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DETAILS 
Location: 
7 N Claiborne Street 
 
Summary of Request: 
Replace windows and siding on the northeast 1929 
addition.  
 
Applicant (as applicable): 
Michael Matthews, Integrity Remodeling & 
Construction LLC 
 
Property Owner: 
Dylan Maloney 
 
Historic District: 
Lower Dauphin Street 
 
Classification: 
Contributing 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Summary of Analysis: 

● The existing windows do not appear to be 
deteriorated beyond repair. 

● The proposed replacement windows are of 
an approved alternative material. 

● The proposed windows match the original in 
size and light configuration.  
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PROPERTY AND APPLICATION HISTORY 
Lower Dauphin Street Commercial Historic District was initially listed in the National Register in 
1979 under Criteria A (historic significance) and C (architectural significance) for its local 
significance in the areas of commerce and architecture. The district is significant for its unique 
character stemming from the high concentration of closely spaced two- and three-story brick 
buildings and as Mobile’s nineteenth century commercial thoroughfare. The district boundaries 
were expanded in 1982, 1995, 1998, and 2019.  
 
The subject structure was constructed in 1873 by Basset Capps for John Dahm. The building 
expresses transitional elements that show traditional building forms of Italianate and Neo-
Federal characteristics such as the cubic shape and form of the structure, contrasted with more 
decorative elements that reflect characteristics of early Victorianism as seen by the cast iron 
porches and balustrade deck. The original form of the Dahm House is cubic in massing with an 
offset two-story north wing and displays a side hall plan with double parlors to one side. This 
design expresses many similarities to the town homes seen in the nearby DeTonti Square 
Historic District. 
 
The most prominent change to the building occurred with a two-story sunroom addition 
constructed in 1929 to the north of the structure’s main block, which infilled the space between 
the main block and the offset wing. A distinguishing characteristic of this addition is its wood 
construction, contrasting with the original structure’s brick veneer. The wood cladding 
differentiates the 1929 addition from the original structure.  
 
According to Historic Development records, this property has never appeared before the 
Architectural Review Board (ARB).  
SCOPE OF WORK 
1. Remove 16 original transoms on the east and north elevations of the 1929 addition.  
2. Replace 12 original wood windows on the east and north elevations of the 1929 addition.  
3. Proposed replacement window: Custom red grandis wood 10 light single sash to fit existing 

openings (including the opening created by the removed transom)  
a. 1st and 2nd floor of the east elevation will read as follows (south to north): 10 light single 

sash, 20 light casement window, 10 light single sash  
b. 1st and 2nd floor of the north elevation will read as follows (east to west): 10 light single 

sash, 20 light casement window, 10 light single sash  
4. Replace existing wood siding on the addition with 6” Hardie smooth board lap siding 

  
APPLICABLE STANDARDS (Design Review Guidelines for Mobile’s Historic 
Districts) 
1. 5.7 When replacing materials on a non-primary façade or elevation, match the original 

material in composition, scale and finish.   
• 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.  
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• 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. 
2. 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. 
3. 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. 

 
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 structure in the Lower Dauphin Street Commercial District. 
The application under review proposes the replacement of 12 original windows on the 1929 
addition on the northeast corner of the structure. The application also includes the replacement 
of the existing wood siding on the addition with 6” lap siding Hardie board.  
 
When considering replacement of materials on a historic structure, the Guidelines recommend 
replacing only materials that are damaged or missing (5.7). In regard to windows specifically, the 
Guidelines direct to preserve and repair windows that are in repairable condition; when they are 
not repairable, the replacement window should match the original (5.21). The proposed 
windows will use red grandis wood and will be 10 light per sash to match the light design of the 
existing windows on both floors of the east and north elevations. The replacement windows will 
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fit the existing window openings to include the removed transoms. The removal of the existing 
transoms is due to both cost and lack of use as the interior walls currently conceal the transoms 
from view from the inside of the structure.  
 
The applicant completed a window survey, assessing the condition of the windows intended for 
replacement on the 1929 addition at 7. N Claiborne Street. The survey and visual inspection 
reveal that the existing windows are in a deteriorated state with significant wood rot. However, 
the windows do not appear to be beyond repair. The proposed wood material for the 
replacement windows is acceptable under the Guidelines. Further, the replacement windows’ 10 
light configuration would match that of the existing windows.  (5.6, 5.7, 5.20, 5.2) 
 
The subject project also includes the replacement of siding the 1929 addition. The existing wood 
siding consists of what appears to be 3 different configurations. Replacing the siding would 
provide cohesion to the exterior walls of the 1929 northeast addition. The applicant has stated a 
preference to use Hardie smooth board lap siding. According to the Guidelines, Hardie smooth 
lap siding is an acceptable replacement material for side elevations. However, it is not allowed 
on historic facades. It could be argued that the east elevation of the addition is a secondary 
elevation (5.7). 
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Site Location – 7 N. Claiborne Street  
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Site Photos – 7 N Claiborne Street  
 

  
1. View of east/façade elevation 

 
2. View southeast corner of facade 

 

  
3. View of windows on 1929 addition. 

 
4. View of east elevation subject windows. 

 

  
  

5. view of subject windows on first floor  
of north elevation. 

6. Northeast corner of subject windows on  
first floor. 

  
 









Preliminary Drawing

Project Name: Mike Matthews N. Claiborne
Street Casement Windows

US Casement 3

Unit #: 005 Qty: 1 12/23/202

Wood Species: Eucalyptus Grandis

Swing

Glass: Single Pane Glass

Sash Thickness:

Stile Width

Bottom Rail
Width

Top Rail Width

Jamb Width

Lock Rail Height

Lock Rail Width




































