properties in the district are unacceptable. These often include:   

 Chain link   

 Stockade   

 Post and rail   

 Masonite   

 PVC   

 Plywood or asbestos paneling   

 Razor wire 

 Barbed wire 
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STAFF ANALYSIS 
 

The subject property is a contributing structure to the Old Dauphin Way Historic District. The application 
under review proposes removing an existing fencing and constructing with a new brick and metal fence 
that exceeds the max 48-inch height that the Guidelines allows for front-yard fences.  The existing fence 
is not historic, and the new fencing would be in keeping with similar fences along Dauphin Street.  The 
existing Design Guidelines are inconsistent on which height (36” or 48”) is appropriate for front-yard 
fences and on whether a brick coping wall counts toward the overall height of a fence. 

 
The Design Guidelines state that “historically significant” cast iron fences should be maintained (10.1).  
The Guidelines state that new fences should be “compatible with the architectural style of the house 
and existing fences in the neighborhood” (10.2).  The Guidelines are unclear and self-contradictory when 
it comes to the allowable height of new front-yard fences.  Simple “wood or wire” fences are “ordinarily 
restricted to 36 inches” but a height of 48 inches may be allowed “depending on the location of the 
fence.”  However, a simple “wood-and-wire fence,” is allowed a max height up to 48 inches.  The 
Guidelines state on page 118 that “a cast-iron or other metal fence” should not exceed 36 inches but 
add that “48 inches shall be considered under certain circumstances.” However, on the following page, 
the Guidelines state outright that a cast-iron or other metal fence may be 48 inches in height. 
 
Likewise, the Guidelines are unclear as to whether a brick coping wall does or does not count toward the 
overall height of a fence.  For wood, wire, and wood-and-wire fences, the Guidelines state that the 
coping should be calculated in the overall height of the fence.  For cast-iron fencing, the Guidelines that 
that the coping should not be calculated in the overall height.  The Guidelines do not state whether the 
coping should be calculated as part of the overall height of an aluminum fence (10.2). 
 
The existing iron fence at 960 Dauphin Street does not appear in survey photographs taken in the 1980s.  
The fence is therefore not original to the structure and has been in place less than 50 years.  Removal of 
the existing fence will therefore not result in the loss of historic architectural material.  The proposed 
replacement fence pulls inspiration from an existing brick-and-metal fence located across the street at 
1001 Dauphin Street.  The proposed fence is also in keeping with the style and period of the subject 
property.  
 
 At between 54 and 60 inches, the total height of the fence would exceed the 48-inch height allowed for 

front-yard fences in the Design Guidelines.  As stated above, the Guidelines are inconsistent on whether 

the masonry coping should be counted in the overall height of the fence.  Given this lack of clear 

guidance, the Board should consider the overall impact of the fence on the property, regardless of its 

height.  The open nature of the proposed metal fence will not significantly alter views of the property 

from the public right-of-way.  The increased height is unlikely to have a negative impact on the property 

or the surrounding district. 
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Site Location – 960 Dauphin Street  

  



Page 6 of 6 

Site Photos – 960 Dauphin Street 
 

  
1. Primary (south) façade, looking north (1983) 2. South façade, looking north (April 2026) 

  
3. Inspiration image (provided by applicant) 4. Comparable fence at 1001 Dauphin Street 

 


















