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MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS

Master Plans provide policy guidance concerning the private
and public use of land, for use and reference by private land-
owners, public agencies, and'fnterested parties generally. Every
master plan amendment also amends the General Plan for Montgomery
County. The process of initiation, review, and adoption of
amendments is generally as follows:

Preliminary Draft Amendment

This document is a formal proposal to amend an adopted master
plan. It is prepared by the Montgomery County Planning Board of
The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission. Be-
fore proceeding"to publish a final draft amendment, the Planning
Board must hold a public hearing. After the close of the record
of this public hearing, the Planning Board holds an open workses-
sion to review the testimony, and to determine whether to make any
revisions to the preliminary draft.

Final Draft Amendment

This document contains the Planning Board's final recommenda-
tions. It is transmitted to the County Executive, who must review
it and forward it to the County Council, with any revisions -deemed
appropriate. If the County Executive makes no revisions in the
Planning Board's final draft, 'the Council may adopt the unchanged
draft without holding a public hearing. If the Executive does make
revisions, or if the Council wishes to consider any revisions, the
Council must schedule a public hearing. After the close of record
of this public hearing, the Council holds an open worksession to
review the testimony, and then adopts a resolution approving, modi-
fying, or disapproving the final plan amendment.

If the Council action modifies and approves the Executive's
Revised Final Draft Amendment, the Approved Amendment must be sent
to the County Executive for approval or disapproval. If disap-
proved by the County Executive, the Council may override the -disap-
proval of the Plan by an affirmative vote of five members.

Failure of either the County Executive or the Council to act
within the prescribed time limits constitutes approval of the plan
amendment as submitted to the body which fails to act.

Adopted Amendment

The amendment approved by the County Council is forwarded to
the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission for
adoption. Once adopted by the Commission, the amendment officially
amends the various master plans cited in the Commission's adoption
resolution.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT

The Master Plan for Historic Preservation and the Historic
Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code,
are designed to protect and preserve Montgomery County's historic
and architectural heritage. -Mien an historic resource is placed on
The Master Plan for Historic Preservation, the adoption action
officially designates the property as an historic site or historic
district, and subjects it to the further procedural requirements of
the Historic Preservation Ordinance.

Designation of historic sites and districts serves to high-
light the values that are important in maintaining the individual
character of the County and its communities. It is the intent of
the County's preservation program -to provide a rational system for
evaluating, protecting and enhancing the County's historic and
architectural heritage for the benefit of present and future gener-
ations of Montgomery County residents. The accompanying challenge
is to weave protection of this heritage into the County's planning
program so as to maximize community support for preservation and
minimize infringement on private property rights.

The following criteria, as stated in Section 24A-3 of the
Historic Preservation Ordinance, shall apply when historic
resources are evaluated for designation in the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation:

(1) Historical and cultural significance:

The historic resource:

a. has character, interest, or value.as part of the develop-
heritage or cultural characteristics of the County,

State, or Nation;
b. is the site of a significant historic event;
C. is identified with a person or a group of persons who

influenced society;
d. exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or

historic heritage of the County and its communitiesp or

(2) Architectural and design significance:

The historic resource:

a. embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period
or method of construction;

b. represents the work of a master;
c. possesses high artistic values;
d. represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose

components may lack individual distinction; or
e. represents an established and familiar visual feature of

the neighborhood, community, or County due to its singular
physical characteristic or landscape.
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IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Once designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation,
historic resources are subject to the protection of the Ordinance.
Any substantial changes to the exterior of a resource or its envi-
ronmental setting must be reviewed by the Historic Preservation
Commission and an historic area work permit issued under the
provisions of the County's Preservation Ordinance, Section 24A-6.
In accordance with the Master Plan for Historic Preservation and
unless otherwiseapecifed_in the-amendment-, th-e-environmental
setting for each-s.ite.,,as=def:ined~iri_S.ecti.on-2-4A=2-=`of the_Ord.i- .
nance, is,_the-ent r_-e-pa-r-ce--on-  --,--h the-r-esou-r-c-e is loca#.ed-a-s Hof
the date_it is-desiQnated_on the_Master_P_lan.

Designation of-the entire parcel provides the
review authority to preserve historic sites in the
opment. It also ensures that, from the beginning
ment process, important .eatur--es-of these-sit.es_ar-

County adequate
event of devel-
of the develop-

incorporated in the-future-development=of_des gnated:propert=ies''
In the case of-large acreage parcels, the amendment will provide
general guidance for the refinement of the setting-by-indicating
when the setting-is subject to reduction in the event of develop-
ment; by deibing an~ppropriae artelatoapreserve the_inte:gr~ity
of the resource; and by id`enti:fying buildings and features`asso-
ciated with the site which should be protected as part of the
setting. It is anticipated that for a majority of the_s.ite.s desig
nated, the appropriate_ point at whi t-.r.ch oef.ine the-envir-onmental
setting.will be when the property is_subdivided.

Public improvements can-profoundly affect the integrity of
an historic area. Section42'A=6 of the Ordinance states that an
Historic Area Work Permit for work:on public or private property
must be issued-prio_r to~altering-an7historic resource or its -env
onmenta l setting. The design of public facilities in the vicini
of historic resources should be sensitive to and maintain the
character of the area. Specific design considerations should -be
reflected as part of the-Mandatory Referral revi'ew-process'es.

T^— t—__—Tr ~ a rit-y-or-c'jca~ons regarding preservation
alternatives are made at the time of public facility ~ple em ntation
within the process established in Section 24A of`the7Ord ance'.
This method provides for adequate review by the public and govern-
ing agencies. In order to provide guidance in the event of future
public facility implementation, the amendment addresses potential
conflicts existing at each site and suggests alternatives and
recommendations to assist in balancing preservation with community
needs.

In addition to protecting designated resources from unsympa-
thetic alteration and insensitive redevelopment, the County's'
Preservation Ordinance also empowers the County's Department of
Environmental Protection and the Historic Preservation Commission
to prevent the demolition of historic buildings through neglect.

iv



The Montgomery County Council passed legislation in'Septem-
ber 1984 to provide for a tax credit against County real property
taxes in order to encourage the restoration and preservation of
privately owned structures located in the County. The credit
applies to all properties desfgnated on the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation (Chapter 52, Art. VI). Furthermore, the
Historic Preservation Commission maintains up-to-date information
on the status of preservation incentives including tax credits,
tax benefits possible through the granting of easements on his-
toric properties, outright grants and low-interest loan programs.
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THE AMENDMENT

The purpose of this amendment is to designate four individual
sites on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, thereby
extending to them the protection of the County's Historic Preser-
vation Ordinance, Chapter 24A-&'f the Montgomery County Code.

Site # Name Location

16/2 Edward Chiswell Farm/ 20130 Wasche Road
"Longview" Dickerson

o The Edward Chiswell Farm reflects the early history of the
County and is representative-of the area's cultural, econom-
ic, and social evolution. The original 300 acre land patent
for this property was called "Allison's Adventure" and was
granted in 1729 to John Allison and William Caster. Four
consecutive families farmed this land from 1792 to 1906,
each occupying the site for approximately 40 years.

o There are no buildings remaining from the period of John
Allison's ownership in the 18th century. However, before
1800, the next owner - Thomas Cooley - built a stone house
on the property. He owned 14 slaves and farmed the land.

o Henry W. Talbott, a planter who-also served as a Justice of
the Peace and a School Board member, owned the farm from
1814 until 1859.

o In 1868, the property was sold to Edward Jones Chiswell and
his wife, Evalina Allnutt Chiswell. Edward Jones Chiswell
was a fifth generation Chiswell and was a Second Lieutenant
in the Civil War. He served under his relative and neighbor,
Elijah Viers White, commander of the 35th Battalion, Virgin-
is Calvary. Many Montgomery County residents who went to
Virginia to join the Confederate fighting force were called
"Chiswell's Exiles". The house may have been used as a
hospital during the Civil War, just prior to Chiswell's
ownership. Edward Chiswell had six children, and farmed the
property until his death in 1906.

o The house embodies the distinctive characteristics of sever-
al types, periods, and methods of construction and reflects
the evolution of the structure over nearly two centuries.
There is an original 1 1/2-story Seneca sandstone section; a
central section of sandstone and wooden clapboarded; and a
three-bay, 2 1/2-story southern addition of stone. Victorian
details are present in the frame section with its gable roof
and fishscale shingles.

o Outbuildings include a stone, one-story smokehouse, a small
frame springhouse, and the stone foundation of an 18th
century barn. A remnant of a "waterfall garden" terraced to
the east is similar to landscaping at "Mt. Nebo" and "Dow-
dens Luck", both National Register sites.
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o The environmenta:l_setting-recommended.by the Histor.ic.Fres-
ervation Commission is the-entirer358..,T5 acre parcel, with
the understanding that the setting may-be reduced in the
event of future development. All outbuildings and signifi-
cant landscaping features"are included in the setting.

o The site warrants further archeological study as there may
be remnants of the early 19th century Cooley cemetery on the
property and other pre-historic remains.

Site # Name Location

14/38 Rolling Ridge - 7215 Brink Road
Laytonsville

o Rolling Ridge is significant as a rare Montgomery County
example of 18th century Georgian architecture, found more
commonly in the Virginia Tidewater region.

o Rolling Ridge was built circa 1790 by a prosperous merchant
from Georgetown, Robert Ober. Ober married Catharine Tenney,
daughter of Dr. Samuel Tenney, Surgeon General in the Revo-
lutionary War. Ober was known to be an influential and loyal
supporter of the United States in the War of 1812. His
daughter, Martha J. Ober, married Elisha Riggs Griffith,
whose descendants lived at Rolling Ridge until 1903.

o The main house is a brick 1 1/2-story structure with dis-
tinctive paired gable end chimneys. The principle facade is
five bays across, including a large central entranceway. At
the east end is a kitchen ell, and across the front is a
large porch, which may have been added at a later date.

.Windows are nine over six double hung sash. Two prominent
dormers pierce the slate roof on the front elevation. A row
of diagonal brick cornice trim at the eaves is an unusual
feature of the house.

o The setting of the house includes large trees and period:
gardens with boxwood mazes, evergreen hedges, flagstone
walks, rock gardens and a "bowling green" developed by Mr.
and Mrs. John A. Small during their ownership from 1933 to
1950. John Small was a third generation master landscape
architect.

o There is a-gable-roofed bank barn behind the house with
tongue and groove siding and slatted windows. The framing is
mortised, tenoned, and pegged.

o Rolling Ridge is located on a parcel of 191.26 acres. The
HPC recommends the entire parcel as the environmental set-
ting, with.the.understanding that the setting may be reduced
at the time of subdivsion,._'An additional 25.66 acre parcel
lies within the limits of Laytonsville and includes the part
'of the entrance drive closest to Brink Road.
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Site # Name Location'

16/3 John Jones Farm/Bank Barn 19800 Wasche Road,
Dickerson

o The John Jones Farm has historical significance as part of
the original land grant to Edward Jones in the amid-18th

Y century by Lord Baltimore. Called "Eleven Brothers", it was
named for Edward Jones" eleven sons. It was farmed continu-
ously by members of the Jones family until 1938.

o Although the original house on the property burned in 1978,
the bank barn on the Jones Farm has significance. The late
1-9th-century=bank=ba_r-n on the John Jones Farm.is a familiar

v visual feature in the scenic Dickerson landscape, and is
representative of the rich agricultural heritage of Montgom-
ery County.

o The barn features un-battened vertical siding with louvered
windows, a gabled metal roof with three metal ventilators,
and four sliding doors on the ramped north facade. The stone
foundation with quoined corners has been painted white. It
is similar in design to an early bank barn at nearby "Oak
Ridge", also built by the Jones Family.

o The setting for the barn is a rectangular tract of land that
includes the tree-lined drive from Wasche Road and a small
storage building, probably-an-early-tenant, house. The set-
ting is approximate ly'200' x 770'-(3.584 acres), preserving
the vista of the barn=fror the road=(see_Fgure 4). The site
of the 19th century farmhouse, which burned in 1978, is not
included in the setting.

Site # Name Location

12/31 Lawrence White Farm 20900 and 21120 Martins-
-- --~ burg Road, Dickerson

o Although the main 19th century farmhouse on the property
burned in 1990, the remaining agricultural structures on the
Lawrence White Farm are an especially good collection of
varied and intact buildings that forma-cohesive farmstead:

o This historic farmstead is significant as an intact and
diverse collection of agricultural buildings which represent
the farming industry in Montgomery County and its changing
nature (from grain-oriented operations to dairy farms) from
the late 1800's through the early 1900's.

o The Lawrence White Farm was built in the late 19th century
as a family farm for the son of a locally prominent farmer
(Benjamin White of Inverness). As an early family farm, this
resource reflects the County's rural development patterns
and the community interrelationships.
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o The buildings on the Lawrence White Farm represent a number
of significant agricultural styles and building types: the
log construction of the smokehouse, the board and batten
tenant house which evokes the Carpenter Gothic style, the
large wooden bank barn,_66d the unusually fine Gothic-roofed
dairy barn (only one of three such structures in the
County).

o In addition to the historic and cultural importance of the
property as "Linden Park" during the ownership of the Mat-
thews family, the Lawrence White Farm has a prominent place
in the landscape along historic Martinsburg Road. The col-
lection of agricultural buildings, the mature trees, and the
stone walls contribute to the site's importance as a commu-
nity landmark.

o The.-env y-onme_nta-l—setting for the_Lawr-ence-..Whi-te Farm i:s the
entire 

par 
~c 
es
li specifically including-maturetrees and the

enc:surrounding the property, but excluding.;_ the
County's Composting Facility. —~

o Buildings on the property are categorized as to their archi-
tectural and historical significance so that future changes
can be evaluated in this context:

A. Outstanding Resources - should be given the highest level
of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations:

1. small Carpenter Gothic tenant house with board and
batten siding

2. log smokehouse with stone chinking
3. bank barn with attached cow shed and silos
4. 20th century Gothic-roofed dairy barn with silo
5. stone fences surrounding property

B. Contributing Resources - should be given a moderate level
of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations:

1. tractor shed
2. small wooden shed

C. Non-Contributing Resources - should be given the most -
lenient level of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations
and may be considered for demolition:

1. two tenant houses, ell-shape in plan.

4
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AGENDA ITEM #23.1
January 12, 1993

MEMORANDUM.

January 6, 1993

TO: County Council

FROM: Jean C. Arthur, Legislative Analyst

SUBJECT: Action - Final Draft Amendment to the historic Preservation Master
Plan: Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence
White Farm, and Rolling Ridge .

The Council held a worksession on this amendment on November 24, 1992 and
took the following action:

#16/2 Eduard Chiswell Farm
20130 Nasche Road
Dickerson

Designate the property on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation with
a reduced environmental setting of 20 acres as delineated on circle 3 . The
20-acre environmental setting would allow the Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP) to excavate from the site with minimum impact on the historic
buildings. It would allow DEP to buffer the landfill from the road and allow
the development of a sediment/stormwater pond..

16/3 John Jones Farm
19800 Wasche Road
Dickerson

Do not designate any part of this property as historic, but retain the
property on the Locational Atlas for reconsideration in the future.



#12/31 Lawrence White Farm
20900 and 21120 Martinsburg Road
Dickerson

Designate only the gothic barn as a historic resource. Also, the Council
instructed the Department of Facilities and Services to stabilize the barn and
to attempt to find a party, possibly through a public/private partnership to
take over repair and maintenance of the property.

#14/38 Rolling Ridge
7215 Brink Road
Laytonsville

The Council agreed to designate Rolling Ridge on the Master Plan with an
environmental setting of 25 acres. The Council did not vote on the exact
configuration of the environmental setting, but indicated that.the master plan
should specifically outline the area to be designated to give guidance to the
property owners should they choose to develop the property. After meeting .
with the property owner, Planning Board staff is recommending the 25-acre
configuratio4 shown on circle 4 .

The Council also debated the issue of the tenant house. The tenant house
was not evaluated by the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) or the
Planning Board because it does not appear in any of the descriptions of
Rolling Ridge on the Locational Atlas. At the Planning Board's worksession, a
citizen requested that the Board consider placing the tenant house on.the
Master Plan. The.Board declined because the house had not been evaluated by
the HPC. The citizen then asked the PHED committee to recommend that the
tenant house be placed on the Master Plan. The PHED committee felt it could
not do so because the house had not been evaluated by the Planning Board.

At.its worksession on November 24,. 1992,. the Council inquired whether the
tenant house is on the Locational Atlas despite the fact that it is not listed
or shown in any of the descriptions of Rolling Ridge and all the other
buildings on the property are listed. The Council inquired also, whether it
could place the tenant house on the Locational Atlas for study by the HPC.

Staff asked the County Attorney's advice on the Council's inquiries. A
memorandum from the County Attorney's office is attached at circle $

A copy of the previous Council worksession on this master plan to provide
background information is attached.

JCA/cge
Z/606/5 - 7
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Resolution No.:
Introduced: November 24, 1992
Adopted:

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
SITTING AS A DISTRICT COUNCIL FOR THAT PORTION
OF THE MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT

WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

By: District Council

Subject: Final Draft Amendment to.the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation: Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence
White Farm and Rolling Ridge

Background

1. On July 19, 1992, the County Executive submitted the Final Draft Amendment
to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Edward Chiswell Farm, John
Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm, and Rolling Ridge.

2. On September 10, 1992 the Council held a public hearing regarding the
Master Plan Amendment and forwarded the amendment to the Planning, Housing
and Economic Development Committee for review and recommendation (PHED).

3. On October 5, 1992, PHED discussed the.master plan and the issues raised
at the public hearing.

4. The PHED committee made the following recommendations:

® Designate Edward Chiswell Farm with an environmental setting of 20
acres and require the Department of Environmental Protection to
replant the borrow area and return it to close to its original
condition.

• Designate Rolling Ridge as a historic resource with an environmental
setting of 25 acres to be delineated at the time of subdivision.

s Do not designate the John Jones Farm/Bank Barn on the Master Plan but
retain the property on the Locational Atlas for future consideration
should the County purchase the property.

s Designate the Lawrence White Farm as a historic resource and require
:the Executive to stabilize the buildings on the farm. The Executive
branch should attempt to find a private .party who is willing to take
responsibility for the buildings in exchange for use of the buildings.

5. The Montgomery County District Council reviewed the amendment to the
Master Plan for Historic Preservation and the recommendation of the PHED
Committee, at worksessions held on November 24, 1992 and January 12,
1993. The"Council voted to approve the amendment to the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation: Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence
White Farm, and Rolling Ridge as follows:

0



Resolution No.

Action

The Final Draft Amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation:

Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm, and Rolling Ridge

is approved as follows:

1. Designate Edward Chiswell Farm with a 20-acre environmental setting

as delineated on Figure This setting includes the main house,

a tenant house, all outbuildings, and the remains of the "waterfall"

gardens. Areas between this setting and Wasche Road, from which soil

will be borrowed for the landfill, will be reclaimed and planted with

mixed native trees and shrubs. Additionally, grading will return the
slopes in these areas to a naturalistic appearance similar to
existing conditions, but at lower elevations.

2. Do not designate the John Jones Farm but retain on the Locational
Atlas.

3.. Designate only the gothic barn on the Lawrence White Farm and
encourage the Executive to find a party to take over repair and
maintenance of the buildings.

4. Designate Rolling Ridge on the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation. The environmental setting shall consist of
approximately 25 acres as delineated on Figure The
environmental setting includes all important characteristics of the
site, specifically the main house, surrounding gardens, the
tree-lined drive, and scenic vistas.

This is a correct copy of Council action.

Kathleen A. Freedman, CMC
Secretary of the Council

Approved:

Neal Potter, County Executive Date

-2-
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AGENDA ITEM #6
November 24, 1992

MEMORANDUM

November 18, 1991 1

TO: County Council

FROM: Jean C. Arthur, Legislative Analyz~~

SUBJECT: Action - Final Draft Amendment to the Historic Preservation Master
Plan: Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence
White Farm, and Rolling Ridge

The Planning, Housing and Economic Development Committee (PHED) discussed
this Master Plan Amendment at a worksession held on October 5, 1992 and makes
the following recommendations. Detailed descriptions of these properties are
on-circles 9=17 and 39-61. The blaster Plan amendment as originally submitted
is attached as well as a draft resolution. Letters from property owners are
also included in this packet.

#16/2 Edward Chiswell Fan
20130 Wasche Road
Dickerson

L
This property is recommended for designation because the house embodies

,the distinctive characteristics of several types, periods and methods of
construction and reflects the evolution of the structure over nearly two
centuries. The property has been farmed by four families from 1792 to 1906.
The farm is named for Edward Jones Chiswell who served in the 35th Batallion,
Virginia Calvary. This property is on the County's proposed landfill.

PBED Committee

The committee voted 2 - 1 to recommend historic designation of the Edward
Chiswell Farm with a 20-acre environmental setting. The County Executive
requested the 20-acre environmental setting because the 39-acre setting
recommended by the Planning Board would include an area where the Executive
expects to take soil for developing the landfill. The committee feels that
the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) should be able to extract

I



dirt from the farm since hauling dirt in would be costly and have a negative
impact on the surrounding community. The 20-acre environmental setting would
allow DEP to excavate soil from the farm with minimum impact on the historic
buildings. It would also allow DEP to buffer the landfill from the road and
allow the development of a sediment/storm water pond. The -Department has said
that it will replant the excavation area to restore it to a naturalistic state.

#16/3 John Jones Fan
19800 Wasche Road
Dickerson

The Planning Board recommended historic designation of the late 19th
century Bank Barn on the Jones Farm because it "is a familiar visual feature
in the scenic Dickerson landscape, and is representative of the rich
agricultural heritage of Montgomery County." The Planning Board recommended
an environmental setting of a rectangular 3.5 acres which included the
tree-lined drive from Wasche Road and a small storage building.

~ED_Cammittee .

The committee recommends that the barn on this farm not be designated on
the piaster Plan but that it remain on the Locational ttee
agreed with the property owner that historic designation and the regulation
involved would have a'negative impact on the operations of the farm.

The John Jones Farm-is part of.the proposed Site 2 landfill and the
committee suggests that the historic designation could be reconsidered when or
if the County has purchased the property.

#12/31 Lawrence White Faz;
20900 and 21120 Road
Dickerson

The Lawrence White Farm (known in the community as the Matthews Farm) is
recommended for designation based on architectural styles and the farm has a
prominent place in the landscape along historic Martinsburg Road. The
Planning Board recommended an environmental setting of the entire parcel,
including mature trees and the stone fences surrounding the property, but
excluding the County's composting facility. This property was acquired by the
County in 1980 to serve as an interim sludge facility.

PRED Committee

At the PRED Committee worksession the committee recommended designation
of thii farm as a historic resource. The committee also asked the Executive
Branch to stabilize- the property to halt further deterioration and to look
into whether a private party would be willing to take control of the
buildings. Since that worksession staff has learned that at least one member
of the committee is considering changing his vote. Staff believes that the
issue deserves further discussion.

-2-
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The Lawrence White Farm belongs to the County, but the County Executive
is not supporting the designation because of the poor structural condition of
the buildings. These buildings have not always been in poor condition. The
buildings on the farm have been vacant since 1982 and the structures are
deteriorated due to lack of upkeep and maintenance. The Council appropriated
$72,000 in the FY93 budget to be used to stabilize the buildings on the
Lawrence White Farm, however, the Executive believes that the cost of
rehabilitating the structures could exceed $200,000.

In a memorandum dated November 9, 1992 (attached at circles 18-24), the
Director of Facilities and Services seeks to further clarify the position of
the Executive. The Director argues that the cost of stabilizing and repairing
these buildings outweigh the historic significance of the structures. Staff
agrees that in the County's current financial situation spending money on
buildings that are in such poor condition is not wise. But, staff believes
that the County is setting a bad example by allowing.property which it owns
and which is on the I.ocational Atlas to deteriorate.to a point of what is
essentially "demolition by neglect." Private citizens are fined for similar
actions.

The Executive has said that he will attempt to find a private sector
individual or group who would be willing to take on the responsibility for
repairing the structures in exchange for using them. That should be.
encouraged. Additionally, as an alternative to not designating this property
on the Master Plan because of concerns about renovation-costs, the Council may
choose to retain it on the Locational Atlas pending further investigation into
renovation options and a potential public/private partnership.. .

#14/38 Bolling Ridge
7215 Brink Road
Laytonsville

Built in circa 1790, Rolling Ridge is significant as a rare Montgomery
County example of 18th century Georgian architecture. The Planning Board
recommended an environmental setting of the entire 191.26 acres parcel, with
the understanding that the setting may be reduced at the time of subdivision.

PHED Committee

The committee recommends designation of Rolling Ridge as a historic
resource but with an environmental setting of 25 acres. The setting would be
delineated at the time of subdivision and would include the main house,
surrounding gardens, the tree—lined drive and scenic vistas. '

JCA/cge
Z/606/5 7 ;
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Resolution No.:
Introduced: November 24, 1992
Adopted:

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
SITTING AS A DISTRICT COUNCIL FOR THAT PORTION
OF THE MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT

WITHIN MONTGOMERY COMM, MARYLAND

By: District Council

Subject: Final Draft Amendment to the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation: Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence
White Farm and Rolling Ridge

1. Oar July 199 1992, the County Executive submitted the.Final Draft Amendment
to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Edward Chiswell Farm, John
Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm, and Rolling Ridge.

2. On September 10, 1992 the Council held a public hearing regarding the
Master Plan Amendment and forwarded the amendment to the Planning, Housing
and Economic Development Committee for review and recommendation (PHED).

3. On October 5, 1992, PHED.discussed the master plan and the issues raised
at the public hearing.

4. The PHED committee made the following recommendations:.

o Designate Edward Chiswell Farm with an environmental setting of 20
acres and require the Department of Environmental Protection to
replant the borrow area and return it to close to its original
condition.

o Designate Rolling Ridge as a historic resource with an environmental
setting of 25 acres to be delineated at the time of subdivision.

o Do not designate the John Jones Farm/Bank Barn on the Master Plan but
retain the property on the Location lag-for future consideration
should the County purchase the property.

o Designate the Lawrence White Farm as a historic resource and require
the Executive to stabilize the buildings on the farm. The Executive
branch should attempt to find a private party who is willing to take
responsibility for the buildings•in exchange for use of the buildings.

5. The Montgomery County District Council reviewed the amendment to the
Master.Plan for Historic Preservation and the recommendation of the PHED
Committee, at a worksession held on November 24, 1992. The Council voted
to adopt the recommendation of the PEW Committee.
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Resolution No.

The Final Draft Amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation:
Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm, and Rolling Ridge
is approved as follows:

1. Designate- Edward Chiswell Farm with a 20-acre environmental setting
as delineated on Figure This setting includes the main house,
a tenant house, all outbuildings, and the remains of the "waterfall"
gardens. Areas between this setting and Wasche Road, from which soil
will be borrowed for the landfill, will be reclaimed and planted with
mixed native trees and shrubs. Additionally, grading will return the
slopes in these areas to a naturalistic appearance similar to
existing conditions, but at lower elevations.

2. Do not designate the John Jones Farm but retain on the I=al
Atlas.

3. Designate the Lawrence White Farm and encourage the Executive to find
a party to take over repair and maintenance of the buildings.

4. Designate Rolling Ridge on the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation. The environmental setting shall consist of
approximately 25 acres and shall be delineated at the time of
subdivision. The environmental setting must include all important
characteristics of the site, specifically the main house, surrounding
gardens, the tree-lined drive, and scenic vistas. An additional
25.66 acre parcel lies within the limits of Laytonsville and includes
the part of the entrance drive closest to Brink Road.

This is a correct copy of Council action.

Kathleen A. Freedman, CMC
Secretary of the Council

Approved:

Neal Potter, County Executive

-2-
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FINAL DRAFT

AMENDMENT TO THE APPROVED AND ADOPTED
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JOHN JONES FARM, LAWRENCE WHITE FARM
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Rural Open Space Master Plan; and an amendment to the General
Plan for the Physical Development of the Maryland-Washington
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Prepared By:
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S May, 1992

Revised By:
THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY EXECUTIVE
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MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS

Master Plans provide policy guidance concerning the private
and public use of land, for use and reference by private land-
owners, public agencies, and interested parties generally. Every
master plan amendment also amends the General Plan for Montgomery
County. The process of initiation, review, and adoption of
amendments is generally as follows:

Preliminary Draft Amendment

This document is a formal proposal to amend an adopted master
plan. It is prepared by the Montgomery County Planning Board of
The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission. Be-
fore proceeding to publish a final draft amendment, the Planning
Board must hold a public hearing. After the close of the record
of this public hearing, the Planning Board holds an open workses-
sion to review the testimony, and to determine whether to make any
revisions to the preliminary draft.

Final raft Amendment

This document contains the Planning Board's final recommenda-
tions. It is transmitted to the County Executive, who must review
it and forward it to the County Council, with any revisions deemed
appropriate. If the County Executive makes no revisions in the
Planning Board's final draft, the Council may adopt the unchanged
draft without holding a public hearing. If the Executive does make
revisions, or if the Council wishes to consider any revisions, the
Council must schedule a public hearing. After the close of'record
of this public hearing, the Council holds an open worksession to
review the testimony, and then adopts a resolution approving, modi-
fying, or disapproving the final plan amendment.

If the Council action modifies and approves the Executive's
Revised Final Draft Amendment, the Approved Amendment must be sent
to the County Executive for approval or disapproval. If disap-
proved by the County Executive, the Council may override the disap-
proval of the Plan by an affirmative vote of five members.

Failure of either
within the prescribed
amendment as submitted

Adopted Amendment

the County Executive or the Council to act
time limits constitutes approval of the plan
to the body which fails to act.

The amendment approved by the County Council is forwarded to
the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning.Commission for
adoption. Once adopted by the Commission, the amendment officially
amends the various master plans cited in the Commission's adoption
resolution.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT

The Master Plan for Historic Preservation and the Historic
Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code,
are designed to protect and preserve Montgomery County's historic
and architectural heritage. When an historic resource is placed on
The Master Plan for Historic Preservation, the adoption action
officially designates the property as an historic site or historic
district, and subjects it to the further procedural requirements of
the Historic Preservation ordinance.

Designation of historic sites and districts serves to high-
light the values that are important in maintaining the individual
character of the County and its communities. It is the intent of
the County's preservation program to provide a rational system for
evaluating, protecting and enhancing the County's historic and
architectural heritage for the benefit of present and future gener-
ations of Montgomery County residents. The accompanying challenge
is to weave protection of this heritage into the County's planning
program so as to maximize community support for preservation: and
minimize infringement on private property rights.

The following criteria, as stated in Section 24A-3 of the
Historic Preservation Ordinance, shall apply when historic
resources are evaluated for designation in the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation:

(1) Historical and cultural significance:

The historic resource:

a. has character, interest, or value as part of the develop-
ment, heritage or cultural characteristics of the County,
State, or Nation;

b. is the site of a significant historic event;
c. is identified with a person or a group of persons who

influenced society;
d. exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or

historic heritage of the County and its communities; or

(2) Architectural and design significance:

The historic resource:

a. embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period
or method of construction;

b. represents the work of a master;
c. possesses high artistic values;
d. represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose

components may lack individual distinction; or
e. represents an established and familiar visual feature of

the neighborhood, community, or County 
due to its singular

physical characteristic or landscape.
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IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Once designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation,
historic resources are subject to the protection of the Ordinance.
Any substantial changes to the exterior of a resource or its envi-
ronmental setting must be reviewed by the Historic Preservation
Commission and an historic area work permit issued under the
provisions of the County's Preservation Ordinance, Section 24A-6.
In accordance with the Master Plan for Historic Preservation and
unless otherwise specified in the amendment, the environmental
setting for each site, as defined in Section 24A-2 of the Ordi-
nance, is the entire parcel on which the resource is located as of
the date it is designated on the Master Plan.

Designation of the entire parcel provides the County adequate
review authority to preserve historic sites in the event of devel-
opment. It also ensures that, from the beginning of the develop-
ment process, important features of these sites are recognized and
incorporated in the, future development of designated properties.
In the case of large acreage parcels, the amendment will provide
general guidance for the refinement of the setting by indicating
when the setting is subject to reduction in the event of develop-
ment; by describing an appropriate area to preserve the integrity
of the resource; and by identifying buildings and features asso-
ciated with the site which should be protected as part of the
setting. It is anticipated that for a majority of the sites desig-
nated, the appropriate point at which to refine the environmental
setting will be when the property is subdivided.

Public improvements can profoundly affect the integrity of
an historic area. Section 24A-6 of the Ordinance states that an
Historic Area Work Permit for work on public or private property
must be issued prior to altering an historic resource or its envir-
onmental setting. The design of public facilities in the vicinity
of historic resources should be sensitive to and maintain the
character of the area. Specific design considerations should be
reflected as part of the Mandatory Referral review processes.

In the majority of cases, decisions regarding preservation
alternatives are made at the time of public facility implementation
within the process established in Section 24A of the Ordinance.
This method provides for adequate review by the public and govern-
ing agencies. In order to provide guidance in the event of future
public facility implementation, the amendment addresses potential
conflicts existing at each site and suggests alternatives and
recommendations to assist in balancing preservation with community
needs.

In addition to protecting designated resources from unsympa-
thetic alteration and insensitive redevelopment, the County's
Preservation Ordinance also empowers the County's Department of
Environmental Protection and the Historic Preservation Commission
to prevent the demolition of historic buildings through neglect.

iv



The Montgomery County Council passed legislation in Septem-
ber 1954 to provide for a tax credit against County real property
taxes in order to encourage the restoration and preservation of
privately owned structures located in the County. The credit
applies to all properties designated on the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation (Chapter 52, Art. VI). Furthermore, the
Historic Preservation Commission maintains up-to-slate information
on the status of preservation incentives including tax credits,
tax benefits possible through the granting of easements on his-
toric properties, outright grants and low-interest loan programs.
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The purpose of this amendment is to designate four individual
sites on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, thereby
extending to them the protection of the County's Historic Preser-
vation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code.

Si aName Location

16/2 Edward Chiswell Farm/ 20130 wasche Road
1"Longvf ew" Dickerson

0 The Edward Chiswell Farm reflects the early history of the
County and is representative of the area's cultural, econom-
ic, and social evolution. The original 300 acre land patent
for this property was called "Allison's Adventure" and was
granted in 1729 to John Allison and William Caster. Four
consecutive families farmed this land from 1792 to 1906,
each occupying the site for approximately 40 years.

0 There are no buildings remaining from the period of John
Allison's ownership in the 18th century. However, before
1800, the next owner - Thomas Cooley - built a stone house
on the property. He owned 14 slaves and farmed the land.

o Henry W. Talbott, a planter who also served as a Justice of
the Peace and a School Board member, owned the farm from
1814 until 1859.

01 In 1868, the property was sold to Edward Jones Chiswell and
his wife, Evalina Allnutt Chiswell. Edward Jones Chiswell
was a fifth generation Chiswell and was a Second Lieutenant
in the Civil War. He served under his relative and neighbor,
Elijah Viers White, commander of the 35th Battalion, Virgin-
ia Calvary. Many Montgomery County residents who went to
Virginia to join the Confederate fighting force were called
"Chiswell's Exiles". The house may have been used as a
hospital during the Civil War, just prior to Chiswell's
ownership. Edward Chiswell had six children, and farmed the
property until his death in 1906.

0 The house embodies the distinctive characteristics of sever-
al types, periods, and methods of construction and reflects
the evolution of the structure over nearly.two centuries.
There is an original 1 1/2-story Seneca sandstone section; a
central section of sandstone and wooden clapboarded; and a
three-bay, 2 1/2-story southern addition of stone. Victorian
details are present in the frame section with its gable roof
and fishscale shingles..

0 outbuildings include a stone, one-story smokehouse, a small
frame springhouse•, and the stone foundation of an 18th
century barn. A remnant of a "waterfall garden" terraced to
the east is similar to landscaping at "Mt. Nebo" and "Dow-
dens Luck", both National Register sites.
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o The environmental setting is an area of approximately 39
acres out of the 358.75 acre parcel. This setting, delineat-
ed in Figure 4, includes the main house, all outbuildings,
and significant landscape features - such as the remains of
the "waterfall" garden and the vista from Wasche Road.

o The site warrants further archeological study as there may
be remnants of the early 19th century Cooley cemetery on the
property and other pre-historic remains.

Site it Name Location

14/38 Rolling Ridge 7215 Brink Road
Laytonsville

o Rolling Ridge is significant as a rare Montgomery County
example of 18th century Georgian architecture, found more
commonly in the Virginia Tidewater region.

o Rolling Ridge was built circa 1790 by a prosperous merchant
from Georgetown, Robert Ober. Ober married Catharine Tenney,
daughter of ®r. Samuel Tenney, Surgeon General in the Revo-
lutionary War. Ober was known to be an influential and loyal
supporter of the United States in the War of 1812. His
daughter, Martha J. Ober, married Elisha Riggs Griffith,
whose descendants lived at Rolling Ridge until 1903.

o The main house is a brick 1 1/2-story structure with dis-
tinctive paired gable end chimneys. The principle facade is
five bays across, including a large central entranceway. At
the east end is a kitchen ell, and across the front is a
large porch, which may have been added at a later date.
Windows are nine over six double hung sash. Two prominent
dormers pierce the slate roof on the front elevation. A row
of diagonal brick cornice trim at the eaves is an unusual
feature of the house.

o The setting of the house includes large trees and period
gardens with boxwood mazes, evergreen hedges, flagstone
walks, rock gardens and a "bowling green" developed by Mr.
and Mrs. John A. Small during their ownership from 1933 to
1950. John Small was a third generation master landscape
architect.

o Rolling Ridge is located on a parcel of 191.26 acres. The
environmental setting is the entire parcel, with the under-
standing that the setting may be reduced at the time of
subdivision. A reduced setting must include all important
characteristics of the site, specifically the main house,
surrounding gardens, the tree-lined drive, and scenic vis-
tas.. An additional 25.66 acre parcel lies within the limits
of Laytonsville and includes the part of the entrance drive
closest to Brink Road.

2
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Site t Name Location

16/3 John Jones Farm/Bank Barn 19800 Wasche Road,
Dickerson

o The John Jones Farm has historical significance as part of
the original land grant to Edward Jones in the mid-18th
century by Lord Baltimore. Called "Eleven Brothers", it was
named for Edward.Jones' eleven sons. It was farmed continu-
ously by members of the Jones family until 1938.

o Although the original house on the property burned in 1978,
the bank barn on the Jones Farm has significance. The late
19th century bank barn on the John Jones Farm is a familiar
visual feature in the scenic Dickerson landscape, and is
representative of the rich agricultural heritage of Montgom-
ery County.

o The barn features un-battened vertical siding with louvered
windows, a gabled metal roof with three metal ventilators,
and four sliding doors on the ramped north facade. The stone
foundation with quoined corners has been painted white. It
is similar in design to an early bank barn at nearby "Oak'
Ridge", also built by the Jones Family.

o The setting for the barn is a rectangular tract of land that
includes the tree-lined drive from Wasche Road and a small
storage building, probably an early tenant house. The set-
ting is approximately 200' x 7701(3.58 acres), preserving
the vista of the barn from the road (see Figure 5). The site
of the 19th century farmhouse, which burned in 1978, is not
included in the setting.

Site it Name Location

12/31 Lawrence White Farm 20900 and 21120 Martins-
burg Road, Dickerson

o Although the main 19th century farmhouse on the property
burned in 1990, the remaining agricultural structures on the
Lawrence White Farm are an especially good collection of
varied and intact buildings that form a cohesive farmstead.

o This historic farmstead is significant as an intact and
diverse collection of agricultural buildings which represent
the farming industry in Montgomery County and its changing
nature (from grain-oriented operations to dairy farms) from
the late 1800's through the early 1900'x.

o The Lawrence White Farm was built in the late 19th century
as a family farm for the son of a locally prominent farmer
(Benjamin White of Inverness). As an early family farm, this
resource reflects the County's rural development patterns
and the community interrelationships.

3
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o The buildings on the Lawrence~White Farm represent a number
of significant agricultural styles and building types: the
log construction of the smokehouse, the board and batten
tenant house which evokes the Carpenter Gothic style, the
large wooden bank barn, and the unusually fine Gothic-roofed
dairy barn (only one of three such structures in the
County).

o In addition to the historic and cultural importance of the
property as "Linden Park" during the ownership of the Mat-
thews family, the Lawrence White Farm has a prominent place
in the landscape along historic'Martinsburg Road. The col-
lection of agricultural buildings, the mature trees, and the
stone walls contribute to the site's importance as a commu-
nity landmark.

o The environmental setting for the Lawrence White Farm is the
entire parcel, specifically including mature trees and the
stone fences surrounding the property, but excluding the
County's Composting Facility as defined by the chain link
fence on the property.

o Buildings on the property are categorized as to their archi-
tectural and historical significance so that future changes
can be evaluated in this context:

A. outstanding Resources - should be given the highest level
of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations:

1. small Carpenter Gothic tenant house with board and
batten siding

2. log smokehouse with stone chinking
3. bank barn with attached cow shed and silos
4. 20th century Gothic-roofed dairy barn with silo
5. stone fences surrounding property

B. Contributing Resources - should be given a moderate level
of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations:

1. tractor shed
2. small wooden shed

C. Non-Contributing Resources - should be given the most
lenient level of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations
and may be considered for demolition:

1. two tenant houses, ell-shape in plan.

4
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MEMORANDUM

November 9, 1992

~Y c.S • %rte p~ 'C

014799 ~tv

T0: Bruce Adams, President 
County Council 1014

.
'`'̀ ~t—

FROM: A. S. lungs Damiani, C.P.E., Director
Department of Facilities and Services

RE: Deliberations on Historic Designation o Lawrence White Farm, Dickerson

The PHED Committee has recently recommended to the Council in favor of historic
designation for the County-owned Lawrence White farm, in Dickerson. In anticipation of the
Council's upcoming worksession on this issue, I would like to explain and clarify the
position of the County Executive and the Department of Facilities and Services.

You may recall that, in our testimony at the Council public hearing in September, we argued
against designation of this property on the basis of the estimated cost of repair and
renovation. We also testified that, in our opinion, all buildings but the Gothic Barn were
beyond repair. We were joined in that recommendation by the Sugarloaf Citizens
Association. This is also the recommendation that was made by Mr. Potter in his September
memorandum to the Council on the issue.

The matter of cost should rightly be secondary, in a decision like this, to the more important
factor of historic significance. In this case, however, the cost implications of historic
designation are of such magnitude that they deserve full and careful attention.

The $72,000 appropriation that was made for FY 93 did not address the problems we face at
the White Farm. DEP has made this money available to DFS to do what we can., In the last
year, we have fortunately become very adept at stretching limited funds, but the only
significant work that we are accomplishing with this amount is to stabilize and clear the
vegetation from the stone wall that runs along Martinsburg Road. The stone wall is
identified by the Historic Preservation Commission as one of the outstanding historic
resources on the property, and in our estimation, is the only structure which could be

Office of the Diremr, Depw went of Facilities and Services

F',
110 North Weshiogtoo Sweet, Third Floor, Rockville, Maryland 20850.2299,
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reasonably protected for the $72,000 available. We currently are working on the wall and

hope that the dollars available will allow us to finish the. project. Assuming it does,
maintenance dollars should be budgeted and approved for. FY 94 and beyond in order to keep
the wall in good condition.

The DFS Maintenance Division has carefully inspected all of the structures on the property,
and listed the most urgent-work needed simply to stabilize the buildings and prevent further
deterioration. The full report and video tape showing existing conditions on all of the
structures is either attached or on file with the Council. I have summarized the highlights of
their report to bring this project into perspective:

The Bank Barn needs extensive replacement of wood siding, repair of
structural damage, repair of severe damage done over time to the floors,
replacement of all doors, repair of the roof frame, replacement of corrugated
steel sheets on the roof, repair of the stone foundation and complete scraping
and painting. The attached cow shed has missing columns, side wall framing
and siding. More than 40% of the metal roof panels are missing and would
have to be replaced. The building is beyond repair within a reasonable cost in
our opinion.

The Gothic Barn needs extensive repairs to the custom preformed metal roof,
replacement of all ventilators, repair of structural wall cracks, replacement of
the silo roof, and scraping and painting of the exterior. Please keep in mind
that this building is four stories tall and has 33 windows.

Scraping and painting, which must be done to protect the buildings from
deterioration, would be a major project by itself. The two barns have a:
combined exterior surface of nearly 1 acre.

The Tenant House needs extensive repairs to the roof, siding and the
foundation of the house. The concrete addition to the house has serious
structural cracks, is beyond reasonable repair, and should be a demolished.
Scraping and painting of the exterior is needed.

The Log Smokehouse has been damaged by fire. Several logs must be
replaced. The foundation is weak, and needs repair in some places,
replacement in others. The roof needs extensive repair.

The above includes only work that is necessary to prevent further deterioration of the
structures, and then only to those structures deemed outstanding resources by the HPC. Our
estimate of the expense required to stabilize the Gothic Barn alone is $100,000. Please
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understand that, as high as that figure may appear, it allows only $14 per square foot of
interior floor space in the barn. In order to go beyond stabilization and prepare the building
for some productive reuse, we would need more than $300,000 and perhaps as much as
$500,000 - depending on our findings as the work progressed.

To provide stabilization of all the structures considered outstanding by the HPC, a minimum
of $450,000 to $550,000 of additional funds will be required in our FY 94 Operating Budget.
Stabilization would hold off deterioration for only a short period of time. It is a temporary
solution at best. It allows some time to plan, but is not in itself an answer. Actual
restoration of the entire farmstead would be a full-fledged capital project that could easily run
well above $2 million.

In Mr. Potter's September memorandum ,to the Council, and in my subsequent testimony at
the hearing, we committed our resources to finding a private sector individual or group with
the willingness and wherewithal to assume responsibility for the repair of these structures in
exchange for their use. That plan has not changed. We have, in fact, received proposals
from individuals interested in the use of the stone house which adjoins the farm. None of
these individuals have expressed any interest in nor ability to assume responsibility for the
farm structures. Earlier this year, the Bethesda Center for Excellence (which sponsors the
U.S. whitewater olympie team) proposed to take over maintenance and use of the stone
house, and explore renovation and reuse of the barns for storage purposes as a long-term
project. More recently, we have heard that there may be interest in the use of the farm
structures by the owner of the Inverness property nearby, and that local churches may be
interested in the use of one of the barns for church services. We plan to investigate and
exhaust these and any other possible reuse alternatives for these buildings.

The degree to which the buildings and surrounding area could be changed, and the nature of
the materials that could be used in renovations, and the manner in which the renovations
could be carried out all hinge on the outcome of the historic designation issue. Historic
designation will limit and restrict our options with respect to the reuse of the site. Historic
designation 

will 

hinder, and not improve, our chances of finding a productive reuse for these
buildings. For this reason, and because of the substantial budget pressures that it would
bring, and the fact that all buildings other than the Gothic Barn are beyond repair within a
reasonable cost, we are still opposed to historic designation of these. buildings.
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Please feel free to contact me should you need additional information or have any questions
on the above. I would also be pleased to organize a visit to the site for councilmembers, if
you believe it would be of help. I do hope that you take the opportunity to look at the video
tape that will show conditions that.presently exist. Thank you for your consideration.

ASD:RJ:dj

Attachment

cc: Councilmembers
Derick Berlage
Nancy Dacek
Gail Ewing
William Banns
Betty Ann Krahnke
Isiah Leggett
Marilyn Praisner
Michael Subin

Graham Norton, DOT
William Hussmann, CAO
Neal Potter, CE

C
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MEMORANDUM

September 3, 1992

TO: A.S. Migs Damiani, C. P. E., Director
Department of Facilities and Services

VIA. Richard W. Blaes, Chief 
V

Mel 

'to ance Oi~tisio

FROM. t .Pee er, Manager of Maintenance Programs

RE. Matthew's Farm, Dickerson

This is a video tape report on the present day conditions of the
structures located on the Matthew's Farm, in Dickerson, here in Montgomery
County.

The Gothic Barn consists of three elements--the barn, the creamery and
the silo: The barn is 36-' wide and 91' long, with an overall height of 44'.

The - ground level is concrete block exterior walls with a concrete floor,
troughed and tapered for cleanup. There is a total of 33 windows, 32 wide
and 48" high.

The-upper -level is a hayloft, enclosed by curved roof trusses. The roof
material is a custom preformed sheet metal material. There are many holes in
the metal throughout the roof. All three ventilators must be repaired or
replaced. The 1-story creamery is 42' long and 14' wide, connected t the barn
by a 10' breezeway. This building has the custom preformed sheet metal roof
panels. There are several structural cracks in the sidewalls.

The silo is 16' in interior diameter and is approximately 60' high. The
roof of the silo is missing and must be replaced. From this vantage point, we
can see the large number of steel bands'.that must be scraped and painted. The
entire exterior of these buildings, including the roofs, must be painted.

The Tractor Shed is 32' wide and 40' long, with post and beam.
construction. There is extensive deterioration of the side walls, side wall
framing and roof trim. The metal and some of the cross-stripping must be
replaced. There is stone work need in several areas of the foundation. The
exterior and the roof must be painted.

Department of Facilities and Services, Maintenance Division

110 North Wuhmgton Stme,. Rockville. MArviane 206SO .~. ;01 2.-d60'0 ~~
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Migs Damiani
Matthew's Farm
September 3, 1992
Page Two

The Bank Barn is a two-story structure, 45' wide and 10' long, covered
by a gable roof with corrugated metal sheets. There is a extensive amount of
good siding replacement, some structural damage, floor repair and door
replacement. Roof repair, including replacement of the corrugated steel
sheets is extensive. The stone foundation requires repair at several
locations.

The Cow Shed is an L-shaped two-story gambrel roof structure with one
leg 61' long and 20' wide and the second section 101' long and 21' wide.

There are missing columns, side wall framing and siding. At least 40%
of the metal roof panels are missing.. The two silos are 14' in interior
diameter .and approximately 50' high. The roofs are intact.

Th.e entire structure and the. roofs must be painted.

The Board and Batten House is a 2-story wood frame structure with a one-
story concrete block addition to the rear. The ground floor plan is
approximately T-shaped with an overall dimension of 32' x 35'.

The concrete block addition has serious structural cracks and should be.
demolished. Repairs are necessary for the roof, siding and foundation. The
exterior and'the roof must be painted.

The Loa Cabin is 14' wide and 16' long. There is deterioration and fire
damage to some of logs, requiring repair or replacemnent. The foundation needs
replacement in several areas. The roof requires repair, panel replacement and
painting. It is recommended the side walls be boarded up with plywood and
painted. We believe this building is a smokehouse rather than a cabin.

The L-House and the F-House are of a style and construction typical of
the late 1940's. There is serious foundation damage, termite damage and
deterioration from weather and water. The value of these structures is
questionable.

The Shed is a two-story wood post and beam structure. 15' wide and 16'
long remotely set approximately 200' west of -the Bank Barn.

There is considerable damage to the bottom of the siding and some
structural pieces. The metal roof must be replaced and painted. The exterior
of the building must be painted.

The Site Work includes cleaning out debris from all the buildings,
demolition as required, cutting grass on the entire site and removal of all
debris.

Migs Damiani
Matthew's Farm



September 3, 1992
Page Three

The Painted Stone Wall and the Dry Laid Stone Wall on Martinsburg Road
requires the clean up of brush and over growth before the repair of these
walls can take place.

The Stone House at the northern end of the property on Martinsburg Road
is structurally sound and is in good shape. Some roof repair and stone work
is required on the exterior.

The interior of the house will require removing plaster walls and
ceilings to allow for the installation of a new electrical system, plumbing
and heating work as required and an air conditioning system. Walls and
ceiling would be .insulated, sheet rocked, spackled and painted. Kitchen
cabinets, appliances, linoleum floor, bathroom fixtures, floor sanding and
finishing, new entry doors and on overhead door are required, along with
amenities to make the house habitable.

The domestic water supply system and a septic disposal system must be
considered for full completion and occupancy. The soil will not pass a perk
test. A septic field will be expensive.

The tape and narrative were prepared by'John Ford and Jack Kraus of the
Maintenance Operations at Seven Locks Road.

REP<ccaf
MATTFARM

m"'
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Ms. Gwery Marcus
Historic Prese tion Planner
Urban Design Division
Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission
9797 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20907

Dear Ms. Marcus: 'A,Zta-L4J

October 15, 1992

C
014426

priaw on Racrdd Pam

I am writing to provide written assurance that any potential borrow areas—Ahose outside
the disposal area—at the county's proposed landfill site, and from which soil is removed, will be
reclaimed and planted with mixed native tree and shrubs. Additionally, grading would return the
slopes to a naturalistic appearance similar to existing conditions, but at lower elevations. This
issue arose during the discussion of the final Chiswell Farm draft amendment to the Master Plan
for Historic Preservation on October 5, 1992. As a result of the discussion, the County Council's
Planning, Housing and Economic Development Committee requested that we provide a written
statement of our intent for reclamation.

We also stated this intent to reclaim and plant borrow areas in our Phase II Landfill Permit
Application, submitted to the Maryland Department of the Environment in November 1991.
Excavation activities would generally follow existing contours and would be appropriately sloped
for drainage. We would want to stabilize disturbed areas as quicldy as possible through
reclamation and planting.

I am empathetic to your concerns. Our department and our consultants believe, however,
that we can conduct these activities in an environmentally sensitive way that affords respect for
the land.

Sincerely,

Thomas Kusterer

TK:tW921013mncppc

cc: Councilmember Bruce Adams
Councilmember Derick Berlage
Couricilmember William Hanna
Alan Bergsten
Joseph Kula
Wynn Witthans

Department of Environmental Protection

101 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850.2589
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CHARLES He JA►MISON, INC.
Real Estate

19939 FISHER AVF VE, P.O. BOX 86
P00MVIL Uj MARYLAND 20837 

~PHONEc 42 200
~ FAX' 42"133

r. .

FAX NUMBER - 301-428-8133 r
C= 

~..
r.

DATE t July 17, 1992 01290 '0 ~=
w

TO t The honorable Bruce Adams c
Montgomery County Council

FROX s Charles H. Jamison, President
Charles H. Jamison, Inc..

RE s HISTORIC DESIGNATION — JOHN A. JONES FARM

MESSAGES For your information and action as appropriate.

NOTE: This TAX transmission consists of 3 pages,
including this cover page. If you do not receive the stated number
of pages, please contact my office at 428-8200.

n,e
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CHARLES II. JAMISON, INC.
Real Mete

19933 FISHER AVENUE, P.O. BOX 86
POOLESVILUt MARYLAND 20837

PHONE:4284WO
FAXs 428.818.3

July 17, 1992

The honorable Neal Potter
Montgomery County Executive
Executive Office Building
Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Mr. Pottert

Recommendations have been submitted to you from the Maryland
National Capitol Park and Planning Commission to create an
environmental setting on the former John Jones Farm located at
19810 Wasche Road, Dickerson, Maryland, -on which farm a part of the
proposed site 2 municipal sanitary landfill is located.

The environmental setting proposed for the former Jones Farm
consists of 3.58 acres, more or less, and a two story, 40'x70' bank
barn .(see copy of _plat attached hereto as Exhibit f showing
proposed environmental setting outlined thereon).

As President of Charles H. Jamison, Inc., the current owner of the
real estate, t respectfully request that you deny the historic
designation request for the following reasonst

1. I recognize that the existing improvements are old; however,
the historic amenities of this site are questionable. For example,
many barns of this vintage have architectural cupolas on the
roof... this barn has none. The roof on this barn has been
modernized with green fiberglass skylights. The barn doors on the
north and south sides of the barn have been repaired or replaced
with modern building material consisting of plywood and T-111 (a
textured wood material). A side entrance has been constructed in
the basement wall section of the- barn which weakens the entire
bairns exterior wall and needs immediate attention. Gutters and
downspouts on the barn are made from aluminum and have been greatly
damaged and torn off of a part of the barn by snow sliding off the
roof.

2.- The location of the barn is at the rear of the building
compound and is surrounded by modern one level Morton buildings._

S. The historic designation on buildings being utilized by farmers
in the Rural Density Transfer zone of Montgomery sends an unusual
message to farmers. Before a farmer could conduct any repairs or
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alterations to the exteiror of 'an historically designated building
to enhance its useability for agricultural use and crop storage,
such repairs or. alterations would have to be approved by an un-
elected board (Historic Prservation Commission). One could assume
that no longer could a silo be constructed and connected to a barn
unless permission is granted from an agency that does not protect
the health, safety and welfare of the community. The commercial
farming operation in which members of the Jamison family are
engaged has tentative plans to utilize the barn on the John A.
Jones farm as a seed cleaning and-grain storage facility. However,
we strongly feel that an historic designation on the barn on the
John A. Jones farm could prevent the utilization of the barn for
today's sophisticated electrical and mechanical agricultural
operations.

Currently, members of the Jamison family are farming in Montgomery
County and Frederick County over 4000 acres in corn, wheat and
soybeans and plan to use the barn on the John A. Jones farm in
their day to day operation. Recently, Robert Jamison and farm help
spent :ouch of the month of June cleaning loose straw and moldy hay
and straw out of the basement barn -and other buildings and
generally policing the area around the aforementioned buildings and
the homesite on the property.

However, there is an alternative to implementing the historic
designation. Since this farm is part of the proposed Site 2
Landfill, may I suggest that you recommend deferment of the
implementation of the historic designation on the John A. Jones
property until such time as the property is purchased for the
public use. This deferment would allow the Jamison farm operation
to use the property as planned for the pursuits of agrieultue.

As President of Charles H. Jamison, Inc., I would like to restate
the Jamison Corporation's opposition to the historic designation of
a part of the former John A. Jones farm due to the fact that such
designation is not compatible with current =arm operations.

This represents another hurdle in the obstacle course of the
governmental gauntlet which is fast eliminating farming in such of
Montgomery County.

Enclosures:
Exhibit I

CxJ/eje

Respectfully submitte

P

Charles H. Jamis­3h7.fresident
Charles H. Jamison; Inc.



s a P R L. 2°.~ o 4

dp.

r .. ® wj~

~ 1 ~• y / ~ e3

e
~ l e

407 1 r~e~

PFt®DOSED ~< 
/ 

•, , .~ m .. e ,
s•+•s ~/~ ""° •

.wee. ̀• ~ ~ ~ ~ • ~ T~I•

.~ 
lip tt

° ° ~%• •fir= 1 ~~~~~~~~, yt~~,i ,. ee .. , . 1

1 •t ~ ~~y

1

1
• • ~ ' ,.~ ~ 

~ 
as °~,

` r
• ~` 1 ~4t~ 1 43t °

#16 /3-® JOHN JONES FARM'.

JOHN JONES BANK BARN

RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 1"=300'
PROPOSED LANDFILL FOOTPRINT

~=V As+ T -



;._"d=:.L
sum w

goo w !Tw[[7. rLW.

W4"=ZA _0? 23'U=44138116"4" I
sum'dw9Wanal;
T. saawwLAa0 20770

laoel ss8.2a48
T"&=Vpr 4201 OW-0444

W1Yt mws OIPmcr 01" NUMOER

(301)650-7113

LAW OrTICCSp

.T~OWzs AND BLOCHZR
TENTH rWolk

solo WA\YNE AVENUE

P.C. sox 0726
sILvzlt sp)2 xe. Dd"r .AND 90907

(300964-0580

7969COMM

September 23, 199

IYS r.rM ST"crr
P.C. em ae

Oua. wA "60AD ar13.
Jac) 244•o44e

TCUMO.IOr (30) 261-Mm

surm 41313
Y W. pwracK WOO

raccmmmm .o&MMA r0 arm
Me Goo-on"

TSLE COP"M Ism) 4ISI4.O2a7

fLVft "b"
ro.rao urru.rrnuwr POMMI XV
COWM2MA r9MITLAM 00"

401010600-2237

TSLscopwn 140131 700-a sw

President and Members of the , by sand Delim=
Montgomery County Council ~~ I~oe
Stella B. Werner Office Building ii Ql100 Maryland Avenue 

~KRockville, Maryland 20850

Re: Amendment to the Master Plan for. Historic Preservation --
7215 Brink Road, La onsville, Maryland (Site No. 14/38)

Dear Mr. President and Members of the County Council:

On behalf of the beneficiaries of the Trust which includes the
subject property, the purpose of this letter is to provide the
County Council with additional information intended to supplement
our testimony at the September 10, 1992 public hearing and previous
letter dated September 9, 1992, also a part of the record.

As set forth in testimony given at the public hearing and in
our September 9, 1992 letter, we respectfully oppose the
designation of 191.26 acres as the environmental setting for this
site. Such designation would be unjustifiably excessive and overly
burdensome on the beneficiaries of this private trust.

Additionally, we do not believe a demonstrably greater public
purpose would be served by designating 191.26 acres as the
environmental setting as opposed to designating a 3 to 5 acre
environmental setting surrounding the main house, particularly in
light of the specific aspects of the property identified by the
Planning Board and the Historic Preservation Commission as
historically significant, being the main house and its most
immediate environs.

Purther, a question was raised at the public hearing
concerning the condition of the abandoned tenant house on the
property. At the hearing, Jim Netterstrom, Trustee, testified the
tenant house had been abandoned for many years and had been
vandalized and rendered uninhabitable. On April 6, 1992, the
Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection issued a
Notice of Condemnation to Mr..Netterstrom, stating inter A3" that
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President and Members of the
Montgomery County Council

September 238 1992
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the structure was a "vacant; abandoned, deteriorated dwelling open
to casual entry and vandalism" (copy enclosed). In this regard, we
have enclosed several photographs of the tenant house which were
taken on September 17, 1992 and a videotape of the tenant house
filmed September 22, 1992. We believe the photographs and
videotape substantiate Mr. Netterstrom's testimony.

The enclosed photos and videotape illustrate the damaged and
dilapidated condition of the tenant house. This condition led to
its condemnation by MCDEP. The costs of retaining this structure
would be prohibitive for the Jones Trust and would detract from
what resources the Trust may be able to devote to the main house.
Furthermore, due to the dilapidated condition of the tenant house,
the Trustee does not see that there are any valid grounds to
disagree with the condemnation notice, and the Trust lacks the
means to pay for expensive repairs.

Considering the exceptionally minor reference to the tenant
house in prior staff reports, it seems clear the mere existence of
this structure should not be a factor in the .Council's
determination of the appropriate environmental setting. The tenant
house itself has no historic value or architectural.significance.
In fact, the Final Draft Amendment does not reference the tenant-
house. Furthermore, it is our understanding existing topography
and tree cover obstruct the view of the tenant house from the main
house. Thus, the tenant house does not enhance or fall within the
general reference to "scenic vistas" used in the Final Draft
Amendment.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

LINOWES AND BLOCHER

awes WWW.Tavel

W Z - -
Todd D. Brown

TDB: cp

cc: Mr. James Netterstrom
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April 6, 1992

Frederick W. and H. R. Jones
c/o James Netterstrom, Jr.
209 Mill Harbor Drive
Arnold, Maryland 21012

Survey Number: OM-92-1078
Date of Inspection: 3-30-92
Inspected by: Robert A. Bell
Location: -;M Brink Road %`/l
Owner: Frederick W. A H.R. Jones
Occupant: VACANT

CONDEMNATION NOTICE

Dear Mr. Netterstrom:

An inspection of your vacant dwelling was conducted as referenced above.
The following defective housing condition(s) was observed:

1. Vacant, abandoned, deteriorated dwelling open to casual entry
and vandalism.

2. No utilities (utilities shut-off).

Due to the seriousness of this condition(s), the house is condemned, and
is placarded as unfit for human habitation according to Section 26-12 of the
Montgomery County Code 1984 as amended. You mast keep the dwelling vacant
until the condemnation is removed. The condemnation will only be removed when
the defective condition(s) has been corrected and the code violation(s) is
eliminated.

You must secure all windows and doors. Failure to securely board up this
dwelling, and keep it secured may result in the issuance of a demolition
order. Be advised that Section 26-18 of the Montgomery County Code 1984 as
amended requires the repair or removal of all condemned dwellings. If you do
not intend to restore and repair the house, you should arrange for a
demolition and removal of all debris.

Illegal occupancy of a condemned dwelling is a serious violation. The
civil penalty for permitting illegal occupancy of a condemned dwelling is a
$250.00 fine per day. Civil.ci,tations (tickets) will be issued to violators.

Department of Housing and Communiry.Development. DivWon of Code Enforcement \\

a S I Montne arrest• Rom NOS. Ruckvide. ,Maryland 2OP0
Minn=Famdr•;UI..I'•t'eS,ainRle•Famdr iQI/:1"•~'W
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James Netterstrom, Jr.
April 6, 1992
Page 2 of 2
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The requirements of this notice may be appealed immediately. Prior to
utilizing this administrative appeal procedure, you are urged to avail
yourself of a discussion of concerns with our staff. It has been our
experience that many concerns and misunderstandings can. be resolved or
clarified through such discussions.

Should you wish to appeal this .notice and order, you must file, within ten
(10) days, a petition requesting a hearing before the Housing Board of
Review. The petition must clearly state the grounds for the appeal. In
addition, a $10.00 hearing fee, payable to Montgomery County, must be filed

- with the petition. The petition and fee should be sent to the Housing Board
of Review, Department of Housing and Community Development, 51 Monroe Street,
Room 905, Rockville, Maryland 20850.

Please contact Mr. John Lewis, Field Supervisor, at 217-3750 and inform
him of the immediate actions you will take concerning the disposition of this
dwelling. If there are any questions concerning this notice, please feel free
to contact Mr. Lewis at the phone number mentioned above.

Sincerely,

Richard J. Ferrara
Director

RJF:mmr:0897r

CERTIFIED
REGULAR
POSTING

cc Chief, Division of Fire Protection

NCE-17
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TO: Bruce Adanns, President C 4'

County Council

FROM: Neal Potter, County Baeecu ' 
013446.

SUBJE.0 r: l,anM working Group Reca iations Regarding the FIistoric Preservation
Maaster, Plan for the Chiswd Farm

Attached is the landfill Wording Group's r+eoammendationf for the Historic
Preservation Master Plan amendment for the ChisweU farm The public hearing for the
amendment is currently scheduled for September 10.

I wanted to acimowledge the group's work in this effort. The rtcommcndations
are well conceived and demonstrate a willingness to consider a number of factors in their
tI-WW dations. I am certain their recommendations will receive full consideration in crafting
the approved amendment

NP:tk

Attachments

i
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July 15, 1992

Non. Deal Potter
Montgomery County Executive
Executive Office Building
Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Mr. Potter,

The members of the Landfill Working
municipal sanitary landfill known as

rhery n
lad have reviewed the proposed
M-NCPPC regarding environmental

existing historic structures on the
landfill site.

Group for the proposed
Site 2 in Dickerson,

recommendations from
settings for the
aforementioned

After an on-site evaluation and explanation of the
limitations of. an environmental setting from Zits. Given
Marcus of the M-NCPPC, and after- discussion in committee
of said evaluation and explanation the Landfill Working
Group would like to add the following observations for
your consideration and recommendations to the Montgomery
C ounty Council prior to approval of historic designation
on the 39 acre Chiswell Farm.

1. That-plants of trees and shrubs in the 300ft. buffer
per resolution 85-1947 remain intact.

2. That the Storm Water Management Pond as indicated in
site specific drawings prepared by the Montgomery County
Department of Environmental Protections consultant would
be allowed to be constructed in conjunction with
recommendations from staff of M-NCPPC for design and
landscaping. (see location of said Storm Water managemeat
Pond 

on 

Exhibit I attached hereto)

Further, MCDEP would agree to seek alternatives to
construction in this area of a SWN pond, and agree to
close said pond and return the area to its original

ggrradfil 
as soon as feasible after closure of the Site

N-n 1 as a municipal sanitary landfill.

3. That the NCDEP would be allowed to remove borrow
material from the 39 acre environmental setting in that
area delineated on site specific drawings from the
consultant of the MCDEP. (see location of said borrow
areas on Exhibit II attached) However if alternative
material is available then this area w111 not be disturbed
until such time as the need exists for the MCDEP to borrow
the soil. MCDEP will coordinate with staff of M-NCPPC the
removal of the borrow material and the restoration of the
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excavated area to pre-excavation grading.

4. The Landfill Working Group has been made aware by
representatives of the MCDEP that the will be - proposing
an alternative environental setting for historic
preservation of the Chisrvell Farm in their submission to
you. lifter review of this alternative no action was taken
by the LWG as to approving or disapproving this plan.
However# we would like to emphasize that under this
alternative plan the MMEP would agree to forfeit thecae
right to use any borrow material located Within the
pur~osod new environmental setting boundary.

oC nsequently, we request that if your recommendation to
the county council is to adopt the alternative plan from
MCDEF that provisions be incorporated into the historic
designation prohibitingan user of the historic
environmental settingrom from soils and/or
excavated materials rom the Chisweil Fa= historic and
environmental setting.

We believe these conditions are moderate in there attempt
to recognize the goals of the individual agencies involved
In this issue while addressing the concerns of the local
citizens.

we ask you to lease incorporate these provisions into
your comments to the Montgomerryy County Council regarding
the historic designation for the Chiswell Farm.

'With the approval of the members of the Landfill Working
Group ,X respectfully submit this letter.

Patricia Dunn

Chairperson



W

~a V11 a

OW~- -1 Z W
N Od ca 

W !-
V ~

W
-ata V •

A.

4141 •a~ 
: ••~' .4- ••:-•. / • I=o 0

N •tt%r~ I / I/ . 
a•y/,f ~i• ..rrr~ ••/ • t♦•aa •r te •~• ♦1•..ra I

et; 4141% •••♦'~•IJ • ♦ .• f f I . .• \JI f 1/ J • /---•. ~.- /~•41~ ♦•~ ~ •~•♦♦ '-♦ •'

• 141% 

{t
I lip 

••{/4141 ♦, •If • / • I .• ♦ 41 %%11 
111 1 I' • ~. ♦~.. 11 ••♦•~ ♦ ♦ \ ♦ I.

• ~/•a' 
{~,1•OF OF

t 
%
♦,mo o/ / •/1 //•/y/i -••a •♦•III 

/lilt; I/•~e.•; .̀:~-'{{~~:;r;•\~;♦ ♦; 41.1•/••-~`
•h 

{la ~aa♦.~~~••J/ Il,li. j ..•~• •I 1 1/ 3•••// ~•,~♦ ♦~♦••••aa •{1~J t///•e

~ ~/ aaa•,,a•~; a r/+///• • 11 •.. 
j1 1 /../• •.~♦♦~ •; •♦~ • 1ta;11: •~ •~• .

~ ~~♦~•\a 
`t\~~~ X11.. - J I a 1 1 ••. 11 1 ~ /•~•/ /~ ,.~ • ♦ e`•t{1 11• ~. • a, ail ~.

~1 41/41 /tllt•o~.• mss• •, ; / /-~♦ • 1;41 ; j 
%•141•• ♦141♦{I . t { {♦ /-ra

I { r; ; •I 

I

%it •-•• ♦♦ 1 1 / / •, 1 11 • / / I ♦,t 
/\ 
{ • 111111 • 41///x/1

~• 1 ;;1';:,•a~;,•.'• • ;I / f~r--. 1 1 { I / f {1 111 •{111 ~I • ♦, / •♦ t.

/ .,%Z.. ,♦•1♦ • /i ♦ ♦~ 111 +♦ ♦~ 
% 

1 I I 1 /•111 1%♦~♦ 
\Il / • % / ( \ 1

{ ♦%rte; ta{a •• • - •~ •• • 1 1 1 ♦~-- ; / 1 / / I • %{% a ♦ %~ P-2- %.~ ~tla

/~. • • 4111 

••••, 
~♦ ♦♦I 1 11 -r % ♦ f 

I 1 { a at ♦ t • ♦ 41 1 ••

• 1 • ♦,41 •t 1116. ~%~~ tI 1;1 1 //• •-1 I4p I/ I 
~a

aaa••♦•~ o a•s~~ •
411 N 1 1 • / _ ••7 / I ♦ t ♦ . . ♦ / a

~ 1 I ~ ~ ~ t\ ̀
---./~-`♦•414141 • ~ 11 l / ~ ~ i/• / •' ,1 // /~ % •♦%•41 ~ 41 ~ ~-~~~• • 1
• ~♦ ♦ 1% /III • / I // /•♦ \ %a 1 

t/ ~ .r1.41a•

a 111 /- • / I ♦ 1 t 111•dr .~+ ~r~ •••♦ 
a

41 • ~• %~ ~~a%41141% \•
a 1 Ii • Ia{It% 1

a •. • 41 41•♦ t t-If1~• ~a • 111th
• / • •♦ t\a a .1 1 \t X 41 • 11 1 - ~• ♦ 4141 •at •1

•o •• •• `a•a 41 1 • • s' 
% /' I t 1 ~•♦41141%%♦

♦ • .. • 1; 
1 
♦'-/ I t / %1 1 ~ •~~ !%1 % {1{1411%

1 •.• Lu
•• I t%411 \ •/ f, ♦ •- 1 • 

11-f /{ V•~ at t{•111
•-- , • I 1 % 

~ IrT 1%4111t 1.

t • I J • I 1 1111t1

.•-/~.,- //A♦-• A. ♦ • r..r I //-.• 

/1 1b

1

% • • t • 1 t • 
3
1 .fit

35
IN. .", ! 11 

,

• . i • 1

1 {
1 1 T ~ • t % 1 1 ♦ . ̀- ~ • • / •• ♦1411{~ 1

t 1 1 { ~• I I f .% t .• / / • 1 4141 41 
1

% %gyp { { % • 41 , % / 1 1 It 1 1
~'• 

♦`•, % 1 
/ 41 1 41 %♦''/fill.* 1• 1 I f f/1 1 1

1 { t • •• I/III • 41 1 IX # 1 1
#

1 %{ 1 1 1 1 \ ••/~' III • \ 1 • ~~•• .1 / r/ 11 t t`
% / ff /I 41 1

t 1 1 41 1 41 • J _ 1 1 I / / I/ f 1 1,/~~

• I f f f t~.~ 
~ % ♦ ~ • 1 ~~ I ~ t l ~ f f / I • %1 I f / 1 

1/4



UL.— 1 7-402 F R I 1 0 s 0.7

FOOTPRINT vwslc  1 a ~4001 
000 ~ .

'2 ED CHISWELL FARM

sans RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING .

CHISMIELL HOUSE

PROPOSED LANDFILL FOOTPRINT

PROPOSED SOIL REMOVAL AREA tJ
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7. Description Survey No. M:16-2

Condition Cheek one Check one
_ excellent _ deteriorated _ unaltered _.X original site
__,X good _ ruins _ _X. altered _ moved date of move

fair v unexposed

Prepare both . a. summary paragraph and-,a--general description of the resource and its
various elements as it exists today.

The Edward Ch'iswell House,also called Longview, is a unique
1 1/2 to 2 1/2 story dwelling, built over a period of 150 years,
beginning in the mid-eighteenth century. The house is massed in
three distinct sections, each reflecting a different architectur-
al influence. It is situated on a farm of 358.75 acres in the far
western portion of Montgomery County - approximately 2.5 miles
-southwest of'Dickerson. The house itself is set back nearly 1500
feet from the west side of Wasche Road.

The house is built in three distinct sections: a modest two-
story stone dwelling of the mid-eighteenth century; a one- or or
one .and a half story stone addition of the early nineteenth
century, which was later expanded with a Victorian frame second
story; and a 2 1/2 story stone Federal addition, built in the
mid-.to late nineteenth century. A unique feature of the house is
that throughout the 150-year building period, the use of Seneca
sandstone remained constant.

.The original.section, now at the north and of the house, was
most likely built in the late eighteenth century, probably by
Thomas Cooley, who purchased the farm in 1782. It'is a low, two-
story,. three-bay structure made of undressed stone with a gabled,
slate roof. An interior chimney appears at-the north gable end.
Its brick stack probably replaced an original, .larger stone
stack. A central entrance which once existed on the east face is
now filled with matching stone, with the lintel remaining. The
existing windows - four on the east face and two on the west -
are 6/6 sash and have stone lintels which feature a keystone and
two large'voussoir blocks. A small, more recent frame shed is
attached to the west elevation of this section. ,

The middle section' of this house reflects two 'distinct
phases of construction. At first, it was probably a one- or one
and a half story stone addition to the original section,. most
likely built in the early nineteenth century - probably by Henry
Talbott, who owned the farm from-1814 to 1868. This portion' is.
constructed of cut and dressed stone block, with central
entrances on the east and west elevations. Another doorway.
connects to the original section on the north end. This.section
was later expanded with a second story frame addition. This
addition was either built during the later. years' of Edward
Chiswell's occupancy (1868-1906), or during the early years of
the occupancy of his son, Lawrence, who resided at the farm

i following -the death of his father in 1906. This addition reflects
(Continued)
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Continuation Sheet
-Ma 16-2 - Chiswell

Section*7: Description
Page 7.1

the influence of the Victorian era, with a large, cross-gabled
slate roof and fishscale shingle siding. in the east gable end,
there is a pair of arched windows on the third level (presently
boarded up), and three 2/2 windows on the second. An enclosed
porch, probably added at the same time, covers the stone struc-
ture on the east elevation. on the west elevation, there is
a later addition - probably twentieth :century - accommodating
bathrooms and a stair.

The southernmost section is a rectangular, 2 1/2 story
structure, probably built by Edward Chiswell, soon after he
acquired the property in 1868. This section is Federal in form,
with three bays across th front, interior brick gable-end
chimneys and a boxed cornice. The main building material is
undressed stone block, with heavy stone lintels over the window
openings. There are two small loft windows flanking the chimney
in the south gable end. The chimneys appear to have been
originally done in bride, as there is no sign of reconstruction
in the surrounding stone. There is also evidence of Victorian
detailing, particularly in the 2/2 sash windows, which are set
back into the wall and have a roll moulding along the inside
edge. These windows were probably added at the same time as the
Victorian addition to the center section of the house.

Outbuildings on the site include a small stone smokehouse
and a frame springhouse near the main house. There is a foundation
and silo remaining from a stone eighteenth century barn to the
south*of the house. To the east of the house, there is evidence
of a- terraced "waterfall garden."



8. Significance _ - Survey No. ̀ M:16' 2 -

Period Areas of Significance--Cheek and justify below
— prehistoric s archeology-prehistoric _ community planning _ landscape architecture_ religion
®1400-1499 — archeology-historic _ conservation _ law a science

1500-1599 — agriculture s economics literature — sculpture
—1600-1699 .-,Yt_ architecture —education JL military _ sooiaV
_X_ 1700-1799 a art _ engineering music humanitarian
_*-1800-1899 — commerce — exploration/settlement — philosophy ®theater '
®19006- — communications — Industry — politics/government _transportation

v Invention .~other (specify

Specific dates Builder/Architect

check: Applicable Criteria: A B C D
and/or

—

Applicable Exception: A B r D E F G

Level of Significance: national state local

Prepare both a summary paragraph of significance and a general statement of history and
support.

The significance of the Edward Chiswell Farm is attributable
to its unique design and development and its association with
Edward Chiswell, a noted Civil War veteran and a prominant
farmer. The farm is representative of the area's cultural,.,
economic and social evolution since the early eighteenth century.
Additionally, the house is reflective of numerous architectural.
and building practices that were popular over a period exceeding
120 years.

History and Support.

The recorded history of the farm began in 1729, when John
Allison and William Caster were granted a patent .for 300 acres,
called "Allison's Adventure." During Allison's ownership, more
land was purchased, called "Resurvey of Allison's Adventure" and
"The Whole Included." In 1768, Allison sold all but 190 acres to
relatives. He died the following year, leaving everything to his
wife, with specifications as to whom would receive his
possessions after her death. In 1772, Allison's son, Hendry, who
had inherited the 190 acres, sold the property for 358 pounds to
William Wilcoxen. It is likely that at this time, the site had
several dwellings, outbuildings and farm buildings. Wilcoxen sold
the property to Thomas Cooley in 1782. The State of Maryland tax
assessment made in 1783 shows Thomas Cooley owning this land on
which there was a log dwelling and two outbuildings. He also
owned four slaves. A 1795-1798 assessment shows him owning the
same real estate, 14 slaves and 115 pounds of real personal
property. After farming the property for 32 years, - Thomas Cooley
died in 1814, leaving - the-plantation to his wife and seven
children. His wife occupied the farm until her death in 1825. In
her will, a family graveyard on the property is mentioned.

In 1828, 1829 and 1836, several parcels within the
plantation were sold to Henry W: Talbott,--a Justice of the Peace

(continued)
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Page 8.1

and member of the School Board. Talbott owned four slaves and
farmed over 500, acres of land for thirty years until his.death in
1859. Following the terms of--Talbott's will, his son continued to
farm the land until Talbott's wife died, whereupon the property
was sold to Edward Chiswell and his wife Evalina, in 1868.

Edward Chiswell was a fifth-generation resident of the
Poolesville area. In 1862, at the age of 26,. he left home to
serve as a second lieutenant in the 35th Battalion, Virginia
Calvary, under his neighbor and relative, Elijah Viers White.
Chiswell was joined by many Montgomery County residents, who were
called "Chiswell's Exiles," In -1864, Chiswell was wounded at
Tom's Brook,, near Strasburg, Virginia, hospitalized in
Harrisonburg and Charlottesville, and furloughed home. However,
he soon returned to his command and in 1865, led a mission to
capture 'much-needed horses. Chiswell led a group of his men
across the icy Potomac to capture 14 horses from an encampment
near his home in Edward's Ferry. He was wounded again near
Petersburg, Virginia and surrendered at Edward's Ferry in May of
1865. ' Later -that year, he married Evalina Allnut. After
purchasing "Allison's Adventure" in 1868, they raised six
children. Chiswell - farmed the property until his death in 1906,
at which time his son Lawrence managed the farm.

n~,
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Owens, Christopher, Maryland Historical-Trust Worksheet:
Nomination. Form for the National Register of Historic Places -
Longview, 1973.

Historic Medley District, Inc., History of the Edward
Chiswell Farm, November, 1990.

Kephart, Mary Ann, "Edward J. Chiswell House," November,
1990.
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CHECK ONE

ZDAIGrMAL SITE

—00%140 DATE

GESCA{L: TM!: PRESENT ANU : A-GiNAL .!f KNOWhi PMYS8CAL APPEARANCE

The !Awrence Whits farm, built in 1W3, lies just outside of
Idekerson, Maryland, on Martinaourg Road. The main house is an ell-shaped
Carpenter Gothic. two and one-halt storey, centre-gabled frame with German
siding now painted white. The farmhouse has a tin roof, and rests on a
fieldstone foundation. There are three rather elaborate interior brick
chimney stacks and a fourth stack located in the end wall of the vest facade.

Three centre windows of the fire-windowed gain (east)facade are
covered cn the ground floor, by a bracketed cornice porch with bracketed
doric columns set on tall gases. This front porch sits on a brick foundation
gated by wooden lattice work painted green. The double-hung sash windows
have four lights and are hung with Wooden shutters painted green. The central
gable has aS arched window which is repeated on either side of the main section
of the farmhouse.

A bracketed-cornice bay window, with square medallion decorations
similar to those of the front ooreh. I'as been added on the north facade.

The south facade is eharaeterised by an elaborate two tiered veranda
with square colums. The ground floor balustrade is made up of plain lathe-
cut spindles, while the second storey tier is composed of elaborately cut-
out patterned spindles. There are three windows and two doors on each
floor leading to the veranda. The ground floor railing of the balustrade
is pierced by two flights of stairs which lead down to the lion.

The North facade has the same central gable. with arched window as the
main and south facades. The second story has four double hung sash windows
with four lights which are hung with green wooden shutters. The ground
floor has four windows, two of which have been altered from the original
plain. The ground floor window closest to the main facade is now a
three sided bracketed bas, the "kitchen" window has been shortened into
a casement window with twel*e lights.

The vest facade has been noticeably altered. Some attempt has been
made to repair or reside, and the architrave and suirounding trim of the
doorwa! have been removed. There is some evidence that a sma11 porch has
been removed.

In plano the ell-shaped body is divided in half by a hall which
runs the length of the farmhouse. Entering from the front door in the
main (east) wing, two rooms open off the►.allway. On the left a parlor.
with a fireplace directly to tho rigt~ t of the doorway. The mantlepiece
is of carved wood which is -painted white. The floors have been stained a
dark brown. The staircase in the main nail leads to the second sterey.
It lies along the north wall of the hallway, curving around to the
south at the second floor level. The spindles ars•el4borately turned and
are made of a dark wood. The wooden trim is decorated with a wave-cut

r pattern and painted white. To the right of the nainstaireass is another
parlor or living room with a projecting fireplace. The fireplace mantle is
carved with a subtly less ornate decoration and is also. painted white.
A large patch of linoleum coveres the floor. A door in the west wall
leads directly into another roan. This roam has a floor-to-ceiling bay
window in the north wall. A projecting stone fireplace in the west wall
has been blocked off and equipped with a emodern" gas heater.Between the

CONTINUE 014 SEPARATZ SHEET IF XZ!%.ESZ*AR7
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fireplace and the north v&U. ira a 1 arse cupboard with two sets of
double doors. A door in ti,a l"ft h;1n4-side of the vest v,61 leads into
the hallway to the kitchen. :'he k;tcnen is t 

,6
iled with a brosm and

beige sure patterned linoleu-a. The fireplace is surrounded by smoothed
stones set in a rusticated patterrb. The sinks, stove,.eupboards and storage
areas on the north wall are ̂ U v!-ite-enameled metal and were. judging
from the style of cabinets, range-and pulls, probably installed in the
19501's. At the same time the kiteh^a window on that wall was shortened
to accommodate the new appliances and given a shellaced pine trim.
A door in the west wall leads to a fieldstone staircase. Another'in the
south van leads to the covered veranda.

At the head of the main staircase is a doorway. To the right the
stairs climb another two steps and lead to a hallway. To the left of the
staircase a landing eurres around to two bedroems. The bedroom on the
south side of the farmhouse is equipped with a fireplace in the worth
wall on the right of the doorway. The fireplace has a carved wooden
mantle, but it has been blocked up and fitted with an enameled ventilator.
A bame-built wooden closet awtende between the fireplace and the vest wall
of the room. '

Across the landing is -the entrance to another large bedrocm.This
room has a fireplace an the south wall by the doorway which has also been
shut up. A narrow home=made wooden closet rests against the west wall.

The long hallway to the rig*: of the main staircase leads to the
bathroom and two other bedrooms. The bathroom is tiled in small white
tiles and is equipped with a shcwr-.--bath, toilet and sink. A small homemade
wooden corner closet sits between the east and north wills by the bathroom
window. The two back bedrooms are similar to the other bedrooms. to

A small bone stairway directly behind the main stairway leads.-the
attic and basement.

The basement/cellar foundation is stone; a partition va11 of
brick divides the room into two. >,

The attic is also divided into two spaces by a series of slanted
wooden supports which run from ::tic floor to the pitched roof. The
attic is lit by the arched windows of the east gyring. The two chimney stacks
of this east wing attic W'slanted on a sharp diagonal, I suppose in order
to achieve the centered effect given on the exterior.

To the west of the main house is a sisals Carpenter Gothic. This
structure is one room deep with a saltbox addition at the rear. The front
of the building is characterised by a narrow central Window with double-
hung sash and a narrow doorway covered by a rudimentorally Gothieised
porch. The siding on this structure is botrd and batten painted white.
The building has a double hung sas!: window with eight lights on both
the north and south walls. There is a chimney in the .rest wall and a
tin roof. A white picket fnnee rims along the north side of the building.

Another eme11 saltbox, one-room structure rests on the south side
of this small building. This one-room structure is made of eemnnt blocks.
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Just to the south of the sej' Gothic Carpenter is a leg rmoke-
house with stone ahinidne. Behind and to the south of the am.;kehou3s
Is a derelict kitchen garden.

Across the south lavh, and tc tb,9 so-Ah. of the main farathonse, are
two other mall houses. Both a" ant-story wooden buildings with shingled
roofs. Both are a modified ell-shape in plan.

The first of there, directly across from the stain house, has a
covered entrance porch at ground level supported by two square cut posts.
The main doorway leads frm the center of the porch. The "boat- of the
all is pierced by double hung sash windows,with twelve lights, on the
north and West walls of the building.

. The house directly behind this building is fenced round by . a
wooden and Tire fence whose gate opens from the south lawn. It also
Is a modified ell-shape with pitched roof..

Across a small field, behind the grouping of house and outbuildings,
is a large bank barn. In plan an extended ell-shape, the basic barn has
a stone foundation and vertical wooden siding.The main boot of the 

on

is a hay loft and root cellars, they long vertical wing provides stabling
for tows and horses.The barn is banked on the north facade, with two
sliding doors centrally positionsdo The silo in the point ends of the
barn is a later addition. There are louvered openings in the stone foundation
to vent the cellars. The upper leve? of the barn is vented by metal
air ducts in the roof.

. Another bassi and silo systt" rit an the north of this barn
across a yard and dirt road, but I was unable to gain access to this
area. Tice barn looks like a 20th century addition, probably built
around 1920.

Q
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As recognized by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the
"cultural and Historic heritage of the Natbn" is represented by the typical
as* well as the unusual. The Lawrence White Farm, builte1883, is significant
for its historic associations with the development of the Dickerson area
in particular, and as a typical example of the histary of farming in West
Montgomery County in general. In addition, the White Farmhouse is of
architectural significance as an excellent example of the late 19th centu7
Carpenter Gothic style which became so ubiquitcus to farming in Rural America
that it gave rise to the term American; Gothic.

From its construction in c1883, thrn its development as a grain
producing farm in the late 1380•s, time hardships engendered by the Crash
of 19299 its expansion in 1935 to a dairy farm and private park, and its
present use as -a County sludge refir>ery, the farms presents a microeosmlm -
of the opportunities and vieissitudee of farming in 19th and 20th century
Montgomery County.

In 1883, Benjamin White! separst"d 250 acres from his home farm, Inverness,
part of the historic Eleven Brothers and Mt. Carm-il tract, and gave them to
his son Lawrence A. White, along with 1395 head of livestock. Benjamin White
was the eight generation of his family to live in Maryland. His younger son
Mansfield and his grandson Wellstood all farmed the plantation.

The Tax Assessment Records of the 3rd district show Lawrence White
was taxed on 03400 worth of Improvements to the fart, such a large sum
probably indicated the cost of the farmhouse. Lawrence White married
Annie Belt (of the Belt Plantation Belts) in 1883, and the ereation..of
the farmsite in that year probably represents L wrenee•s share of his
patrimony. iris younger brother was to inherit Inverness.

Lawrence White, his wife, and seven children raised wheat, corn,
sheep and milk cows from 1883 until his retirement in 1919. Prior to 1840,
West Montgomery Comty farms were primarily tobacco fares; the inevitable
soil depletion caused a sharp decline in productivity from 1840-1845.
In 1845 Iguano fertiliser was introduced into the area and farmers advised
to concentrate on grain production. The opening of the Dickerson Railroad
Station in 1673 increased the eccncemi-c feasibility o1h grain and beef
production. Boyd*s History Af ̀ enteomsrr Conrt.a describes Dickerson as
"....land well cleared and clap soil; valuwi at from thirty to fifty
dollars per acre. Under goad cultivation, and yielding 35 bushels of
Wheat, 40 of Corn, 1000 of Tobacco and two tons of Flay per acre." (1879 edition
In concentrating on production, Lawrence White and his fammily were
in the maal,instrwa ot, gntgeame-,v County farming car- snity.

CONTINUE ON SEP A.R- FTE ' SHEET Ir NSCESS; Y



-42-

#8 CCN'' D

The farmstead hinds 1913' ane. f, 1927 when George and
Mabel Furzer bought the farm. In t:•o ear's 1930c, the fit.-sers, like BMW
/see riean farmers, ran into difficulties in the depressed economic situatiora
and the farm was sold for default of sartgage at public auction in 1932,
when Walter Matthews boyght it for $7,410.00. Walter Matthews typifies
the concept of the American farmer as entrepreneur. Aware of the problems
inherent in the farming o: a cash crop subject to the vagaries of climate.
Mitheus expanded the farm into a daisy farm and delivered milk as far
as.Washingten, D.C. In 1915 Matthews converted part of the farm into a
private park (known as Linden Park) mid built a bandstand. His family
were members of the Poclesziile Band and they often gathered in the park
for picnics and celebrations.

Apart from its historic associations. the White Farmhouse is a
beautiful example of the Carpesir Gothic Architectural Style made popular
in the second half of the nineteenth century by architectural pattern
books such as A.J. Downing's A=te ry Houses (1850),
Calvert Vaux•s Villas and CottAyes(1~57 , and John Ridden's- .1tech
Desis=s for Model Country Residen2es (2864). Indeed, the design of the
White farmhouse greatly resembles Design XV from Downing•s "Country Hoouses"
titled Design for a Bracketed Farmhouse of Wood.L These books were addressed
to the house owner, rather than the builder, and discussed the underlying
philosophy of design as well as providing models.

Downing's lengthy discussion of successful farmhouse design forms
the basis of subsequent writings. He emaeerates the essential elements
of farmhouse house design and includes
1) extended space on the ground, expressing local fitness and an intimate

relation with the soil it stands on;
2) ample proportions and a simple, dcaestie feeling;
3) the additions of a porch, a veranda and a bay window..."as they are

significant of real and refined utility...w
4) a high pitched roof; and
5) at least one large living room convenient to the other apartments.

As indicated in the Description of the Lawrence White Fam, it inneporates
all of these elements as if fo**iing the guidelines set down by Downi.ng•s
pattern book. Downing estimateddit+Sst of Design N to be $2.000.00. Tax
Assessment Records for the White Fare show the Improvements of 1893 to be
$3400.009 a figure close to Downing's estimate.

Alterations to the fats are few, and are in keeping with the style
of the farmhouse. The property consists of six outbuildings beside the
farmhouse; a log sickshouse eontorpora.-q with the main ham-Be. three small
cottages, and two barns. Cane of the barns, that situated behind the main
house, is an example of a bank ban, once popular in Montgomery County
and now rare. Bank barns were built by slicing out a wall anount of
earth frc■t a hillside and buflding directly into the hillside. lids provider+
the farmer with an easy access to the threshing floor.
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The Iawrenee White Farm i s situated directly off of the only
section of Martinsburg Read to.remain a single-latex, stone fenced
roadw&y. ilthoeigh not a putt of the nminated property, Martinsburg
Road enhances the visual perception of the White tars as an historic
site. The single-lane roadway illustrates two distinct phases In
Maryland transportation systasts. The f=rst phase vas that of state
built roads granted the fasters of the state to provide access to
mills and transport centers such as the C d 0 Canal and B&0 Rail
Lines. The seeend phase vas the systeta of one-lafter paved roads
built In the early years of antanobile traffic. The single-lane
roadway has beccoe virtually wrtinct in Maryland.

The Lawrence White Fara,, situated an this rural roadway, with
its cluster of outbuildings and barns provides a emique cemple of
the self-sufficient farmstead of the 19th and 20th contury.

9
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7s Description /P®LL%  Survey No. M: 14-36

Condition Cheek one Cheek one
® excellent — deteriorated _. unaltered _X- original site
_X_ good — ruins -- altered ! moved date of move
® fair — unexposed

Prepare both a summary paragraph and a general description of the resource and its
various elements as it exists today.

Rolling Ridge is an outstanding example of late-eighteenth
century vernacular Georgian architecture. Built around 1790, the
house reflects a style and form common to the Tidewater region of
Virginia and Southern Maryland, but rare in Montgomery County.
The 1 1/2-story dwelling and its associative farmland are
situated on three parcels totalling approximately 300 acres. The
house itself is located nearly 1000 feet north of the Brink Road
right-of-way, immediately west of the Town of Laytonsville
corporate limits.

The main house is 1 1/2 stories tall, with a gabled, slate
the roof. It is constructed of brick, laid up in a common bond
and painted brick-red. Distinguishing features of .the house are
the large, paired interior chimneys at each gable end. While the
original portion of the house is five bays wide and three deep, a
one-story kitchen ell has been added on the east elevation. A
large porch has been added across.the main (south) facade, and
another, smaller porch is centered on the rear elevation.

The main facade faces south, and is five bays wide, with a
central entranceway. The entrance features a large panelled dor
in a "double cross" design and a four-pane transom overlight.
Flanking the entrance-on each side are two 9/6 sash windows, with
added shutters. All of the openings on the first level are capped
with soldier coursing, which is mostly obscured by the porch
Ceiling. The raised porch, which is rapidly deteriorating, is
supported by four Doric columns, with painted wood railings on
the sides and outer bays. Also partially obscured by the porch is
a two-course cornice, in which the bricks of the lower course .
have been laid at a diagonal, providing an unusual decorative
element. The porch is a later addition - probably built in the late
nineteenth or early twentieth century, when the Colonial Revival
style was popular. Prior to this, another, smaller porch existed,
which spanned the three central bays. The front roof is pierced
by two dormers - each with 6/6 sash windows and open-pediment.
faces. Like the main roof, the roofs and sides of each dormer
are clad in slate.

The side elevations feature the most distinguishing
architectural elements.of the house - the paired, interior gable-
end chimneys. The chimneys are set flush with the exterior wall
rise to a height which surpasses the ridgeline. Each stack is
topped with a simple, two-course square cap. Both gable ends
feature a pair of shuttered 6/6 sash windows on the upper level

1
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between the chimneys. on the west elevation, there is a single
9/6 sash window on the first level, located toward the front of
the house. There is also a small basement window at the ground-
line. The east elevation has been altered by the addition of a
one-story kitchen all with clapboard siding. It has been painted
red to match the brick. This addition is topped with a low-slop-
ing hip roof, and has an enclosed entrance portico on its east
face.

The rear elevation features a porch addition which spans the
three central bays, similar to the earlier front porch. This
porch was enclosed during the mid-twentieth century and is now a
sunroom. Flanking the porch on the lower level are single 9/6
sash windows. The rear roof face is pierced by three dormers,
which are similar to those in front in that they have open-pedi-
ment faces and are roofed and sided with slate. The two outer
dormers are likely to be later alterations, as they are larger
and have paired sash windows. The central dormer is identical to
those on.the front roof face.

The interior of the original potion of the house is'laid out
in a symmetrical design, typical of Georgian architectural form.
on the first floor, a central hall connects the front and rear
entrances and is flanked on either side by two rooms - each with
its own fireplace. This floorplan is matched on the second story.
In all, the four chimney stacks serve ten interior fireplaces -
one in each room, one in the kitchen ell and one in the basement.
Access between the main part of the house and the kitchen
addition is through a single doorway in the east parlor.

There are several outbuildings on the site. The most
prominent is an extremely dilapidated novelty-sided bankbarn with
a mortise-and-tenon frame. It is possible that this.structure
once served as a tenant's house, but it is-now uninhabitable,
with the entire north end having collapsed in on itself. A one
story garage addition is attached to the south end of this barn..
Adjacent to the barn, on the east side, is a small frame storage
shed, which is also in poor condition. To the east of the house
is a small brick structure, possibly a smokehouse. To the north,
behind the main house, are the foundation remains of another large
barn,: lost to arson during the Jones' occupancy.
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Evidence remains of the once-substantial formal landscaping
surrounding the house. The house is sited at the end of a long
approach drive, lined with substantial locust trees., and
terminated with a circular turnaround. The house is
strategically framed with boxwoods and small flowering trees,
which enhance its surroundings and obscure the kitchen ell.
Evergreen shrubs and hedges further define the turn-around and
the surrounding yards.

ILM
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8,-S  ignificance Survey No. 14:38 -

Period Areas of Significaneo—Chock and justify below
— 

prehistoric
— 

archeology-prehistoric _ community planning _ landscape architecture_ religion

— 

1400-1499 archeology-historic _ conservation 
—

law _ science
—1500-1599 X agriculture _ economics — literature 

_ sculpture_ . .
®1600•-1699 architecture _ education 

—

military _ aociaLl
1700•-1799 art _ engineering _ music humanitarian
1800-1899 commerce — mploration/settlement 

_

philosophy _ theater
—1900-- communications _ industry _ politics/government _ transportetior

— 

invention _ other (specify

Specific dates C . 17 9 0 guilder/Architect

check: Applicable Criteria: A B C D
and/or

Applicable Exception: A B C D E F G

Level of Significance: national- state local

Prepare both a summary paragraph of significance and a general statement of history and
support.

S. SIGNIFICANCE

The significance of Rolling Ridge is attributable to several
factors. Architecturally, the house reflects a style which is
extremely rare in this part of the state - a Georgian vernacular
more common to the Tidewater regions of southern Maryland and
Virginia. Despite its recent lack of maintenance, the house is in
fair condition, and its integrity is generally intact, having
experienced few major alterations. It is one of the earliest
farmsteads in Laytonsville, a community which developed primarily'
due to the richness of the surrounding farmland. Because Rolling
Ridge has been actively and continuously farmed since the late .
eighteenth century, it has been instrumental in the growth and
prosperity of the town. Throughout its existence, the farm has._.•.:
maintained an association with some of the area's most prominent'
families, including those recognized as being among -the founding..*.
families of Laytonsville - the Gaithers, the Griffiths, the Riggs
and the Warfields.

History and Support.

Rolling Ridge was built around 1790 by Robert Ober, a former
New Englander and prosperous Georgetown merchant of English
descent. The form of the house is reflective of a vernacular
Georgian style sometimes referred to.as the "Tidewater Style."
This building type is extremely rare in Montgomery County and is
most commonly found in the southern portions of Maryland and
Virginia, where early development was dependent on the Chesapeake
Bay and its navigable rivers. The most telling connection between
Rolling Ridge and the Tidewater architecture is the existence of
the paired interior gable-end chimneys. The bold height of the
stacks is a common design.element of Colonial architecture
throughout the Chesapeake region. Other connections are evident
in the emphasis on symmetry and proportion, the plain wall
surfaces (minus the added shutters) and flush trim, the smooth

(continued)
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gable ends and the monumentality of its siting as the culmination
of a long treelined approach drive.

Robert Ober married Catharine Tenney, also of New England,
the daughter of Dr. Samuel Tenney, Surgeon General during the
Revolutionary War. Ober was recognized as an influential and
loyal supporter of the United States during the War of 1812.

Martha J. Ober, the daughter of Robert and Catharine, was born in
1809 and married Elisha Riggs Griffith in 1829. Martha Ober died
in 1833, and Elisha Griffith later married Elizabeth Gaither, the
daughter of Frederick Gaither and his wife Jane.

Robert and Catharine Ober lived on the farm until 1836, when
Rolling Ridge was bought by Robert Warfield, formerly of Howard
County, and a cousin - of Edwin Warfield, once Governor of the
state. Eventually, his son, Israel Griffith Warfield (sometimes
called 3.G: Warfield) inherited the farm. In 1860, Israel
Warfield married Maria Griffith, the daughter of Elisha and
Elizabeth Griffith. Israel and Maria- Griffith had nine children
four sons and five daughters. One of the daughters, Lena, married
Dr. V.H. Dyson, a popular Laytonsville physician. This couple
built and lived in the house at 7201 Brink Road, on a parcel
immediately east of Rolling Ridge that had been subdivided from
the farm. During the Civil War, Israel Griffith was unable to
fight because he was.needed to manage the farm. He was allowed to
purchase a substitute in the Army for $750.00. Also during the
Civil-War, one of his sons - Elisha G. Warfield - was allegedly
taken from the house by a Union officer to boost the morale of
his troops and returned shortly thereafter.

An 1886 photo published in the Montgomery County Sentinel
(date unknown, probably mid-1950x) and attributed to the
collection of Elisha G. Warfield, shows the Warfield family in
front of the house. In this photo, the house has been painted
white, with. dark shutters. Shutters were also placed on the
dormers, although they appear to be too large. The porch shown in
this photo is smaller than the existing porch, and spans only the
three central bays, similar to the rear porch. A much smaller
kitchen wing with a shed roof is located on the east side and all
windows are 2/2 sash. Another striking difference is the number
of large trees which appear in the front of the house but do not
exist in later photos.
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Soon after the death of Maria Warfield in 1902 at the age of
97, Rolling Ridge was sold to James C. Christopher after having
been in the Warfield family -for nearly 70 years. The Christophers,
collateral relatives of the Warfields, remained on the farm until
1933, when it was sold to Mr. and Mrs. John H. Small III.

During the Small's occupancy, Rolling Ridge underwent a
significant amount of change. Mr.- Small - a third-generation
landscape architect - was responsible for the extensive

landscaping of the site, much of which'is still in evidence.
Included among the many landscaping elements added by Mr. Small
were boxwood mazes,evergreen hedges, flagstone walks, rock gar-
dens and a bowling green. It is also likely that the approach
drive was paved and terminated with the circular turnaround at
this time. The Smalls, who operated a florist business - "Small's
Nursery" - also maintained an extensive perennial garden at the
house. In addition to landscaping, the Smalls also undertook some
restoration work of the house. The exterior walls were painted
brick red to reflect the original color of the brick. In compar-
ing photographs taken in 1936 by the Historic American Buildings
Survey and another published in 1952 by Roger B. Farquhar in his
book, Historic Montgomery County, Maryland, it is likely that the
Smalls were responsible for the elimination of the gable roof on
the kitchen ell (possibly to reduce-its visual impact on the main
portion of the house), the replacement of all 2/2 windows with
more appropriate 9/6 and 6/6 windows and the addition of a rail
ing on the front porch. Mrs. Small decorated the interior of the
house with period antiques to accentuate the Colonial charm of
the interior design. For a time, the house served as an antique
gallery.

During the occupancy of the Smalls, the farm was primarily
used to raise cattle. In 1950, the Smalls, wanting space to raise
a larger herd, left Rolling Ridge for a larger farm in Virginia.
Rolling Ridge was sold to Fred W. and Harriet R. Jones, formerly
of Washington, D.C. The Jones' were known to have diligently
maintained the house and added the pond which lies to the east of
the house. In an effort to protect the property from future .
development, the Jones' included the property in the Montgomery
County Agricultural Preservation Program, placing an agricultural
easement on the property. Since the Jones' have passed away, the
house has been occupied by a succession of caretakers, and its
condition has steadily deteriorated. The property'is currently
under the trusteeship of Mr. James Netterstrom. -
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F. D. Magruder, B. Aug. 1, 1815, D. 6-24-1864. tained about 2200 acres of lan.l wax sold by the
Blessed are the dean who die in the Lord, for heirs of Fletcher Magruder to Jacob 01and of
they rest from their labor and their works do-. Frederick County who brought a large fancily
follow them." to Montgomery. Oland wits an excellent fann-
It is reliably stated that Fletcher Ifagrnder's er, and his sons are among the hest in the eottttty

third venture into the sea of matrimony, net---of their adoption. The father died in 1920, and
long before his death, was only a short time af- the sons carried on the home place for tite
ter the death of his second spouse. This time he mother.
married Martha Lumsden, who out-lived him a In 1938 Mrs. Oland sold the farm to Malrolta
dozen years. One of the distant 'Magruder H. White,, of Washington, who is the present
cousins was a pallbearer at Martha (Lumsden) owner. She moved into a pleasant new hungn-
Magruder's funeral about 191-0, and followed low on the highway near Sunshine. Mr. and Mrs.
her remains on a long railroad journey to White left the old stone mansion intact with its
Georgetown to lay them beside her husband memories and built a handsome Colonial tyre
buried there. brick house on an elevation above the old himse.
About 1898 the old piantation which then con- It has extensive views.

Rolling Ridge

T
111';unusually picturesque house shown
here is located in the western edge of
the town of Laytoneville. The type of

four-chimney house, very rare in Montgomery
County, is quite common in the tidewater area
of Maryland. It was built about 1790 by Robert
Ober, a prosperous merchant of Georgetown.
Ober was of English descent and married

Catharine Tenney, a daughter of Dr. Samuel
Tenney, Surgeon General in the Revolutionary
'Gar. They had both come from New England
and settled on the farm until it passed to the
Warfield family. Ober was known to have been
an influential and loyal supporter of the United
States in the War of 1812.
A daughter of Robert and Catharine was

Martha J. Ober, born November, 1809. In 1829
she married Elisha Riggs Griffith who was born
in June, 1805. Mltrtha 0. Griffith died in 1833,
and Elisha Griffith married Elizabeth Gaither
who was a daughter of Frederick and Jane
(Gartrell) Gaither. A daughter of this last-
named couple, Maria G. Gaither, born in 1838,
was married in 1860 to Israel Griffith Warfield.
During the Civil War, as Israel G. Warfield,

Sr., was needed on the farm, lie was allowed to
purchase a substitute in the Army, which he did
for $750.
When Israel G. Warfield was four years old

his father, Robert Warfield of Howard County,

bought Rolling Ridge Farm in 18:16 anal n►nved
to Montgomery County. In duo time Israel
Warfield inherited the farm. IsraVI and Maria
Warfield had nine children. One daughter,
Lena, became the wife of Dr. V. H. Dyson w1io
was a life-long resident of the neigh1torhooil and
a revered physician. They lived in it home on
the farm within the etip of the village of laty-
tonsville. Another daughter, Elizabeth, ttutr-
ried F. C. Webb of Wat4hinl;ton. Site dii-1 in
September, 1942.
One of the four sonm died before maturity.

Wlien the three remaining 1wea nw of age, their
father called them together and announced:
"Now that you are grown it is time. for you
to go out and make your own way in the world.
This farm of 250 acres cannot properly support
such a large family."
Robert C. Warfield, the oldest, went to Ralti-

more, learned dentistry, and practiced that pro-
fession for forty-seven years in Rockville 't rom
1889 to 1936. Another Ron, Israel Griffith Warr.
field, Jr., practiced dentistry for many years in
Gaithersburg and died a number of years ago.
The third son, Elisha G. Warfield, living at the
age of 84, is a retired paint manufacturer in.
New Jersey.
An interesting incident involves Eliedia fr'.

Warfield, the only one living of this larg(N faini1v
to tell the tale, which he. heard from the lips of

AL
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his own mother. A large detachment of Union
soldiers wai% encamped on the farm not far from
t1w house. Elisha was in his crib on the front
I►t►rc•h. Ile was seven months old at the time.
His nlothr+r %ras sitting nearby. It was about
It-it :1.111. An officer walked up to the porch,
picked up the baby without it word, and quietly
walked away with the infant. The mother was
111ipar'ently tot, terrified to protest. About noon
the officer brought Elisha back, put him in thq
.,rill, and explained to the mother, "The boys
4tive been away for eo long they are pretty.
homesick, and a visit from that little babe made
-hem it hit happier." Elistla's father never
ellrled the name of the kind officer who bor-,
rinsed his small son to give a lift to the morale
A A6 troops.
The Warfields owned the place for nearly

:rventy years when it was sold to James C.
Iil•istopher a year or Ro after the death of
%laria Griffith Warfield in 1903. Collateral rela-
ive-4 of the preceding fiunily, the Christophers,
' ,11lit ied until 19:13. Shortly after they left, the
4ac a with `L'it► acres of rich land was sold to
-I r.111111 Nlrx. John It. Small III.
The bricks in the house have been restored•

u their original red color, the four chimneys
erve tel: fireplaces, although a modern heating
ysicill 111116 been installed. The interior of the
shit during the ownership of Mr. and 141re.
mall Arai filled Avith period antiques,—pan
ntique museum. Old pine floors, panelled doors,
r'iginul mantels and all the charm of the co-

i
t►N'll

1111

lick
tit
lisp,

11111
twit,
.n
182

louial days, remained in the beautiful interior
decorated by 1Ire. Small.
The center hall leads to the. formal box and

flower gardens in the rear. Oil each side of the
hall are two, roonts, each with fireplaces. The
second floor rooms utatch those on the first
floor.:
On the outside the siuue lia ntony of arrange-

ment prevails. Mr. Small, of the third genera-
tion. of mastor craftsmen in the pleasant art of
landscape architecture, added his touch. Hoc
mazes, evergreen hedges, &gstone walks+, rock
gardens and a "bowling green" add to the
delight of visitors to this very attractive farm.
Li August 1951 the farm was purchase-d by

Fred W. Jones of W"iington, the Smalls hav-
ing moved to a 1,240 acre estate near Gordons-
ville, Virginia.
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CHARLES H. JAMISON, INC.
Real Estate

19939 FISHER AVENUE, P.O. BOX 86
POOLESVILLE, MARYLAND 20837

PHONE: 428-8200
FAX: 428-8133

January 12, 1993

Honorable Members of the Montgomery County Council
Council Hearing Room
Rockville, Maryland 20850

RE: COUNTY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM # (23.1) F, DATED JANUARY 12, 1993 FINAL
DRAFT MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION "JOHN JONES FARM", 19800 WASCHE
ROAD, DICKERSON, MARYLAND

For the record, my name is Charles H. Jamison. My address is P. O. Box 86,
Poolesville, Maryland 20837. I am President of Charles H. Jamison, Inc.,
owner of the 90.2913 acre property, with improvements thereon, located at
19800 Wasche Road, Dickerson, Maryland.

I appeared On October 5, 1992, before the Planning, Housing, Economic
Development Committee (PHED) of the Montgomery County Council (composed of
the Honorable William E. Hanna, Jr., Chairman, the Honorable Bruce Adams and
the Honorable Derick Berlage). A copy of my request for my being permitted
to speak before the PHED Committee is enclosed herewith as Exhibit I, wherein
I requested the honorable committee to recommend denial of the environmental
setting and historic designation for any part of the subject property or
improvements thereon.

The recommendation of the aforesaid PHED Committee was "the final draft plan
for the historic preservation on the John Jones Farm be deferred".

The historic designation and environmental setting of 3.58 acres on the
subject property is a blatant attempt to construct more hurdles for
subsequent use of the property. I again urge this honorable body to defer
placing the historic designation and environmental setting on any part of the
subject property or improvements thereon.

Respectfully submitted

laA . am' on

Enclosure:
Exhibit I
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CHARLES H. JAMISON, INC.
Real Estate

19939 FISHER AVENUE, P.O. BOX 86
POOLESVILLE, MARYLAND 20837

PHONE: 428-8200
FAX: 428-8133

October 2, 1992

The Honorable William E. Hanna, Jr., Chairman
Planning, Housing, Economic Development Committee
Montgomery County Council
100 Maryland Avenue
Rockville, Maryland 20850

RE: OCTOBER 5, 1992 PHED COMMITTEE MEETING REGARDING FINAL DRAFT
MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC PRSERVATION: ROLLING RIDGE, EDWARD
CHISWELL FARM, JOHN JONES FARM.AND LAWRENCE WHITE FARM

Dear Mr. Hanna:

Charles H. Jamison, Inc. is the present owner of the former
Antonelli farm containing 90 acres, more or less, located at 19800
Wasche Road, Dickerson, Maryland, on which farm the 40 1x70' "John
Jones Bank Barn" and a recommended environmental setting of 3.58
acres is located. The said recommended environmental setting is
approximately 200 feet in width and approximately 770 feet in depth
(see area shown on plat attached hereto as Exhibit I). The said
environmental setting bisects the middle of the frontage of the
farm on the west side of Wasche Road.

As stated at the hearing before the Council on September 10,
1992, the recommended 3.58 acre environmental setting bisects and
encompasses the existing entrance of the farm leaving the modern
Morton agricultural buildings on each side of the recommended
environmental setting. The recommended environmental setting of
3.58 acres is the area on which much of the activity of the farm is
centered. The limitations imposed by the recommended environmental
setting will severely impact our ability to conduct our farming
operation on the subject property.

The recommended environmental setting would prohibit the
construction of a grain drying and grain storage facility on the
entire 3.58 acre environmental site without getting permission from
the Historic Preservation Commission and obtaining the historic
area work permit required under the provisions of County
Preservation Ordinance Section 24A-6.

I trust you will convey to the other members of the committee that
the recommended historic designation and environmental setting is
an attempt by opponents of the proposed landfill to construct more



n

hurdles for subsequent use of the property. I an requesting your
honorable committee to recommend denial of the environmental
setting on the subject property during the Charles H. Jamison, Inc.
ownership of the said property.

Enclosure:
Plat Showing Environmental Sett___

CHJ/ej e



NOV 24 '92 08:44AM VALCON CONSTRUCTION P. 2i4

WARD
BUCHER
ARCHITECT
1744 Corcoran Street N.W. .
Washington DC 20009
(202) 387-0061

May 2, 1992

Mr. Aron Trombka
Division of Solid Waste Management
Executive office Building
Rockville MD 20850-2589

Mr. Greg Africa
Maryland Environmental Services
2020 Industrial Drive
Annapolis MD 21401

Dear Mr. Trambka and Mr. Africa:

I have enclosed the cost estimate for the
stabilize the structures 'at the Matthews
Maryland. The cost estimate completes
Stabilization Report.

r, 

Le 

work recommended to
Farm in Dickerson,

this portion of the

The cost estimate line items are grouped in the same order as 'the
comments in Section VIII. of the Stabilization Report. The letters
after each line item refer to the recommendations which are
included in the report for each building. Please note item no. 11,
General Conditions, which are costs which are in addition to the
work at any particular building.

The following alternates were priced separately for MES
consideration:

1. Bank Barn roof painting: Galvanized corrugated roofing cannot
be painted during the first year after installation without
special preparation.

2. Cow Shed Silo repairs: Further investigation has revealed
repairs which are not included in Section VIII may be
required at the concrete at the base of the silo.

The repair of approximately 200 linear feet of the drylaid stone
wall on the north side of the road has been priced. If the length
of the wall repaired Is increased, the unit cost will decrease.

The replacement of a missing door at the upper level of the Gothic
Barn was not priced. The cost estimate includes the cost of
temporarily closing this opening.



• NOV 24 '92 08=45AM VALCON CONSTRUCTION P.3/4

WARD BCCHER ARCHITECT

Trombka, Africa, May 2, 1992 Page 2

This is a cost estimate and not a contractor's bid. The cost
estimate is based on average labor and material costs in the local
area at the time it was prepared, Market conditions may vary and
the actual scope of the work may increase due to unforeseen and
hidden conditions. Therefore, we recommend that a contingency of
20% be added to the individual line items for budgeting purposes.

I have also enclosed revised specification pages which respond to
the comments made by Richard Diemer in his letter dated March 24,
1992. The revised sections include Demolition and Cleaning,
Fencing, Masonry Restoration, Painting, and Wood Doors .and Door
Hardware. I have incorporated all of the suggestions, with the
exception of requiring a master carpenter for hanging the barn
doors. It is my opinion that the level of quality needed for this
work does not justify the expense of a master carpenter. However,
I have no objection to adding this requirement if the County
requests it. Please substitute the revised pages for the ones
originally included in the specifications.

The information contained in this report is correct to the best of
our knowledge and belief.

Yours Very Truly,

;

WARD CHE ARCHITECT,

d Sucher, A.I.A.

Enclosure

cc: Gwen Marcus, MNCPPC



AGENDA ITEM #6
November.24, 1992

MEMORANDUM

November 18, 1992

TO: County Council R

FROM: Jean C. Arthur, Legislative Analys~

SUBJECT: Action - Final Draft Amendment to the Historic Preservation Master
Plan: Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence
White Farm, and Rolling Ridge

The Planning, Housing and Economic Development Committee (PHED) discussed
this Master Plan Amendment at a worksession held on October 5, 1992 and makes
the following recommendations. Detailed descriptions of these properties are
on circles 9-17 and 39-61. The Master Plan amendment as originally submitted
is attached as well as a draft resolution. Letters from property owners are
also included in this packet.

#16/2 Edward Chiswell Yaim
20130 Wasche Road
Dickerson

This property is recommended for designation because the house embodies
the distinctive characteristics of several types, periods and methods of
construction and reflects the evolution of the structure over nearly two
centuries. The property has been farmed by four families from 1792 to 1906.
The farm is named for Edward Jones Chiswell who served in the 35th Batallion,
Virginia Calvary. This property is on the County's proposed landfill.

PHED Committee

The committee voted ,2 - 1 to recommend historic designation of the Edward
Chiswell Farm with a 20-acre environmental setting. The County Executive
requested the 20-acre environmental setting because the 39-acre setting
recommended by the Planning Board would include an area where the Executive
expects to take soil for developing the landfill. The committee feels that
the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) should be able to extract



dirt from the farm since hauling dirt in would be costly and have a negative
impact on the surrounding community. The 20-acre environmental setting would
allow DEP to excavate soil from the farm with minimum impact on the historic
buildings. It would also allow DEP to buffer the landfill from the road and
allow the development of a sediment/stormwater pond. The Department has said
that it will replant the excavation area to restore it to a naturalistic state.

#16/3 John Jones Farm
19800 Wasche Road
Dickerson

The Planning Board recommended historic designation of the late 19th
century Bank Barn on the Jones Farm because it "is a familiar visual feature .
in the scenic Dickerson landscape, and is representative of the rich
agricultural heritage of Montgomery County." The Planning Board recommended
an environmental setting of a rectangular 3.5 acres which included the
tree-lined drive from Wasche Road and a small storage building.

PHED Committee

The committee recommends that the barn on this farm not be designated on
the Master Plan but that it remain on the Locational Atlas. The committee
agreed with the property owner that historic designation and the regulation
involved would have a negative impact on the operations of the farm.

The John Jones Farm is part of the proposed Site 2 landfill and the
committee suggests that the historic designation could be reconsidered when or
if the County has purchased the property.

112/31 Lawrence White Farm
20900 and 21120 Martinsburg Road
Dickerson

The Lawrence White Farm (known in the community as the Matthews Farm) is
recommended for designation based on architectural styles and the farm has a
prominent place in the landscape along historic Martinsburg Road. The
Planning Board recommended an environmental setting of the entire parcel,
including mature trees and the stone fences surrounding the property, but
excluding the County's composting facility. This property was acquired by the
County in 1980 to serve as an interim sludge facility.

PHED Committee

At the PHED Committee worksession the committee recommended designation
of this farm as a historic resource. The committee also asked the Executive
Branch to stabilize the property to halt further deterioration and to look
into whether a private party would be willing to take control of the
buildings. Since that worksession staff has learned that at least one member
of the committee is considering changing his vote. Staff believes that the
issue deserves further discussion.

-2-



Staff Comments

The Lawrence White Farm belongs to the County, but the County Executive
is not supporting the designation because of the poor structural condition of
the buildings. These buildings have not always been in poor condition. The
buildings on the farm have been vacant since 1982 and the structures are
deteriorated due to lack of upkeep and maintenance. The Council appropriated
$72,000 in the FY93 budget to be used to stabilize the buildings on the
Lawrence White Farm, however, the Executive believes that the cost of
rehabilitating the structures could exceed $200,000.

In a memorandum dated November 9, 1992 (attached at circles 18-24), the
,Director of Facilities and Services seeks to further clarify the position of
the Executive. The Director argues that the cost of stabilizing and repairing
these buildings outweigh the historic significance of the structures. Staff
agrees that in the County's current financial situation spending money on
buildings that are in such poor condition is not wise. But, staff believes
that the County is setting a bad example by allowing property which it owns
and which is on the Locational Atlas to deteriorate to a point of what is
essentially "demolition by neglect." Private citizens are fined for similar
actions.

The Executive has said that he will attempt to find a private sector
individual or group who would be willing to take on the responsibility for
repairing the structures in exchange for using them. That should be
encouraged. Additionally, as an alternative to not designating this property
on the Master Plan because of concerns about renovation costs, the Council may
choose to retain it on the Locational Atlas pending further investigation into
renovation options and a potential public/private partnership.

#14/38 Rolling Ridge
7215 Brink Road
Laytonsville

Built in circa 1790, Rolling Ridge is significant as a rare Montgomery
County example of 18th century Georgian architecture. The Planning Board
recommended an environmental setting of the entire 191.26 acres parcel, with
the understanding that the setting may be reduced at the time of subdivision.

PHED Committee

The committee recommends designation of Rolling Ridge as a historic
resource but with an environmental setting of 25 acres. The setting would be
delineated at the time of subdivision and would include the main house,
surrounding gardens, the tree-lined drive and scenic vistas.

JCA/cge
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Resolution No.:
Introduced: November 24, 1992
Adopted:

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
SITTING AS A DISTRICT COUNCIL FOR THAT PORTION
OF THE MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT

WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

By: District Council

Subject: Final Draft Amendment to the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation: Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence
White Farm and Rolling Ridge

Background

1. On July 19, 1992, the County Executive submitted the Final Draft Amendment
to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Edward Chiswell Farm, John
Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm, and Rolling Ridge.

2. On September 10, 1992 the Council held a public hearing regarding the
Master Plan Amendment and forwarded the amendment to the Planning, Housing
and Economic Development Committee for review and recommendation (PHED).

3. On October 5, 1992, PHED discussed the master plan and the issues raised
at the public hearing.

4. The PHED committee made the following recommendations:

o Designate Edward Chiswell Farm with an environmental setting of 20
acres and require the Department of Environmental Protection to
replant the borrow area and return it to close to its original
condition.

o Designate Rolling Ridge as a historic resource with an environmental
setting of 25 acres to be delineated at the time of subdivision.

o Do not designate the John Jones Farm/Bank Barn on the Master Plan but
retain the property on the Locational Atlas for future consideration
should the County purchase the property.

o Designate the Lawrence White Farm as a historic resource and require
the Executive to stabilize the buildings on the farm. The Executive
branch should attempt to find a private party who is willing to take
responsibility for the buildings in exchange for use of the buildings.

5. The Montgomery County District Council reviewed the amendment to the
Master Plan for Historic Preservation and the recommendation of the PHED
Committee, at a worksession held on November 24, 1992. The Council voted
to adopt the recommendation of the PHED Committee.



Resolution No.

Action

The Final Draft Amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation:
Edward Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm, and Rolling Ridge
is approved as follows:

1. Designate Edward Chiswell Farm with a 20-acre environmental setting
as delineated on Figure This setting includes the main house,
a tenant house, all outbuildings, and the remains of the "waterfall"
gardens. Areas between this setting and' Wasche Road, from which soil
will be borrowed for the landfill, will be reclaimed and planted with
mixed native trees and shrubs. Additionally, grading will return the
slopes in these areas to a naturalistic appearance similar to
existing conditions, but at lower elevations.

2. Do not designate the John Jones Farm but retain on the Locational
Atlas.

3. Designate the Lawrence White Farm and encourage the Executive to find
a party to take over repair and maintenance of the buildings.

4. Designate Rolling Ridge on the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation. The environmental setting shall consist of
approximately 25 acres and shall be delineated at the time of
subdivision. The environmental setting must include all important
characteristics of the site, specifically the main house, surrounding
gardens, the tree-lined drive, and scenic vistas. An additional
25.66 acre parcel lies within the limits of Laytonsville and includes
the part of the entrance drive closest to Brink Road.

This is a correct copy of Council action.

Kathleen A. Freedman, CMC
Secretary of the Council

Approved:

Neal Potter, County Executive Date

-2-



FINAL DRAFT

AMENDMENT TO THE APPROVED AND ADOPTED
MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION IN

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

ROLLING RIDGE, EDWARD CHISWELL FARM,
JOHN JONES FARM, LAWRENCE WHITE FARM

An amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation; being
also an amendment to the 1980 Preservation of Agriculture and
Rural Open Space Master Plan; and an amendment to the General
Plan for the Physical Development of the Maryland-Washington
Regional District within Montgomery County, Maryland.

Prepared By:

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Montgomery County Planning Board

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

May, 1992

Revised By:
THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY EXECUTIVE

(Date to be established)

Approved By:
THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCIL
(Date to be established)
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ABSTRACT

TITLE: Final Draft Amendment to the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation: Rolling Ridge, Edward Chiswell
Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm

AUTHOR: The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission, Montgomery County Planning Board

SUBJECT: Final Draft Amendment to the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation: Rolling Ridge, Edward Chiswell
Farm, John Jones Farm, Lawrence White Farm

DATE: May, 1992

PLANNING AGENCY: The Maryland-National Capital Park and
Planning Commission

SOURCE OF COPIES: The Maryland-National Capital Park and
Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

NUMBER OF PAGES: 9

ABSTRACT: This document contains the text, with supporting maps.,
for an amendment to the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation in Montgomery County, being also an
amendment to the 1980 Preservation of Agriculture and
Rural Open Space Master Plan; and an amendment to the
General Plan for the Physical Development of the Mary-
land-Washington Regional District within Montgomery
County, Maryland. This amendment designates four indi-
vidual properties as historic sites to be protected
under the County's Historic Preservation Ordinance,
Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code.
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MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS

Master Plans provide policy guidance concerning the private
and public use of land, for use and reference by private land-
owners, public agencies, and interested parties generally. Every
master plan amendment also amends the General Plan for Montgomery
County. The process of initiation, review, and adoption of
amendments is generally as follows:

Preliminary Draft Amendment

This document is a formal proposal to amend an adopted master
plan. It is prepared by the Montgomery County Planning Board of
The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission. Be-
fore proceeding to publish a final draft amendment, the Planning
Board must hold a public hearing. After the close of the record
of this public hearing, the Planning Board holds an open workses-
sion to review the testimony, and to determine whether to make any
revisions to the preliminary draft.

Final Draft Amendment

- This document contains the Planning Board's final recommenda-
tions. It is transmitted to the County Executive, who must review
it and forward it to the County Council, with any revisions deemed
appropriate. If the County Executive makes no revisions in the
Planning Board's final draft, the Council may adopt the unchanged
draft without holding a public hearing. If the Executive does make
revisions, or if the Council wishes to consider any revisions, the
Council must schedule a public hearing. After the close of,record
of this public hearing, the Council holds an open worksession to
review the testimony, and then adopts a resolution approving, modi-
fying, or disapproving the final plan amendment.

If the Council action modifies and approves the Executive's
Revised Final Draft Amendment, the Approved Amendment must be sent
to the County Executive for approval or disapproval. If disap-
proved by the County Executive, the Council may override the disap-
proval of the Plan by an affirmative vote of five members.

Failure of either
within the prescribed
amendment as submitted

Adopted Amendment

the County Executive or the Council to act
time limits constitutes approval of the plan
to the body which fails to act.

The amendment approved by the County Council is forwarded to
the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission for
adoption. Once adopted by the Commission, the amendment officially
amends the various master plans cited in the Commission's adoption
resolution.

ii -
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT

The Master Plan for Historic Preservation and the Historic
Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code,
are designed to protect and preserve Montgomery County's historic
and architectural heritage. When an historic resource is placed on
The Master Plan for Historic Preservation, the adoption action
officially designates the property as an historic site or historic
district, and subjects it to the further procedural requirements of
the Historic Preservation Ordinance.

Designation of historic sites and districts serves to high-
light the values that are important in maintaining the individual
character of the County and its communities. It is the intent of
the County's preservation program to provide a rational system for
evaluating, protecting and enhancing the County's historic and
architectural heritage for the benefit of present and future gener-
ations of Montgomery County residents. The accompanying challenge
is to weave protection of this heritage into the County's planning
program so as to maximize community support for preservation and
minimize infringement on private property rights.

The following criteria, as stated in Section 24A-3 of the
Historic Preservation Ordinance, shall apply when historic
resources are evaluated for designation in the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation:

(1) Historical and cultural significance:

The historic resource:

a. has character, interest, or value as part of the develop-
ment, heritage or cultural characteristics of the County,
State, or Nation;

b. is the site of a significant historic event;
c. is identified with a person or a group of persons who

influenced society;
d. exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or

historic heritage of the County and its communities; or

(2) Architectural and design significance:

The historic resource:

a. embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period
or method of construction;

b. represents the work of a master;
c. possesses high artistic values;
d. represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose

components may lack individual distinction; or
e. represents an established and familiar visual feature of

the neighborhood, community, or County due to its singular
physical characteristic or landscape.

iii



IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Once designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation,
historic resources are subject to the protection of the Ordinance.
Any substantial changes to the exterior of a resource or its envi-
ronmental setting must be reviewed by the Historic Preservation
Commission and an historic area work permit issued under the
provisions of the County's Preservation Ordinance, Section 24A-6.
In accordance with the Master Plan for Historic Preservation and
unless otherwise specified in the amendment, the environmental
setting for each site, as defined in Section 24A-2 of the Ordi-
nance, is the entire parcel on which the resource is located as of
the date it is designated on the Master Plan.

Designation of the entire parcel provides the County adequate
review authority to preserve historic sites in the event of devel-
opment. It also ensures that, from the beginning of the develop-
ment process, important features of these sites are recognized and
incorporated in the future development of designated properties.
In the case of large acreage parcels, the amendment will provide
general guidance for the refinement of the setting by indicating
when the setting is* subject to reduction in the event of develop-
ment; by describing an appropriate area to preserve the integrity
of the resource; and by identifying buildings and features asso-
ciated with the site which should be protected as part of the
setting. It is anticipated that for a majority of the sites desig-
nated, the appropriate point at which to refine the environmental
setting will be when the property is subdivided.

Public improvements can profoundly affect the integrity of
an historic area. Section 24A-6 of the Ordinance states that an
Historic Area Work Permit for work on public or private property
must be issued prior to altering an historic resource or its envir-
onmental setting. The design of public facilities in the vicinity
of historic resources should be sensitive to and maintain the
character of the area. Specific design considerations should be
reflected as part of the Mandatory Referral review processes.

In the majority of cases, decisions regarding preservation
alternatives are made at the time of public facility implementation
within the process established in Section 24A of the Ordinance.
This method provides for adequate review by the public and govern-
ing agencies. In order to provide guidance in the event of future
public facility implementation, the amendment addresses potential
conflicts existing at each site and suggests alternatives and
recommendations to assist in balancing preservation with community
needs.

In addition to protecting designated resources from unsympa-
thetic alteration and insensitive redevelopment, the County's
Preservation Ordinance also empowers the County's Department of
Environmental Protection and the Historic Preservation Commission
to prevent the demolition of historic buildings through neglect.

iv



The Montgomery County Council passed legislation in Septem-
ber 1984 to provide for a tax credit against County real property
taxes in order to encourage the restoration and preservation of
privately owned structures located in the County. The credit
applies to all properties designated on the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation (Chapter 52, Art. VI). Furthermore, the
Historic Preservation Commission maintains up-to-date information
on the status of preservation incentives including tax credits,
tax benefits possible through the granting of easements on his-
toric properties, outright grants and low-interest loan programs.
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THE AMENDMENT

The purpose of this amendment is to designate four individual
sites on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, thereby
extending to them the protection of the County's Historic Preser-
vation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code.

Site t Name Location

16/2 Edward Chiswell Farm/ 20130 Wasche Road
"Longview" Dickerson

o The Edward Chiswell Farm reflects the early history of the
County and is representative of the area's cultural, econom-
ic, and social evolution. The original 300 acre land patent
for this property was called "Allison's Adventure" and was
granted in 1729 to John Allison and William Caster. Four
consecutive families farmed this land from 1792 to 1906,
each occupying the site for approximately 40 years.

o There are no buildings remaining from the period of John
Allison's ownership in the 18th century. However, before
1800, the next owner - Thomas Cooley - built a stone house
on the property. He owned 14 slaves and farmed the land.

o Henry W. Talbott, a planter who also served as a Justice of
the Peace and a School Board member, owned the farm from
1814 until 1859.

o In 1868, the property was sold to Edward Jones Chiswell and
his wife, Evalina Allnutt Chiswell. Edward Jones Chiswell
was a fifth generation Chiswell and was a Second Lieutenant.
in the Civil War. He served under his relative and neighbor,
Elijah Viers White, commander of the 35th Battalion, Virgin-
ia Calvary. Many Montgomery County residents who went to
Virginia to join the Confederate fighting force were called
"Chiswell's - Exiles".. The house may have been used as a
hospital during the Civil War, just prior to Chiswell's
ownership. Edward Chiswell had six children, and farmed the

_ property until his death in 1906.

o The house embodies the distinctive
al types, periods, and methods of
the evolution of the structure ove
There is an original 1 1/2-story S
central section of sandstone and
three-bay, 2 1/2-story southern ad
details are present in the frame s
and f ishscale shingles.

characteristics of sever-
construction and reflects
r nearly two centuries.
eneca sandstone section; a
wooden clapboarded; and a
dition of stone. Victorian
ection with its gable roof

o Outbuildings include a stone, one-story smokehouse, a small
frame springhouse, and the stone foundation of an 18th
century barn. A remnant of a "waterfall garden" terraced to
the east is similar to landscaping at "Mt. Nebo" and "Dow-'
dens Luck", both National Register sites.
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o The environmental setting is an area of approximately 39
acres out of the 358.75 acre parcel. This setting, delineat-
ed in Figure 4, includes the main house, all outbuildings,
and significant landscape features - such as the remains of
the "waterfall" garden and the vista from Wasche Road.

o The site warrants further archeological study as there may
be remnants of the early 19th century Cooley cemetery on the
property and other pre-historic remains.

Site Name Location

14/38 Rolling Ridge 7215 Brink Road
Laytonsville

o Rolling Ridge is significant as a rare Montgomery County
example of 18th century Georgian architecture, found more
commonly in the Virginia Tidewater region.

o Rolling Ridge was built circa
from Georgetown, Robert Ober.
daughter of Dr. Samuel Tenney,
lutionary War. Ober was known
supporter of the United States
daughter, Martha J. Ober, marr
whose descendants lived at Rol

1790 by a prosperous merchant
Ober married Catharine Tenney,
Surgeon General in the Revo-
to be an influential and loyal
in the War of 1812. His
ied Elisha Riggs Griffith,
ling Ridge until 1903.

o The main house is a brick 1 1/2-story structure with dis-
tinctive paired gable end chimneys. The principle facade is
five bays across, including a large central entranceway. At
the east end is a kitchen ell, and across the front is a
large porch, which may have been added at a later date.
Windows are nine over six double hung sash. Two prominent
dormers pierce the slate roof on the front elevation. A row
of diagonal brick -cornice trim at the eaves is an unusual
feature of the house.

o The setting of the house includes large trees and period
gardens with boxwood mazes, evergreen hedges, flagstone
walks-, rock gardens and a "bowling green" developed by Mr.
and Mrs. John A. Small during their ownership from 1933 to
.1950. John Small was a third generation master landscape
architect.

o Rolling Ridge is located on a parcel of 191.26 acres. The
environmental setting is the entire parcel, with the under-
standing that the setting may be reduced at the time of
subdivision. A reduced setting must include all important
characteristics of the site, specifically the main house,
surrounding gardens, the tree-lined drive, and scenic vis-
tas. An additional 25.66 acre parcel lies within the limits
of Laytonsville and includes the part of the entrance drive
closest to Brink Road.

2
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Site Name Location

16/3 John Jones Farm/Bank Barn 19800 Wasche Road,
Dickerson

o The John Jones Farm has historical significance as part of
the original land grant to Edward Jones in the mid-18th
century by Lord Baltimore. Called "Eleven Brothers", it was
named for Edward Jones' eleven sons. It was farmed continu-
ously by members of the Jones family until 1938.

o Although the original house on the property burned in 1978,
the bank barn on the Jones Farm has significance. The late
19th century bank barn on the John Jones Farm is a familiar
visual feature in the scenic Dickerson landscape, and is
representative of the rich agricultural heritage of Montgom-
ery County.

o The barn features un-battened vertical siding with louvered
windows, a gabled metal roof with three metal ventilators,
and four sliding doors on the ramped north facade. The stone
foundation with quoined corners has been painted white. It
is similar in design to an early bank barn at nearby "Oak
Ridge", also built by the Jones Family.

o The setting for the barn is a rectangular tract of land that
includes the tree-lined drive from Wasche Road and a small
storage building, probably an early tenant house. The set-
ting is approximately 200' x 7701(3.58 acres), preserving
the vista of the barn from the road (see Figure 5). The site
of the 19th century farmhouse, which burned in 1978, is not
included in the setting.

Site Name Location

12/31 Lawrence White Farm 20900 and 21120 Martins-
burg Road, Dickerson

o Although the main 19th century farmhouse on the property
burned in 1990, the remaining agricultural structures on the
Lawrence White Farm are an especially good collection of
varied and intact buildings that form a cohesive farmstead.

o This historic farmstead is significant as an intact and
diverse collection of agricultural buildings which represent
the farming industry in Montgomery County and its changing
nature (from grain-oriented operations to dairy farms) from
the late 1800's through the early 1900's.

o The Lawrence White Farm was built in the late 19th century
as a family farm for the son of a locally prominent farmer
(Benjamin White of Inverness). As an early family farm, this
resource reflects the County's rural development patterns
and the community interrelationships.

3
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o The buildings on the Lawrence White Farm represent a number
of significant agricultural styles and building types: the
log construction of the smokehouse, the board and batten
tenant house which evokes the Carpenter Gothic style, the
large wooden bank barn, and the unusually fine Gothic-roofed
dairy barn (only one of three such structures in the
County).

o In addition to the historic and cultural importance of the
property as "Linden Park" during the ownership of the Mat-
thews family, the Lawrence White Farm has a prominent place
in the landscape along historic Martinsburg Road. The col-
lection of agricultural buildings, the mature trees, and the
stone walls contribute to the site's importance as a commu-
nity landmark.

o The environmental setting for the Lawrence White Farm is the
entire parcel, specifically including mature trees and the
stone fences surrounding the property, but excluding the
County's Composting Facility as defined by the chain link
fence on the property.

o Buildings on the property are categorized as to their archi-
tectural and historical significance so that future changes
can be evaluated in this context:

A. Outstanding Resources - should be given the highest level
of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations:

1. small Carpenter Gothic tenant house with board and
batten siding

2. log smokehouse with stone chinking
3. bank barn with attached cow shed and silos
4. 20th century Gothic-roofed dairy barn with silo
5. stone fences surrounding property

B. Contributing Resources - should be given a moderate level
of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations:

1. tractor shed
2. small wooden shed

C. Non-Contributing Resources - should be given the most
lenient level of scrutiny in reviewing proposed alterations
and may be considered for demolition:

1. two tenant houses, ell-shape in plan.

4
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Counl ty co&mmmt

MEMORANDUM

November 9, 1992

ctY c T Pr<..`,~
C

014795

TO: Bruce Adams, President
County Council ~a

FROM. A. S. Milts Damiani, C.P.E., Director
Department of Facilities and Services

RE: Deliberations on Historic Designation - Lawrence White Farm, Dickerson

The PHED Committee has recently recommended to the Council in favor of historic
designation for the County-owned Lawrence White farm, in Dickerson. In anticipation of the
Council's upcoming worksession on this issue, I would like to explain and clarify the
position of the County Executive and the Department of Facilities and Services.

You may recall that, in our testimony at the Council public hearing in September, we argued
against designation of this property on the basis of the estimated cost of repair and
renovation. We also testified that, in our opinion, all buildings but the Gothic Barn were
beyond repair. We were joined in that recommendation by the Sugarloaf Citizens
Association. This is also the recommendation that was made by Mr. Potter in his September
memorandum to the Council on the issue.

The matter of cost should rightly be secondary, in a decision like this, to the more important
factor of historic significance. In this case, however, the cost implications of historic
designation are of such magnitude that they deserve full and careful attention.

The $72,000 appropriation that was made for FY 93 did not address the problems we face at
the White Farm. DEP has made this money available to DFS to do what we can. In the last
year, we have fortunately become very adept at stretching limited funds, but the only
significant work that we are accomplishing with this amount is to stabilize and clear the
vegetation from the stone wall that runs along Martinsburg Road. The stone wall is
identified by the Historic Preservation Commission as one of the outstanding historic
resources on the property, and in our estimation, is the only structure which could be

Office of the Director, Department of Facilities and Services

110 North Washington Street, Third Floor, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2299, 301/217-6000



Page 2

reasonably protected for the $72,000 available. We currently are working on the wall and
hope that the dollars available will allow us to finish the project. Assuming it does,
maintenance dollars should be budgeted and approved for FY 94 and beyond in order to keep
the wall in good condition.

The DFS Maintenance Division has carefully inspected all of the structures on the property,
and listed the most urgent work needed simply to stabilize the buildings and prevent further
deterioration. The full report and video tape showing existing conditions on all of the
structures is either attached or on file with the Council. I have summarized the highlights of
their report to bring this project into perspective:

The Bank Barn needs extensive replacement of wood siding, repair of
structural damage, repair of severe damage done over time to the floors,
replacement of all doors, repair of the roof frame, replacement of corrugated
steel sheets on the roof, repair of the stone foundation and complete scraping
and painting. The attached cow shed has missing columns, side wall framing
and siding. More than 40% of the metal roof panels are missing and would
have to be replaced. The building is beyond repair within a reasonable cost in
our opinion.

The Gothic Barn needs extensiv repairs to the custom preformed metal roof,
replacement of all ventilators, repair of structural wall cracks, replacement of
the silo roof, and scraping and painting of the exterior. Please keep in mind
that this building is four stories tall and has 33 windows.

Scraping and painting, which must be done to protect the buildings from
deterioration, would be a major project by itself. The two barns have a
combined exterior surface of nearly 1 acre.

The Tenant House needs extensive repairs to the roof, siding and the
foundation of the house. The concrete addition to the house has serious
structural cracks, is beyond reasonable repair, and should be demolished.
Scraping and painting of the exterior is needed.

The Log Smokehouse has been damaged by fire. Several logs must be
replaced. The foundation is weak, and needs repair in some places,
replacement in others. The roof needs extensive repair.

The above includes only work that is necessary to prevent further deterioration of the
structures, and then only to those structures deemed outstanding resources by the HPC. Our ,
estimate of the expense required to stabilize the Gothic Barn alone is $100,000. Please

of
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understand that, as high as that figure may appear, it allows only $14 per square foot of
interior floor space in the barn. In order to go beyond stabilization and prepare the building
for some productive reuse, we would need more than $300,000 and perhaps as much as
$500,000 - depending on our findings as the work progressed.

To provide stabilization of all the structures considered outstanding by the HPC, a minimum
of $450,000 to $550,000 of additional funds will be required in our FY 94 Operating Budget.
Stabilization would hold off deterioration for only a short period of time. It is a temporary
solution at best. It allows some time to plan, but is not in itself an answer. Actual
restoration of the entire farmstead would be a full-fledged capital project that could easily run
well above $2 million.

In Mr. Potter's September memorandum to the Council, and in my subsequent testimony at
the hearing, we committed our resources to finding a private sector individual or group with
the willingness and wherewithal to assume responsibility for the repair of these structures in
exchange for their use. That plan has not changed. We have, in fact, received proposals
from individuals interested in the use of the stone house which adjoins the farm. None of
these individuals have expressed any interest in nor ability to assume responsibility for the
farm structures. Earlier this year, the Bethesda Center for Excellence (which sponsors the
U.S. whitewater olympic team) proposed to take over maintenance and use of the stone
house, and explore renovation and reuse of the barns for storage purposes as a long-term
project. More recently, we have heard that there may be interest in the use of the farm
structures by the owner of the Inverness property nearby, and that local churches may be
interested in the use of one of the barns for church services. We plan to investigate and
exhaust these and any other possible reuse alternatives for these buildings.

The degree to which the buildings and surrounding areas could be changed, and the nature of
the materials that could be used in renovations, and the manner in which the renovations
could be carried out all hinge on the outcome of the historic designation issue. Historic
designation will limit and restrict our options with respect to the reuse of the site. Historic
designation will hinder, and not improve, our chances of finding a productive reuse for these
buildings. For this reason, and because of the substantial budget pressures that it would
bring, and the fact that all buildings other than the Gothic Barn are beyond repair within a
reasonable cost, we are still opposed to historic designation of these buildings.

poi
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Please feel free to contact me should you need additional information or have any questions
on the above. I would also be pleased to organize a visit to the site for councilmembers, if
you believe it would be of help. I do hope that you take the opportunity to look at the video
tape that will show conditions that presently exist. Thank you for your consideration.

ASD:RJ:dj
Sothic/rjlan

Attachment

cc: Councilmembers
Derick Berlage
Nancy Dacek
Gail Ewing
William Hanna
Betty Ann Krahnke
Isiah Leggett
Marilyn Praisner
Michael Subin

Graham Norton, DOT
William Hussmann, CAO
Neal Potter, CE



J

lrion~~ County Cb=m=L

MEMORANDUM

September 3, 1992

TO: A.S. Migs Damiani, C. P. E., Director
Department of Facilities and Services

VIA: Richard W. Blaes, Chief

Xobert 

- to ance Diyisio

FROM:  . Pee er, Manager of Maintenance Programs

RE: Matthew's Farm, Dickerson

This is a video tape report on the present day conditions of the
structures located on the Matthew's Farm, in Dickerson, here in Montgomery
County.

The Gothic Barn consists of three elements--the barn, the creamery and
the silo. The barn is 36' wide and 97' long, with an overall height of 44'.

The ground level is concrete block exterior walls with a concrete floor,
troughed and tapered for cleanup. There is a total of 33 windows, 32" wide
and 48" high.

The upper level is a hayloft, enclosed by curved roof trusses. The roof
material is a custom preformed sheet metal material. There are many holes in
the metal throughout the roof. All three ventilators must be repaired or
replaced. The 1-story creamery is 42' long and 14' wide, connected t the barn
by a 10' breezeway. This building has the custom preformed sheet metal roof
panels. There are several structural cracks in the sidewalls.

The silo is 16' in interior diameter and is approximately 60' high. The
roof of the silo is missing and must be replaced. From this vantage point, we
can see the large number of steel bands that must be scraped and painted. The
entire exterior of these buildings. including the roofs, must be painted.

The Tractor Shed is 32' wide and 40' long, with post and beam
construction. There is extensive deterioration of the side walls, side wall
framing and roof trim. The metal and some of the cross-stripping must be
replaced. There is stone work need in several areas of the foundation. The
exterior and the roof must be painted.

Department of Facilities and Services, Maintenance Division

110 forth Washington Street. Ro6vifle. M.trylanc 2WO.2299. ;01 2:--60-0 70
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Migs Damiani
Matthew's Farm
September 3, 1992
Page Two

The Bank Barn is a two-story structure, 45' wide and 70' long, covered
by a gable roof with corrugated metal sheets. There is a extensive amount of
wood siding replacement, some structural damage, floor repair and door
replacement. Roof repair, including replacement of the corrugated steel
sheets is extensive. The stone foundation requires repair at several
locations.

The Cow Shed is an L-shaped two-story gambrel roof structure with one
leg 61' long and 20' wide and the second section 101' long and 21' wide.

There are missing columns, side wall framing and siding. At least 40%
of the metal roof panels are missing. The two silos are 14' in interior
diameter and approximately 50' high. The roofs are intact.

The entire structure and the roofs must be painted.

The Board and Batten House is a 2-story wood frame structure with a one-
story concrete block addition to, the rear. The ground floor plan is
approximately T-shaped with an overall dimension of 32' x 35'.

The concrete block addition has serious structural cracks and should be
demolished. Repairs are necessary for the roof, siding and foundation. The
exterior and the roof must be painted.

The Log Cabin is 14' wide and 16' long. There is deterioration and fire
damage to some of logs, requiring repair or replace-1^ent. The foundation needs
replacement in several areas. The roof requires repair, panel replacement and
painting. It is recommended the side walls be boarded up with plywood and
painted. We believe this building is a smokehouse rather than a cabin.

The 1-House and the F-House are of a style and construction typical of
the late 1940's. There is serious foundation damage, termite damage and
deterioration from weather and water. The value of these structures is
questionable.

The Shed is a two-story wood post and beam structure. 15' wide and 16'
long remotely set approximately 200' west of the Bank Barn.

There is considerable damage to the bottom of the siding and some
structural pieces. The metal roof must be replaced and painted. The exterior
of the building must be painted.

The Site Work includes cleaning out debris from all the buildings,
demolition as required, cutting grass on the entire site and removal of all
debris.

Migs Damiani
Matthew's Farm

nl~



September 3, 1992
Page Three

The Painted Stone Wall and the Dry Laid Stone Wall on Martinsburg Road
requires the clean up of brush and over growth before the repair of these
walls can take place.

The Stone House at the northern end of the property on Martinsburg Road
is structurally sound and is in good shape. Some roof repair and stone work
is required on the exterior.

The interior of the house will require removing plaster walls and
ceilings to allow for the installation of a new electrical system, plumbing
and heating work as required and an air conditioning system. Walls and
ceiling would be insulated, sheet rocked, spackled and painted. Kitchen
cabinets, appliances, linoleum floor, bathroom fixtures, floor sanding and
finishing, new entry doors and on overhead door are required, along with
amenities to make the house habitable.

The domestic water supply system and a septic disposal system must be
considered for full.completion and occupancy. The soil will not pass a perk
test. A septic field will be expensive.

The tape and narrative were prepared by John Ford and Jack Kraus of the
Maintenance Operations at Seven Locks Road.

REP:ccaf
MATTFARM
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Ms. GwerY Marcus
Historic Press ton Planner
Urban Design Division
Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20907

Dear Ms. Marcus: lc r ti~

October 15, 1992

0

014426

Pmud on Reryded Paper

I am writing to provide written assurance that any potential borrow areas—those outside
the disposal area—at the county's proposed landfill site, and from which soil is removed, will be
reclaimed and planted with mixed native tree and shrubs. Additionally, grading would return the
slopes to a naturalistic appearance similar to existing conditions, but at lower elevations. This
issue arose during the discussion of the final Chiswell Farm draft amendment to the Master Plan
for Historic Preservation on October 5, 1992. As a result of the discussion, the County Council's
Planning, Housing and Economic Development Committee requested that we provide a written
statement of our intent for reclamation.

We also stated this intent to reclaim and plant borrow areas in our Phase II Landfill Permit
Application, submitted to the Maryland Department of the Environment in November 1991.
Excavation activities would generally follow existing contours and would be appropriately sloped
for drainage. We would want to stabilize disturbed areas as quickly as possible through
reclamation and planting.

I am empathetic to your concerns. Our department and our consultants believe, however,
that we can conduct these activities in an environmentally sensitive way that affords respect for
the land.

Sincerely,

'1~4A-/
;

Thomas Kusterer

TK:W9210.13mncppc

cc: Councilmember Bruce Adams
Councilmember Derick Berlage
Councilmember William Hanna
Alan Bergsten
Joseph Kula
Wynn Witthans

Department of Environmental Protection

101 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2589
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CHARLES H.JA.MISON, INC.
Real Estate

19939 FISHER AVENUE, P.O.. BOX 86
POOLESVILLE, MARYLAND 20837

PHONE: 42848200

J 
c~ FAX: 4284133 4 • ~ —

N 
~^

C_

FAX NUMBER - 301-428-8133 ro
r

DATE s July 17, 1992 01290
C-0

TO The Honorable Bruce Adams o
Montgomery County Council

FROM s Charles H. Jamison, President
Charles H. Jamison, Inc.

RE HISTORIC DESIGNATION - JOHN A. JONES FARM

MESSAGE: For your information and action as appropriate.

I
NOTE: This FAX transmission consists of a pages,
including this cover page. If you do not receive the stated number
of pages, please contact my office at 428-8200.
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CHARLES H. JA►MISON, INC.
Real Estate

19939 FISHER AVENUE, P.O. BOX 86
POOLESVILLE, MARYLxND 20837

PHONE: 428.5200
FAX: 428.8133

July 17, 1992

The Honorable Neal Potter
Montgomery County Executive
Executive Office Building
Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Mr. Potters

Recommendations have been submitted to you from the Maryland
National Capitol Park and Planning Commission to create an
environmental setting on the former John Jones Farm located at
19810 Wasche Road, Dickerson, Maryland, on which farm a part of the
proposed Site 2 municipal sanitary landfill is located.

The environmental getting proposed for the former Jones Farm
consists of 3.58 acres, more or less, and a two story, 40'x70 1 bank
barn (see copy of. plat attached hereto as Exhibit Z showing
proposed environmental setting outlined thereon).

As President of Charles H. Jamison, Inc., the current owner of the
real estate, I respectfully request that you deny the historic
designation request for the following reasons:

1. 1 recognize that the existing improvements are old; however,
the historic amenities of this site are questionable. For example,
many barns of this vintage have architectural cupolas on the
roof... this barn has none. The roof on this barn has been
modernized with green fiberglass skylights. The barn doors on the
north and south sides of the barn have been repaired or replaced
with modern building material consisting of plywood and T-111 (a
textured wood material). A side entrance has been constructed in
the basement wall section of the barn which weakens the entire
barns exterior wall and needs immediate attention. Gutters and
downspouts on the barn are made from aluminum and have been greatly
damaged and torn off of a part of the barn by snow sliding off the
roof.

2. The location of the barn is at the rear of the building
compound and is surrounded by modern one level Morton buildings.

3. The historic designation on buildings being utilized by farmers
in the Rural Density Transfer zone of Montgomery sends an unusual
message to farmers. Before a farmer could conduct any repairs or
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alterations to the exteiror of an historically designated building
to enhance its useability for agricultural use and crop storage,
such repairs or alterations would have to be approved by an un-
elected board (Historic Prservation commission). one could assume
that no longer could a silo be constructed and connected to a barn
unless permission is granted from an agency that does not protect
the health, safety and welfare of the community. The commercial
farming operation in which members of the Jamison family are
engaged has tentative plans to utilize the barn on the John A.
Jones farm as a seed cleaning and grain storage facility. However,
we strongly feel that an historic designation on the barn on the
John A. Jones farm could prevent the utilization of the barn for
today's sophisticated electrical and mechanical agricultural
operations.

Currently, members of the Jamison family are farming in Montgomery
County and Frederick County over 4000 acres in corn, wheat and
soybeans and plan to use the barn on the John A. Jones farm in
their day to day operation. Recently, Robert Jamison and farm help
spent much of the month of June cleaning loose straw and moldy hay
and straw out of the basement barn and other buildings and
generally policing the area around the aforementioned buildings and
the homesite on the property.

However, there is an alternative to implementing the historic
designation. Since this farm is part of the proposed Site 2
Landfill, may I suggest that you recommend deferment of the
implementation of the historic designation on the John A. Jones
property until such time as the property is purchased. for the
public use. This deferment would allow the Jamison farm operation
to use the property as planned for the pursuits of agricultue.

As President of Charles H. Jamison, Inc., I would like to restate
the Jamison corporation's opposition to the historic designation of
a part of the former John A. Jones farm due to the fact that such
designation is not compatible with current farm operations.

This represents another hurdle in the obstacle course of the
governmental gauntlet which is fast eliminating farming in much of
Montgomery County.

Respectfully submit

. 

K'r IWS W~dj_w_ wpl~_4PAVal~j-tw--,Omd~w
Charles H. Jamison-kresident
Charles H. Jamison, Inc.

Enclosures:
Exhibit I

CHJ/eje
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President and Members of the ft E and Deliveryi Montgomery County Council Z
Stella B. Werner Office Building 

-'-

100 Maryland Avenue `~fK
Rockville, Maryland 20850 j1 _

Re: Amendment to the Master Plan for. Historic Preservation --
7215 Brink Road, LayEonsville, Maryland (Site No. 14/38)

Dear Mr. President and Members of the County Council:

On behalf of the beneficiaries of the Trust which includes the
subject property, the purpose of this letter is to provide the
County Council with additional information intended to supplement
our testimony at the September 10, 1992 public hearing and previous
letter dated September 9, 1992, also a part of the record.

As set forth in testimony given at the public hearing and in
our September 9, 1992 letter, we respectfully oppose the
designation of 191.26 acres as the environmental setting for this
site. Such designation would be unjustifiably excessive and overly
burdensome on the beneficiaries of this private trust.

Additionally, we do not believe a demonstrably greater public
purpose would be served by designating 191.26 acres as the
environmental setting as opposed to designating a 3 to 5 acre
environmental setting surrounding the main house, particularly in
light of the specific aspects of the property identified by the
Planning Board and the Historic Preservation Commission as
historically significant, being the main house and its most
immediate environs.

Further, a question was raised at the public hearing
concerning the condition of the abandoned tenant house on the
property. At the hearing, Jim Netterstrom, Trustee, testified the
tenant house had been abandoned for many years and had been
vandalized and rendered uninhabitable. On April 6, 1992, the
Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection issued a
Notice of Condemnation to Mr. Netterstrom, stating inter Al" that

01



LINoWES AND BLOCHER

President and Members of the
Montgomery County Council

September 23, 1992
Page 2

the structure was a "vacant, abandoned, deteriorated dwelling open
to casual entry and vandalism" (copy enclosed). In this regard, we
have enclosed several photographs of the tenant house which were
taken on September 17, 1992 and a videotape of the tenant house
filmed September 22, 1992. We believe the photographs and
videotape substantiate Mr. Netterstrom's testimony.

The enclosed photos and videotape illustrate the damaged and
dilapidated condition of the tenant house. This condition led to
its condemnation by MCDEP. The costs of retaining this structure
would be prohibitive for the Jones Trust and would detract from
what resources the Trust may be able to devote to the main house.
Furthermore, due to the dilapidated condition of the tenant house,
the Trustee does not see that there are any valid grounds to
disagree with the condemnation notice, and the Trust lacks the
means to pay for expensive repairs.

Considering the exceptionally minor reference to the tenant
house in prior staff reports, it seems clear the mere existence of
this structure should not be a factor in the Council's
determination of the appropriate environmental setting. The tenant
house itself has no historic value or architectural significance.
In fact, the Final Draft Amendment does not reference the tenant
house. Furthermore, it is our understanding existing topography
and tree cover obstruct the view of the tenant house from the main
house. Thus, the tenant house does not enhance or fall within the
general reference to "scenic vistas" used in the Final Draft
Amendment.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

LINOWES AND BLOCHER

awes W. Tavel ~" 1

Todd D. Brown
TDB:cp

cc: Mr. James Netterstrom
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April 6, 1992

Frederick W. and H. R. Jones
c/o James Netterstrom, Jr.
209 Mill Harbor Drive
Arnold, Maryland 21012

Survey Number: OM-92-1078
Date of Inspection: 3-30-92
Inspected by: Robert A. Bell
Location: -*K Brink Road ~S%f
Owner: Frederick W. b H.R. Jones
Occupant: VACANT

CONDEMNATION NOTICE

Dear Mr. Netterstrom:

An inspection of your vacant dwelling was conducted as referenced above.
The following defective housing condition(s) was observed:

1. Vacant, abandoned, deteriorated dwelling open to casual entry
and vandalism.

2. No utilities (utilities shut-off).

Due to the seriousness of this condition(s), the house is condemned, and
is placarded as unfit for human habitation according to Section 26-12 of the
Montgomery County Code 1984 as amended. You must keep the dwelling vacant
until the condemnation is removed. The condemnation will only be removed when
the defec ti ve condition (s) has been corrected and the code violation (s) is
eliminated.

- You must secure all windows and doors. Failure to securely board up this
dwelling, and keep it secured may result in the issuance of a demolition
order. Be advised that Section 26-18 of the Montgomery County Code 1984 as
amended requires the repair or removal of all condemned dwellings. If you do
not intend to restore and repair the house, you should arrange for a
demolition and removal of all debris.

Illegal occupancy of a condemned dwelling is a serious violation. The
civil penalty for permitting illegal occupancy of a condemned dwelling is a
$250.00 fine per day. Civil citations (tickets) will 5e issued to violators.

Department of Housing and Communiry Development. Division of Code Enforcement

a 51 Monnx street. Room 905. Ruckviile. Maryland 20W
Multi-Famdr +01.217-t'25.Sing1e-FamJr i)1/21- 

-S0



• James Netterstrom, Jr.
April 6, 1992
Page 2 of 2

The requirements of this notice may be appealed immediately. Prior to
utilizing this administrative appeal procedure, you are urged to avail
yourself of a discussion of concerns with our staff. It has been our
experience that many concerns and misunderstandings can be resolved or
clarified through such discussions.

. Should you wish to appeal this notice and order, you must file, within ten
(10) days, a petition requesting a hearing before the Housing Board of
Review. The petition must clearly state the grounds for the appeal. In
addition, a $10.00 hearing fee, payable to Montgomery County, must be filed

- with the petition. The petition and fee should be sent to the Housing Board
of Review, Department of Housing and Community Development, 51 Monroe Street,
Room 905, Rockville, Maryland 20850.

Please contact Mr. John Lewis, Field Supervisor, at 217-3750 and inform
him of the immediate actions you will take concerning the disposition of this
dwelling. If there are any questions concerning this notice, please feel free
to contact Mr. Lewis at the phone number mentioned above.

Sincerely,

Richard J. Ferrara
Director

RJF:mmr:0897r

CERTIFIED
REGULAR
POSTING

cc Chief, Division of Fire Protection

HCE-17



Meal Potter

County Executive

(301) 217.2300

TTY 217.0303 n

Abn~omecy County Co&mn nt
ROCKVILLE, MARYLA14D 20830

MEMORANDUM

August 13, 1992

r~ A N TO: Bruce Adams, President
County Council

FROM: Neal Potter, County Execu ' e 
013446.

SUBJECT: Landfill Working Group Recommeadations Regarding the Historic Preservation
Master, Plan for the Chiswell Farm

Attached is the Landfill Working Group's recom 1 ationf for the Historic
Preservation Master Plan amendment for the Chiswell farm. The public hearing for the
amendment is currently scheduled for September 10.

I wanted to acknowledge the group's work in this effort The recommendations
are well conceived and demonstrate a willingness to consider a number of factors in their
recommendations. I am certain their recommendations will receive full consideration in crafting
the approved amendment.

NP:tk

Attachments

r

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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July 15, 1992

Hon, Neal Potter
Montgomery County Executive
Executive Office Building
Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Mr. Potter,

The members of the Landfill Working
municipal sanitary landfill known as
Maryland have reviewed the proposed
the M-NCPPC regarding environmental
existing historic structures on the
landfill site.

Group for the.proposed
Site 2 in Dickerson,

recommendations from
settings for the
aforementioned

After an on-site evaluation and explanation of the
limitations of an environmental setting from Ms. Gwen
Marcus of the M-NCPPC, and after discussion in committee
of said evaluation and explanation the Landfill Working
Group would like to add the following observations for
your consideration and recommendations to the Montgomery
County Council prior to approval of historic designation
on the 39 acre Chiswell Farm.

1. That plants of trees and shrubs in the 300ft. buffer
per resolution 86-1947 remain intact.

2. That the Storm Water Management Pond as indicated in
site specific drawings prepared by the Montgomery County
Department of Environmental Protection's consultant would
be allowed to be constructed in conjunction with
recommendations from staff of M-NCPPC for design and
landscaping. see location of said Storm Water Management
Pond on Exhibit I attached hereto)

Further, MCDEP would agree to seek alternatives to
construction in this area of a SWM pond, and agree to
close said pond and return the area to its original
grading as soon as feasible after closure of the Site
landfill as a municipal sanitary landfill.

3. That the MCDEP would be allowed to remove borrow
material from the 39 acre environmental setting in that
area delineated on site specific drawings from the
consultant of the MCDEP. (see location of said borrow
areas on Exhibit 1I attached However, if alternative
material is available then this area will not be disturbed
until such time as the need exists for the MCDEP to borrow
the soil. MCDEP will coordinate with staff of M-NCPPC the
removal of the borrow material and the restoration of the
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excavated area to pre-excavation grading.

4. The Landfill working Group has been made aware by
representatives of the MCDEP that they will be proposing
an alternative environmental setting for historic
preservation of the Chiswell Farm in their submission to
you. After review of this alternative no action was taken
y the LNG as to approving or disapproving this plan.

However, we would like to emphasize that under this
alternative plan the MCDEP would agree to forfeit their
right to use any borrow - material located within the
purposed new environmental setting boundary.
Consequently, we request that if your recommendation to
the county council is to adopt the alternative plan from
MCDEP that provisions be incorporated into the historic
designation prohibiting any user of the historic
environmental setting from exporting soils and/or
excavated materials from the Chiswell Farm historic and
environmental setting.

We believe these conditions are moderate in there attempt
to recognise the goals of the individual agencies involved
In this issue while addressing the concerns of the local
citizens.

We ask you to lease incorporate theserovisions into
your comments to the Montgomerryy County Council regarding
the historic designation for the Chiswell Farm.

With the approval of the members of the Landfill working
Group I respectfully submit this letter.

Patricia Dunn

Chairperson
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7• Description Survey No. M:16-2

Condition Check one Check one
_ excellent _ deteriorated _ unaltered _X original site
._.X good _ ruins 

-
Y altered _ moved date of move

fair _ unexposed

Prepare both a summary paragraph and-s--general description of -the resource and its
various elements as it exists today.

The Edward Chiswell House,also called Longview, is 'a unique
1 1/2 to 2 1/2 story dwelling, built over a period of 150 years,
beginning in the mid-eighteenth century. The house is massed in
three distinct sections, each reflecting a different architectur-
al influence. It is situated on a farm of 358.75 acres in the far
western portion of Montgomery County - approximately 2.5 miles
southwest of"Dickerson. The house itself is set back nearly 1500
feet from the west side of Wasche Road.

The house is built in three distinct sections: a modest two-
story stone dwelling of the mid-eighteenth century; a one- or or
one and a half story stone addition of the early nineteenth
century, which was later expanded with a Victorian frame second
story; and a 2 1/2 story stone Federal addition, built in the
mid-.to late nineteenth century. A unique feature of the house is
that throughout the 150-year building period, the use of Seneca
sandstone remained constant.

.The original section, now at the north end of the house, was
most likely built in the late eighteenth century, probably by
Thomas Cooley, who purchased the farm in 1782. It is a low, two-
story, three-bay structure made of undressed stone with a gabled.,
slate roof. An interior chimney appears at-the north gable end.
Its brick stack probably replaced an original, larger stone
stack. A central entrance which once existed on the east face is
now filled with matching stone, with the lintel remaining. The
existing windows - four on the east face and two on the west -
are 6/6 sash and have stone lintels which feature a keystone and -
two large'voussoir blocks. A small, more recent frame shed is
attached to the west elevation of this section.

The middle section of this house reflects two distinct
phases of construction. At first, it was probably a one- or one
and a half story stone addition to the original section,. most
likely built in the early nineteenth century - probably by Henry
Talbott, who owned the farm from 1814 to 1868. This portion is
constructed of cut and dressed stone block, with central
entrances on the east and west elevations. Another doorway,
connects to the original section on thenorth end. This .section
was later expanded with a second story frame addition. This.
addition was either built during the later . years- of Edward
Chiswell's occupancy (1868-1906), or during the early years of.
the occupancy of his son, Lawrence, who resided at the farm
following the death of his father in 1906. This addition reflects.

(Continued)
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Section 7: Description
Page 7.1

the influence of the Victorian era, with a large, cross-gabled
slate roof and fishscale shingle siding. In the east gable end,
there is a pair of arched windows on the third level (presently
boarded up), and three 2/2 windows on the second. An enclosed
porch, probably added at the same time, covers the stone struc-
ture on the east elevation. On the west elevation, there is
a later addition - probably twentieth century - accommodating
bathrooms and a stair.

The southernmost section is _a rectangular, 2 1/2 story
structure, probably built by Edward Chiswell, soon after he
acquired the property in 1868. This section is Federal in form,
with three bays across th front, interior brick gable-end
chimneys and a boxed cornice. The main building material. is
undressed stone block, with heavy stone lintels over the window
openings. There are two small loft windows flanking the chimney
in the south gable end. The chimneys appear to have been
originally done in brick, as there is no sign of reconstruction
in the surrounding stone. There is also evidence of Victorian
detailing, particularly in the 2/2 sash windows,, which are set
back into the wall and have a roll moulding along the inside
edge. These windows were probably added at the same time as the
Victorian addition to the center section of the house.

Outbuildings on the site include a small stone smokehouse
and a frame springhouse near the main house. There is a foundation
and silo remaining from a stone eighteenth century barn to the
south -of the house. To the east of the house, there is evidence
of a terraced "waterfall garden."



S. Significance _. - . Survey No: -M%16-2

Period Areas of Significance—Cheek and justify below
_. prehistoric _ archeology-prehistoric ! community planning _ landscape architecture _ religion

1400-1499 _ archeology-historic
_ conservation

_ law
_ science

1500-1599 _ agriculture
_ economics _ literature

_ sculpture
—.1600-1699 -Y. architecture --education military 

_ social/
__X_ 1700-1799 — art

— engineering _ music humanitarian
_}__ 1800-1899 — commerce

— exploration/settlement _ philosophy 
_

­theater
_1900- _ communications _ Industry

_ politics/government 
_ transportation

Invention
_ other (specify)

Specific dates Builder/Architect

check: Applicable Criteria: A B C D
and/or

Applicable Exception: A B L D E F G

.Level of Significance: national _state _ local

Prepare both a summary paragraph of significance and a general statement of history and
support.

The significance of the Edward Chiswell Farm is attributable
to its unique design and development and its association with
Edward Chiswell, a noted Civil War veteran and a prominant
farmer. The farm is representative of the area's cultural,..
economic and social evolution since the early efghteenth century.
Additionally, the house is reflective of numerous architectural.
and building practices that were popular over a period exceeding
120 years.

History and Support.

The recorded history of the farm began in 1729, when John
Allison and William Caster were granted a patent for 300 acres,
called "Allison's Adventure." During Allison's ownership, more
land was purchased, called "Resurvey of Allison's Adventure" and
"The Whole Included." In 1768, Allison sold all but 190 acres- to.
relatives. He died the following year, leaving everything to his
wife, with specifications as to whom would receive his
possessions after her death. In 1772, Allison's son, Hendry, who
had inherited the 190 acres, sold the property for 358 pounds to
William Wilcoxen. It is likely that at this time, the site had
several dwellings, outbuildings and farm buildings. Wilcoxen sold
the property to Thomas Cooley in 1782. The State of Maryland tax
assessment made in 1783 shows Thomas Cooley owning this land on
which there was a log dwelling and two outbuildings. He. also
owned four slaves. A 1795-1798 assessment shows him owning the
same real estate, 14 slaves and 115 pounds of real. personal
property. After farming the property for 32 years, Thomas Cooley
died in 1814,- leaving - the plantation to his wife and seven
children. His wife occupied the farm until her death in 1825. In
her will, a family graveyard on the property is mentioned.

In 1828, 1829 and 1836, several parcels within the
plantation were sold to Henry W. Talbott,'•a Justice of the Peace

(continued)
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and member of the School Board. Talbott owned four slaves and
farmed over 500 acres of land for thirty years until his death in
1859. Following the terms of--Talbott's will, his son continued to
farm the land until Talbott's wife died, whereupon the property
was sold to Edward Chiswell and his wife Evalina, in 1868.

Edward Chiswell was a fifth-generation resident of the
Poolesville area. In 1862, at the age of 26, he left home to
serve as a second lieutenant in the 35th Battalion, Virginia
Calvary, under his neighbor and relative, Elijah Viers White.
Chiswell was joined by many Montgomery County residents, who were
called "Chiswell's Exiles." In -1864, Chiswell was wounded at
Tom's Brook,, near Strasburg, Virginia, hospitalized in
Harrisonburg and Charlottesville, and furloughed home. However,
he soon returned to his command and in 1865, led a mission to
capture much-needed horses. Chiswell led a group of his men
across the icy Potomac to capture 14 horses from an encampment
near his home in Edward's Ferry. He was wounded again near
Petersburg, Virginia and surrendered at Edward's Ferry in May of
1865. Later that year, he married Evalina Allnut. After
purchasing "Allison's Adventure" in 1868, they raised six
children. Chiswell farmed the property until his death in 1906,
at which time his son Lawrence managed the farm.
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The lAwrenee Whits Farm, bui.l . :t1 2883, lies just outside of
Mckerson, Maryland, on Martinsburg Road. The main house is an ell-shaped
Carpenter Gothic, two and one-halt' storey, centre-gabled frame with German
siding now painted white. The farmhouse has a tin roof, and rests on a
fieldstone foundation. There are three rather elaborate interior brick
chimney stacks and a fourth stack located in the end wall of the West facade.

Three centre windows of the five-windowed main (east) facade are
covered cn the ground floor, by a bracketed cornice porch with bracketed
doric columns set on tall bases. This front porch sits on a brick foundation
gated by wooden lattice work painted green. The double-hung sash windows
have four lights and are hung vith Wooden shutters painted green. The central
gable has an arched window which is repeated on either side of the main section
of the farmhouse.

A bracket ed-oornice bay window, with square medallion decorations
similar to those of the front porch, has been added an the north facade.

The south facade is characteritetd by an elaborate two tiered veranda
with square columns. The ground floor balustrade is made tip of plain lathe-
cut spindles, while the second storey tier is composed of elaborately cut-
out patterned spindles. There are three windows and two doors on each
floor leading to the veranda. The ground floor railing of the balustrade
is pierced by two flights of stairs which lead down to the lawn.

The north facade has the same central gable with arched window as the
main and south facades. The second story has four double hung sash windows
with four lights Which are hung with green wooden shutters. The ground
floor has four windows, two of which have been altered from the original
plain. The ground floor window closest to the main facade is now a
three sided bracketed bay, the "kitchen" window has been shortened into
a casament window with twelve lights.

The west facade has been noticeably altered. Some attempt has been
made to repair or reside, and the architrave and surrounding trim of the
doorwny have been removed. There is some evidence that a small porch has
been reeaoved.

. In plan. the ell-shaped body is divided in half by a hall which
runs the length of the farmhouse. Entering from the front door in the
main (east) firing, two rooms open off the hLllway. On the left a parlor,
with a fireplace directly to tha right. of the doorway. The mantlepiece
is of carved wood which is -painted obits. The floors have been stained a
dark brown. The staircase in the main hall leads to the second storey.
It lies along the north wall of the hallway, curving around to the
south at the second floor level. The spindles are-elaborately turned and
are made of a dark wood. The wooden trim is decorated with a wave-cut
pattern and printed white. To the right of the mainataircase is another
parlor or living room with a projecting fireplace. The fireplace mantle is
carved with a subtly less ornate decoration and is also. painted white.
A large patch of linoleum coveres the floor. A door in the vest wall
leads directly into another room. This roam has a floor-to-ceiling bay
window in the north wall. A projecting stone fireplace in the west wall
has been blocked off and equipped with a "modern" gas heater.Between the

CONTINUE 014 SEPARATE SHEET IF NE ESS'ARY
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fireplace and the north wall is a 1;--re cupboard with two sets of
double doors. A door in thm 1"ft.-ivind-side of the west w-6-1 leads into
the hallway to the kitchen. The )r,tc-en is tiled with a brown. and
beige Aare patterned linoleira. "11he fire pace is surrounded by smoothed
stones not in a rusticated pattern. The sinks, stove, cupboards and storage
areas on the north wall are a?1 white-enameled metal and were, judging
from the style of cabinets, range-and pulls, probably installed in the
19509s. At the same time th® kiteh-n window on that wall was shertened
to accommodate the new appliances and given a shellaced pine trim.
A door in the west wall leads to a fieldstone staircase. Another in the
south wall leads to the covered veranda.

At the head of the stain staircase is a doorway. To the right the
stairs climb another two steps and lead to a hallway. To the left of the
staircase a landing curves around to two bedrvams. The bedroom on the
south side of the farmhouse is equipped with a fireplace in the north
wall on the right of the doorway. The fireplace has a carved wooden
mantle, but it has been blocked up and fitted with an enameled ventilator.
A tome-built wooden closet a%tends between the fireplace and the west wall
of the room.

Across the landing is ,the entrance to another large bedroom.This
roan has a fireplace on the south wall by the doorway which has also bean
shut up. A narrow home-wade wooden closet rests against the west wall.

The long hallway to the ri&.t of the main staircase leads to tine
bathroom and two other bedrooms. The bathroom is tiled in small White
tiles and is equipped with a shoari!r-bath, toilet and sink. A small home-made
wooden corner closet sits between the east and north falls by the bathroom
window. The two back bedrooms are similar to the other bedrooms. to

A small box staff-sway directly behind the slain stairway leads.•the
attic and basement.

The basement/oellar foundation is stone; a partition wall of
brick divides the room into two.

The attic is also divided into two spaces by a ssries of slanted
wooden supports which run from attic floor to the pitched roof. The
attic is lit by the arched windows of the east wing. The two chimney stacks
of this east wing attic a'tslanted on a sharp diagonal, I suppose in order
to achieve the centered effect given on the exterior.

To the west of the main house is a small Carpenter Gothic. This
structure is one roar deep with a saltbox addition at the rear. The front
of the building is characterized by a narrow central window with double-
hung sash and a narrow doorwAy covered by a rudimentorally Gothieised
porch. The siding on this structu-e is hoard and batten painted white.
The building has a double hx g sae!: window with eight lights on both
the north and south wa11s. There is a chimney 

in 

the vest wall and a
tin roof. A white picket fnnce nuns along the north side of the building.

Another small saltbot one-roam structure rests on the south side
of this small building. This one-rocm structure is made of eemtint blocks.

n4-6-
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Just to the south of the sma ' Gethic Carpenter is a log, "oke-
house with stone chin)dne- Pehind Av%d to the south of the sm;kehouse
Is a derelict kitchen garde-i.

Across the south lawn, and :.o the south of t:he main fitrrshouse, are
two other small houses. Both are+ emt-stor9 wooden buildings with shingled
roofs. Both are a modified ell-rhape in plan.

The first of there, directly across fray the main house, has a
covered entrance porch at grvind le-Tel supported by two square cut posts.
The fain doorway leads from the center of the porch. The "boat" of the
all is pierced by double hung sash windows,with twelve lights, on the
north and west walls of the building.

The house directly behind this building is fenced round by a
wooden and wire fence whose gate opens from the south lawn. It also
is a modified ell-shape with pitched roof.

Across a small field, behind the grouping of house and outbuildings,
is a large bank barn. In plan an extended ell-shape, the bank barn has
a stone foundation-and vertical vooden siding.The amain boot of the an
is a hay loft and root cellars, the long vertical wing provides stabling
for cows and horses.The barn is banked on the north facade, with two
sliding doors centrally positioned. The silo in the joint ends of the
barn is a later addition. There are: louvered openings in the stone• foundation
to vent the cellars. The upper leTP-1 of the barn is vented by metal
air ducts in the roof.

Another barn: and silo syste►i -it on the north of this barn
across a yard and dirt road. but 1 was unable to gain access to this
area. The barn looks like a 20th cvpntury addition, probably built
around 1920.
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PERIOD AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE -- CMECK AND JUSTIFY BELOW

—PREHISTORIC —ARCMEULWY -PRE NISTORIC _COMMUNITY PLANNIN+i _LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE

_1400.1499 —ARCHEOLOGY-HISTORIC _CONSERVATION _.LAW

—1900.1999 —AGRICULTURE _ECONowtr _UTER.ATUR!

_1800.1899 ARCHITECTURE _EDUCATION _MILITARY

1700.1799 —ART _ENGINfIRING —AILISI:

lima-1899 COMMERCE _EXPLCRATIONiSV Ti ZWENT _*HILO'SOPNY

1900- COMMUNICATIONS ,_INDUiTRf ___P0L!'tCT:•GJ'iERNMENT

_INVE~'

SPECIFIC DATES c~ 1B83 BUILD[RlAPCH'1TECT

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

_RELIGION

_SCIENCE

—SCULPTURE

_SOCIAL1H VMANITAR:AN

_THEATER

_TRANSPORTATION

_OTHFII ISPE CIFY,

As recognized by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the
"cultural and Historic heritage of the Natbn" is represented by the typical
as well as the unusual. The Lawrence white Farm, builtc1883, is significant
for its historic associations with the development of the Dickerson area
in particular, and as a typical example of the ristary of farming in West
Montgomery County in general. In addition. the White Farmhouse is of
architectural significance as an excellent example of the late 19th century
Carpenter Gothic style which became so ubiquitous to farming in Feral America
that it gave rise to the tern: American Gothic.

From its construction in c1883, thru its development as a grain
producing farm in the late 13.80•s, t'le hardships engendered by the Crash
of 1929, its expansion in 1933 to a dairy farm and private park, and its
present use as a County sludge refir^ry, the farm presents a micrososm
of the opportunities and vic.ssitudes of farming in 19th and 20th century
Montgomery County.

In 1883, Benjamin White separated 250 acres from his home farim,Inverness,
part of the historic Eleven Brothers and Mt. Carmsl tract, and gave them to
his son Lawrence A. White, along with 1395 head of livestock. Benjamin White
was the eight generation of his family to live in Maryland. His "Unger son
Mansfield and his grandson rlellstood all farmed the plantation.

The Tax Assessment Records of the 3rd district show Lawrence White
was taxed on $3400 worth of Improvements to the farm, such a large sum
probably indicated the cost of the farmhouse. Lawrence White married
Annie Belt (of the Belt Plantation Belts) in 1883, and the ereation..of
the farmmsite in that year probably represents Lawrence•s share of his
patrimony* His younger brother was to inherit Inverness.

Lawrence White, his wife, and seven children raised wheat, corn,
sheep and ,silk cows from 1853 until his retirement in 1919. Prior to 1840,
West Montgomery County farms were primarily tobacco farms; the inevitable
soil depletion caused a sharp decline in productivity from 1840-1845.
In 1845 Iguana fertilizer was introduced into the area and farmers advised
to concentrate on grain production. lbft opening of the Dickerson Railroad
Station in 1873.increased the eccnmic feasibility of grain and beef
production. Boyd13 History cf v"pnt,g=irZ Co= t describes Dickerson as
"....land well cleared and clay soil; values at from thirty to fifty
dollars per acre. Under goad cultivation. and yielding 35 bushels of
Wheat, 40 of Corn, 1000 of Tobacco ar.1 two tons of Flay per acre." (1879 edition`
In concentrating on~ain production. Lawrence White and his gamily Were
in the msainstre= ofK9%tgome-v County farrirg cm. ;mitt'.

CONTINUE ON SEP. RY.TE 'SHEET 1.r NSCFSS :^Y 4~J
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The farmstead &ang.a hands 191; ape. 3n 1927 when George and
Mabel Furzer bought the fat-n. In t:•o a&rlly 193o'a, the Furzers, like mam
roe rican farmers, ran into diffic•:Utios in the depressed economic situation.
and the farm was sold for default c,f mortgage at public auction in 19329
when Walter Matthews bought. 1t frr 4,7,510.00. Walter Matthews typifies
the concept of the American farmer as entrepreneur. lware,of the problems
inherent in the farming o: a cash crop subject to the vagaries of climate,
Ma1thews expanded the farm into a dairy farm and delivered milk as far
as Washington, D.C. In 1935 Matthews converted part of the farm into a
private park (imam as Linden Park) and built a bandstand. His family
Were members of the PoolesTille Band and they often gathered in the park
for picnics and celebrations.

Apart from its historic associations. the White Farmhouse is a
beautiful example of the Carperir Gothic Architectural Style made popular
in the second half of the nineteenth century by architectural pattern
books such as A.J. Dawning's Ar"tscture of Country Houses (1850),
Calvert Vaux's Villas 1Wd Cott{ges (1857), and John itiddell's Arc!~itectural
Desirns for riodel Country Resid,onces (1864). Indeed, the design of the
White farmhouse greatly resembles Design xV from Dawning's "Country Hocuses"
titled Design for a Bracketed Farmhouse of Wood. These books Were addressed
to the house owner, rather than the builder, and discussed the underlying
philosophy of design as well as providing models.

Dawning's lengthy discussion of successful farmhouse design forms
the basis of subsequent writings. Ve etnmerates the essential elements
of farmhouse house design and includes
1) extended space on the ground, expressing local fitness and an intimate

relation with the soil it stands on;
2) ample proportions and a simple, domestic feeling;
3) the additions of a porch, a veranda and a bay window ... "as they are

significant of real and refined utility..."
4) a high pitched roof; and
5) at least one large living roam convenient to the other apartments.

As indicated is the Description of the Lawrence White Farm, it incoporates
all of these elements as if fol*ing the guidelines set down by Dawning's
pattern book. Dwaning estinated st of Design IV to be $2.000.00. Tax
Assessment Records for the White Farm show the Improvements of 1883 to be
$3400.00, a figure close to Dawning's estimate.

Alterations to the farm are few, and are in keeping with the style
of the farmhouse. The pr,.perty consists of six outbuildings beside the
farmhouse; a log smokehouse contemporary with the main house, three small
cottages, and two barns. One of the barns, that Rituated behind the main
house, is an example of a bank bar;, once popular in Montgomery County
and now rare. Bank barns were built by Slicing out a msall amount of
earth from a hillside and bnildinq directly into the hillside. This provide,!
the farmer with an easy access to the threshing floor.
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The Lawrence White Farm is situated directly off of the only
section of Martinsburg Road to.remain a single-lane, stone fenced
roadway. 1lthongh not a part of the nominated property, Martinsburg
Road enhances the visual perception of the White fart as an historic
site. The single-lane roadway illustrates two distinct phases in
Maryland transportation systems. The first phase vas that of state
built roads granted the farmera of the state to provide access to
mills and transport centers such as the C & 0 Canal and B&0 Rail
Lines. The second phase was the system of one-lane paved roads
built in the early years of automobile traffic. The single-lane
roadway has become virtually extinct in Maryland.

The Laurence White Pam, situated on this rural roadway, With
its cluster of outbvildings and barns provides a unique example of
the self-sufficient farmstead of the 19th and 20th century.

2
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7. Description RoalN9 Survey No. M: 14-38

Condition Check one Check one
— excellent _ deteriorated _ unaltered _X_ original site
_L good — ruins _ altered _ moved date of move

fair — unexposed

Prepare both a summary paragraph and a general description of the resource and its
various elements as it exists today.

Rolling Ridge is an outstanding example of late-eighteenth
century vernacular Georgian architecture. Built around 1790, the
house reflects a style and form common to the Tidewater region of
Virginia and Southern Maryland, but rare in Montgomery County.
The 1 1/2-story dwelling and its associative farmland are
situated on three parcels totalling approximately 300 acres. The
house itself is located nearly 1000 feet north of the Brink Road
right-of-way, immediately west of the Town of Laytonsville
corporate limits.

The main house is 1 1/2 stories tall, with a gabled, slate
tile roof. It is constructed of brick, laid up in a common bond
and painted brick-red. Distinguishing features of .the house are
the large, paired interior chimneys at each gable end. While the
original portion of the house is five bays wide and three deep, a
one-story kitchen ell has been added on the east elevation. A
large porch has been added across .the main (south) facade, and
another, smaller porch is centered on the rear elevation.

The main facade faces south, and is five bays wide, with a
central entranceway. The entrance features a large panelled dor
in a "double cross" design and a four-pane transom overlight.
Flanking the entrance on each side are two 9/6 sash windows, with
added shutters. All of the openings on the first level are capped
with soldier coursing, which is mostly obscured by the porch
ceiling. The raised porch, which is rapidly deteriorating, is
supported by four Doric columns, with painted wood railings on
the sides and outer bays. Also partially obscured by the porch is
a two-course cornice, in which the bricks of the lower course- .
have been laid at a diagonal, providing an unusual decorative
element. The porch is a later addition - probably built in the late
nineteenth or early twentieth century, when the Colonial Revival
style was popular. Prior to this, another, smaller porch existed,
which spanned the three central bays. The front roof is pierced
by two dormers - each with 6/6 sash windows and open-pediment.
faces. Like the main roof, the roofs and sides of each dormer
are clad in slate.

The side elevations feature the most distinguishing
architectural elements.of the house - the paired, interior gable-
end chimneys. The chimneys are set flush with the exterior wall
rise to a height which surpasses the ridgeline. Each stack is
topped with a simple, two-course square cap. Both gable ends
feature a pair of shuttered 6/6 sash windows on the upper level

(Continued)
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between the chimneys. On the west elevation, there is a single
9/6 sash window on the first level, located toward the front of
the house. There is also a small basement window at the ground-
line. The east elevation has been altered by the addition of a
one-story kitchen ell with clapboard siding. It has been painted
red to match the brick. This addition is topped with a low-slop-
ing hip roof, and has an enclosed entrance portico on its east
face.

The rear elevation features a porch addition which spans the
three central bays, similar to the earlier front porch. This
porch was enclosed during the mid-twentieth century and is now a
sunroom. Flanking the porch on the lower level are single 9/6
sash windows. The rear roof face is pierced by three dormers,
which are similar to those in front in that they have open-pedi-
ment faces and are roofed and sided with slate. The two outer
dormers are likely to be later alterations, as they are larger
and have paired sash windows. The central dormer is identical to
those on -the front roof face.

The interior of the original potion of the house is laid out
in a symmetrical design, typical of Georgian architectural form.
On the first floor, a central hall connects the front and rear
entrances and is flanked on either side by two rooms — each with
its own fireplace. This floorplan is matched on the second story.
In all, the four chimney stacks serve ten interior fireplaces -
one in each room, one in the kitchen ell and one in the basement.
Access between the main part of the house and the kitchen
addition is through a single doorway in the east parlor.

There are several outbuildings on the site. The most
prominent is an extremely dilapidated novelty-sided bankbarn with
a mortise-and-tenon frame. It is possible-that this structure
once served as a tenant's house, but it is -now uninhabitable,
with the entire north end having collapsed in on itself. A one
story garage addition is attached to the south end of this barn.
Adjacent to the barn, on the east side, is a small frame storage
shed, which is also in poor condition. To~the east of the house
is.a small brick structure, possibly a smokehouse. To the north,
behind the main house, are the foundation remains of another large
barn, lost to arson during the Jones' occupancy.
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Evidence remains of the once-substantial formal landscaping
surrounding the house. The house is sited at the end of a long
approach drive, lined with substantial locust trees, and
terminated with a circular turn-around. The house is
strategically framed with boxwoods and small flowering trees,
which enhance its surroundings and obscure the kitchen ell.
Evergreen shrubs and hedges further define the turn-around and
the surrounding yards.



8. - Significance Survey No. 14:3$

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below
_ prehistoric — archeology-prehistoric _ community planning — landscape architecture _ religion

_ 14011-1499• _ archeology-historic — conservation _ law — science
—1500-1599 X agriculture _ economics _ literature _ sculpture-

culpture--1600-1699-1600--1699architecture , education — military 
_ social/ s -

1700-1799 — art
—1800.-1899 commerce

_ 

engineering
_, exploration/settlement

— music
— philosophy _

humanitarian
theater

_ 1900- — communications — industry — politics/government — transportation
_ 

invention
_ other (specify)

Specific dates c. 1790 Builder/Architect

check: Applicable Criteria: A B _C D

and/or
Applicable Exception: A B C D E F G

Level of Significance: national- state local

Prepare both a summary paragraph of significance and a general statement of history and
support.

S. SIGNIFICANCE

The significance of Rolling Ridge is attributable to several
factors. Architecturally, the house reflects a style which is
extremely rare in this part of the state - a Georgian vernacular
more common to the Tidewater regions of southern Maryland and
Virginia. Despite its recent lack of maintenance, the house is in
fair condition, and its integrity_ is generally intact, having
experienced few major alterations. It is one of the earliest
farmsteads in Laytonsville, a community which developed primarily
due to the richness of the surrounding farmland. Because Rolling
Ridge has been actively and continuously farmed since the late .
eighteenth century, it has been instrumental in the growth and
prosperity of the town. Throughout its existence, the farm has.-...
maintained an association with some of the area's most prominent--
families, including those recognized as being among - the founding.
families of Laytonsville - the Gaithers, the Griffiths, the Riggs
and the Warfields.

History and Support.

Rolling Ridge was built around 1790 by Robert Ober, a former
New Englander and prosperous Georgetown merchant of English
descent. The form of the house is reflective of a vernacular
Georgian style sometimes referred to.as the "Tidewater Style."
This building type is extremely rare in Montgomery County and is
most commonly found in the southern portions of Maryland and
Virginia, where early development was dependent on the Chesapeake
Bay and its navigable rivers. The most telling connection between
Rolling Ridge and the Tidewater architecture is the existence of
the paired interior gable-end chimneys. The bold height of the
stacks is a common design element of Colonial architecture
throughout the Chesapeake region. Other connections are evident
in the emphasis on symmetry and proportion, the plain wall
surfaces (minus the added shutters) and flush trim, the smooth

(continied)
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gable ends and the monumentality of its siting as the culmination
of a long treelined approach drive.

Robert Ober married Catharine Tenney, also of New England,
the daughter of Dr. Samuel Tenney, Surgeon General during the
Revolutionary war. Ober was recognized as an influential and
loyal supporter of the United States during the War of 1812.

Martha J. Ober, the daughter of Robert and Catharine, was born in
,1809 and married Elisha Riggs Griffith in 1829. Martha Ober died
in 1833, and Elisha Griffith later married Elizabeth Gaither, the
daughter of Frederick Gaither and his wife Jane.

Robert and Catharine Ober lived on the farm until 1836, when
Rolling Ridge was bought by Robert Warfield, formerly of Howard
County, and a cousin of Edwin Warfield, once Governor of the
state. Eventually, his son, Israel Griffith Warfield (sometimes
called J.G. Warfield) inherited the farm. In 1860, Israel
Warfield married Maria Griffith, the daughter of Elisha and
Elizabeth Griffith. Israel and Maria Griffith had nine children -
four sons and five daughters. One of the daughters, Lena, married
Dr. V.H. Dyson, a popular Laytonsville physician. This couple
built and lived in the house at 7201 Brink Road, on a parcel
immediately east of Rolling Ridge that had been subdivided from
the farm. During the Civil War, Israel Griffith was unable to
fight because he was needed to manage the farm. He was allowed to
purchase a substitute in the Army for $750.00. Also during the
Civil War, one of his sons - Elisha G. Warfield - was allegedly
taken from the house by a Union officer to boost the morale of
his troops and returned shortly thereafter.

An 1886 photo published in the Montgomery County Sentinel
(date unknown, probably mid-1950s) and attributed to the
collection of Elisha G. Warfield, shows the Warfield family in
front of the house. In this photo, the house has been painted
white, with dark shutters. Shutters were also placed on the
dormers, although they appear to be too large. The porch shown in
this photo is smaller than the existing porch, and spans only the
three central bays, similar to the rear porch. A much smaller
kitchen wing with a shed roof is located on the east side and all
windows are 2/2 sash. Another striking difference is the number
of large trees which appear in the front of the house but do not
exist in later photos.
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Soon after the death of Maria Warfield in 1902 at the age of
97, Rolling Ridge was sold to James C. Christopher after having
been in the Warfield family for nearly 70 years. The Christophers,
collateral relatives of the Warfields, remained on the farm until
1933, when it was sold to Mr. and Mrs. John H. Small III.

During the Small's occupancy, Rolling Ridge underwent a
significant amount of change. Mr: Small - a third-generation
landscape architect - was responsible for the extensive

landscaping of the site, much of which is still in evidence.
Included among the many landscaping elements added by Mr. Small
were boxwood mazes,evergreen hedges, flagstone walks, rock gar-
dens and a bowling green. It is also likely that the approach
drive was paved and terminated with the circular turnaround at
this time. The Smalls, who operated a florist business - "Small's
Nursery" - also maintained an extensive perennial garden at the
house. In addition to landscaping, the Smalls also undertook some
restoration work of the house. The exterior walls were painted
brick red to reflect the original color of the brick. In compar-
ing photographs taken in 1936 by the Historic American Buildings
Survey and another published in 1952 by Roger B. Farquhar in his
book, Historic Montgomery County. Maryland, it is likely that the
Smalls were responsible for the elimination of the gable roof on
the kitchen ell (possibly to reduce its visual impact on the main
portion of the house), the replacement of all 2/2 windows with
more appropriate 9/6 and 6/6 windows and the addition of a rail-
ing on the front porch. Mrs. Small decorated the interior of the
house with period antiques to accentuate the Colonial charm of
the interior design. For a time, the house served as an antique
gallery.

During the occupancy of the Smalls, the farm was primarily
used to raise cattle. In 1950, the Smalls, wanting space to raise
a larger herd, left Rolling Ridge for a larger farm in Virginia.
Rolling Ridge was sold to Fred W. and Harriet R. Jones, formerly
of Washington, D.C. The Jones' were known to have diligently
maintained the house and added the pond which lies to the east of
the house. In an effort to protect the property from future
development, the Jones' included the property in the Montgomery
County Agricultural Preservation Program, placing an agricultural
easement on the property. Since the Jones' have passed away, the
house has been occupied by a succession of caretakers, and its
condition has steadily deteriorated. The property'is currently
under the trusteeship of Mr. James Netterstrom.

55
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F. D. Magruder, B. Aug. 1, 1815, D. (1-24-1864. tained about 200 acres of lan.l was sold by the
Blessed are the dead who die in the Lord, for heirs of Fletcher Magruder to Jacob Oland of
they rest from their labor and their works do- Frederick County who brought a large fancily
follow them." to Montgomery. Oland was an excellent farna-

It is reliably stated that Fletcher AfagrnderIs or, and his sons are among the hest in the emnity
third venture into the sea of matrimony, not---of their adoption. The father died in 1920, and
long before his death, was only a short time af- the sons carried on the home place for tlae
ter the death of his second spouse. This time he mother.
married Martha Lumsden, who out-lived him a In 1938 Mrs. Oland sold the farm to Malcolin
dozen years. One of the distant 'Magruder H. Whitey of Washington, who is the present
cousins was a pallbearer at Martha (Lumsden) owner. She moved into a pleasant new hunga-
Magruder's funeral about 1912, and followed low on the highway near Sunshine. Mr. and Mrs.
her remains on a long railroad journey to White left the old stone mansion intact with its
Georgetown to lay them beside her husband memories and built a handsome Colonial type
buried there. brick house on an elevation above the old house.
About 1898 the old plantation which then con- It has extensive views.

Rolling Ridge
ilk: unusually picturesque house shown
Isere is located in the western edge of
the town of I.aytonsville. The type of

four-chimney house, very rare in Montgomery
County, is quite common in the tidewater area
of Maryland. It was built about 1790 by Robert
Ober, a prosperous merelcant of Georgetown.
Ober was of English descent and married

Catharine Tenney, a daughter of Dr. Samuel
Tenney, Surgeon General in the Revolutionary
War. They had both come from New England
and settled on the farm until it passed to the
Warfield family. Ober was known to have been
an influential and loyal supporter of the United
States in the War of 1812.
A daughter of Robert and Catharine was

Martha J. Ober, born November, 1809. In 18x9
she married Elisha Riggs Griffith who was born
in .Tune, 1805. Me rtlia 0. Griffith died in 1833,
and Elisha Griffith married Elizabeth Gaither
who was a daughter of Frederick and Jane
(Gacrtrell) Gaither. A daughter of this last-
named couple, Maria G. Gaither, born in 1838,
was married in 1860 to Israel Griffith Warfield.
Durinb the Civil War, as Israel G. Warfield,

Sr., was needed on the farm, lie was allowed to
purchase a substitute in the Army, which he did
for $750.
When Israel G. Warfield was four years old

hi. father, Robert Warfield of Howard Countv,

bought Rolling Ridge Farm in 18:36 an;l moved
to Montgomery County. In due time Israel
Warficld inherited the farm. Israel and Muria
Warficld had nine children. One daughter,
Lena, became the wife of Dr. V. H. Dyson wlat►
was a life-long resident of tic neighborhoutI and
a revered physician. They lived in a ponce on
the farm within the edge of the village of 1,aay-
tonsville. Another daughter, Elizabeth, mar-
ried F. C. Webb of Washington. She flied in
September, 1942.
One of the four sons died before maturity.

When the three remaining became of age, their
father called them together and announced:
"Now that you are grown it is time for you
to go out and make your own way in the world.
This farm of 250 acres cannot properly support
such a large family."
Robert C. Warfield, the oldest, went to Raalti-

more, learned dentistry, and practiced that pro-
fession for forty-seven years in Rockville from
1889 to 1936. Another son, Israel Griffith War-
field, Jr., practiced dentistry for many years in
Gaithersburg and died a number of years 11.-0.
The third son, Elisha G. Warfield, living at t lac
age of 84, is a retired paint manufacturow in
New Jersey.
An interesting incident involves Elisha G.

Warfield, the only one living of this largia family
to tell the tale, which he heard from the lips of
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his own mother. A large detaclnnclit of Union
soldiers was encamped oil the farm not far from
the house. Elisha was in his crib on the front
jim-ch. Iie was seven months old at the time.

11ulther was sitting; nearby. It was about
ten :1.m. An officer walked up to the porch,
1►ieked up the baby without 11 word, and quietly
walked away with the infant. The mother was
1111pi1rently too terrified to protest. About noon
the officer brought Elisha back, put him in the
crib, wid explained to the mother, "The boys
4ave been away for so long they are pretty.
ilo11uesick, and a visit from that little babe made
:110111 a bit happier." Elisha's father never
earned the name of the kind officer who bores
ro%►•ed his small son to give a lift to the morale
A tTi6 troops.
The Warfields owned the place for nearly

:ev(-nty years when it was sold to James C.
.1hristopher a year or so after the death of
Maria Griffith Warfield in 1903. Collateral rela-
iVes of the prec•ading family, the Christophers,
'(1111ili11ecl until 1933. Shortly after they left, the
)hwe with 230 acres of rich land was sold to
\,l l•. and 11rs. Jolnl If. Small III.

I'll(- bricks in the house have been restored•
c. their original red color, the four chimneys
erve tell fireplaces, although a modern beating
ystenl leas been installed: The interior of the
souse during the ownership of Mr. and Mrs.
mial1 was filled with period antiques,—ail
ntillue museum. Old pine floors, panelled doors,
ngiiial mantels and all the charm of the co-
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lonial days, remained iu the beautiful interior
decorated by firs. Small.
The center ]fall leads to the formal box .Ind

flower gardens in the rear. Oil each side of the
hall are two rooms, each with fireplaces. The
second floor rooms match those on the first
floor; _--
On the outside the shine harmony of arrainge-

'nient prevails. Air. Sniall, of the third gencrit-
tion.of master craftsmen in the pleasant art of
landscape architecture, added his touch. Box
mazes, evergreen ]ledges, flagstone walks, rock
gardens and a "bowling green" add to the
delight of visitors to this very attractive farm.

Ili August 1951 the farm was purchased by
Fred W. Jones of ̀ Vashiugton, the Smalls hav-
ing moved to a 1,240 sere estate near Gordons-
ville, ̀  I1•gYlllill.
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'I'Iris picture, taken in a more gracious era, shows members of the Warfield family, relaxing
in froth of their home, "Rolling Ridge Farm." 'I-he picture was taken around 1886. From
Icft: Lena May Warfield. an unidentified child, Maria Griffith AVarfieldc Dr. V. H. Dyson, (who
111:11 ied Lena A1. Warfield) , Elizabeth Gaither Griffith IvVarfield, (grandmother of 17 children
1 ho (lied at the age of 97 at "Rolling Ridge") , Elizabeth Warfield, and Israel Griffith War-
field.

About noon the officer hrouehl
Elisha back, put him in the crib
and explained to the mother,
"The boys have been away for co
long they are pretty homesick
rind a visit from that little hahe
made them a bit happier." Eli-
sha's father never learned the
name of the kind officer who bor-
rowed his small son to give a lift
to the morale of the troops.
The bricks in the house have heeri

restored to their original red color.
the four chimneys serve ten fire-
places, although a modern heatinc
system has been installed and the
interior of the house, filled with
period antiques is an antique mu-
seum. Old pine floors, paneled
doors, original mantles, and all the
charm of the Colonial days, remain
in the beautifully decorated inte-
rior.
The center hall leads to the for-

mal box and flower gardens in the
rear. On each side of the hall are
two rooms, each with fireplaces.
and the second floor rooms match
those on the first floor.
On the outside the same har-

mony of arrangement prevails. Mr.
Small, of the third genenition of
master craftsmen in the pleasant
art of landscape architecture, hay
added his touch. Box mazes, ever-
green hedges, flagstone walks, rock
gardens and a "bowling green"; all
add to the delight of visitors to this
very attractive "farm".

"Rolling. Ridge," an unnsrcclly Picturesque house in the northern edge of Lnytonsville, 25
;I,,; rnrrth of 11'a01ingwil. was built in 17110 by Robert Ober a prosperous merchant of George-
u. n. 'I his type of "foul. chincney" Ck)lonial brick house is very rare in Montgomery County al-
'111g r rho type is (pike ronnnon in the tidewater area of the State.
Olwr was of Fnglish descent and One of the four soneadied be ore tant cousins of Governor Edwin
arried Catharine Tenney, a maturity. When the three remain- Warfield.
ufihter of Dr. Samuel Tenney,
rgenn General in the Revolu- ing became of age, their father The Warfields owned the place

for nearly seventy years when it
n-ir•y War. They had both come called them together and announc-

was sold to James C. Christopher,
>m e'en• England and settled on ed, "Now that you are grown it is a year or so after the death of
farm until it passed to the time for you to go out and make Maria Griffith Warfield in 1903.

i.rfreld family. Ober was known your own way in the world. This Collateral relatives of the preced-
hnvp heen an influential and farm of 250 acres cannot properly ing fancily, the Christophers, re-

supporter of the United support such a large family." mained until 1933. Shortly after
teFz, in the War of 1812. Robert C. Warfield, the oldest, they left the place was sold to Mr.
'lizabcth Gaither Griffith War- went to-Baltimore and learned den- and Mrs. John H. Small III.
of. the old lady shown in the pie- tistry and actively practiced that During the Civil War, as Israel

111,11-rird Flisba Riggs War- profession for 47 years in Rock- G. Warfield, Sr., was needed on the
d, and the couple came to the Ville from 1889 to 1936. Another farm, he was allowed to purchase
n: in 143). They probably in- son, Israel Griffith Warfield, Jr., a substitute in the Army, which he
its• I it as he was a relative of also practiced dentistry for many did for $750.
ttt•er^. ihsha (lied many years years in Gaithersburg and died a An interesting incident involves
nrn Iho picture was taken. Their number of years ago. The third Flisha G. Warfield (not in the Pic-

Griffith Warflrld, Sr., son, Elisha G. Warfield, still living turel and the only one now living,
?,WI, ,1.11ars "Id when th^v came at the age of 84, a retired paint of this large family to tell the tale

i;lizaheilr liv_ manufacturer in New Jersey, We tivhirh he heard from the lips of his
they,• nor nhmrt w; y~:cr•s, and are indebted .to him for the photo- (,..vn mother. IIo was seven month::
1 :,I the :rge of 97 in 19()2, graph. old at the finis.

1. Sr., marrrird 111arin Grif- All Marylanders know what A large. detachment of Union
third f-emi the left, rind the *v an illustrious tribe the Warfields soldiers was encamped on the farm

rhillren. One daughter, have been and still are in the Old not far from the house. Elisha was
­i;i, rierl Dr. 17. if. Dyson, Free State. They have been suc- in his crib on the front porch; his

c,aq a life-long resident, and cessful lawyers, bankers, emin. mother sitting nearby. It was
i ^nc physician of the neigh- ent soldiers and men of large af. about ten a-m. An officer walked
rend. and they had -a home an fairs and great sportsmen. The up to the porch, picked up the baby
fr"rrt of the farm near the en- Warfield family can . claim one without a word and quietly walked

iI• Bird recently. Another Governor and, we believe, one away with the infant to the camp.
rhwr, Fliznheth, married Mr. beautiful lady, the former R'al- The mother was apparently too ter-

Webb, who is still living in lis Warfield, for whom the King rifled to protest.
of a great Empire gave up his
throne. The Warfields of ''Roll-
in- Ri.;— P-­"_ .. .
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MEMORANDUM

ii4r MARYIAN;O 1.11 TiONA1. GAPi-,AL

Nov

November 9, 1992

Coe

''~' 014799

TO: Bruce Adams, President

CMn`y cal" ca
FRONE A. S. Mlgs Damian, C.F.E.; Director

Department of Facilities and Services

RE: Deliberations on Historic Designation - liawrence White Farm, Dickerson

The PEED Committee has recently recommended to the Council in favor of historic
designation for the County-owned Lawrence White farm, in Dickerson. In anticipation of the
Council's upcoming wodisession an this issue, I would like to erplain and clarify the
position of the County Executive and the Department of Facilities and Services.

You may recall .that, in our testimony at the Council public hearing in September, we argued
against designation of this property on the basis of the estimated cost of repair and
renovation. We also testified that, in our opinion, all buildings but the Gothic Barn were
beyond repair. We were joined in that recommendation by the Sugarloaf Citizens
Association. This is also the recommendation that was made by Mr. Potter in his September
memorandum to the Council on the issue.

The matter of cast should rightly be secondary, in a decision like this, to the more important
factor of historic signifieanm In this case, however, the cost implications of historic
designation are of such magri trade that they deserve full and careful attention.

The $72,000 appropriation that was made for FY 93 did not address the problems we face at
the White Farm. DEP has made this money available to DFS to do what we can. In the Iasi
year, we have fortunately become very adept at stretching limited furtds, but the only
significant work that we are accomplishing with this amount is to stabilize and clear the
vegetation from the stone wall that runs along Martinsburg Road. The stone wall is
identified by the Historic Preservation Commission 'as one of the outstanding historic
resources on the property, and in our estimation, is the only structure which could be

Of icc of the Maxtor, Deparoment of FacHicia and Services

110 Nucth W"hk mn Smec. Third floor, andcviMe, M4rrknd 20850.2299.301/217-1000

Page 2

rOsSOn2lblY Pry for the $72,000-available. We currently area working on the wall andhope that the dollars available will allow us to finish the pmjecL Assuming it does,maintenance dollars should be budgeted and approved for FY 94 and beyond in order to beepthe wall in good condition.

The DFS Maintemnce Division has earefuldy inspected all of the structures on the p gftly.—A 1iw{-a 4U. --..s ........v .....~ . —..~J~J ---.—t— — a1— L..-y s!. -- _.- • - .. -



4

aria a =a U= aawa1, w*cuL wuaa ucww 7i1MPAY wtxsom7e ule nuiunngS anQ prevent n=Cr V

d 6;L The full report and video tape showing existing conditions an all of the q "
structures is eitha attached or on file with the Council. I have summarized the highlights of
4m r report to bring this project into perspective:

The Bank Barn steeds extensive replacement of wood siding, repair of
swuc ft , d damage. repair of severe damage done wee time to the floors,
replacement, of all doors, repair of the roof frame, replacement of corrugated
steel sheets on the roof, repair of the stone foundation and complete scraping
and painting. The attached cow shed has missing columns, side wall framing
and siding. More than 40% of the metal roof panels are missing and would ~
have to be replaced. The building is beyond reps within a reasonable cost in
our opinion.r S ̂ f

L
The Gothic Barn needs extensive repairs to the custom preformed metal roof,
replacement of all ventilators, repair of structural wall cracks, replacement of
the silo roof, and scraping and painting of the exterior. Please keep in mind
that this building is four stories tall and has 33 windows.

Scraping and painting, which must be done to protect the buildings from
deterioration, would be a major project by itself. The two barns have a
combined exterior surface of nearly 1 arse.

The Tenant Arose nods extennsive repairs to the roof, siding and the
foundation of the house. The concrete addition to the house has serious I
structural cracks, is beyond reasonable repair, and should be. demolished. I I
Scgping and painting of the exterior is needed.

The I= Smokehouse has been damaged by fire. Several logs must be
replaced. The foundation is weak, and needs repair in some places, U
replacement in others. The roof needs extensive repair.

The above includes only work that is necessary to prevent further deterioration of the
struchues,_ and _d= only _to_those structures deemed outstanding resources_by the HPC. Our

:estimate of the expense required rou_stabilize_thE GottuC'Ban`t alone is 3100.000._Flease

wow
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understand that, as high as that figure may appear, it allows only $14 per square foot of
interior floor space in the barn. In order to go beyond stabiIintina and prepare the building
for someproductive . we would need more than $306,000 and~pediaps as moth as
~Uwl000 - depending an our findings as the work progressed.

To provide-stabilisation of all the structures considered outstanding by the HPC, a minimum
'of_3450,000 to 3554,000 of additional ittnds will be required in our FY 94 Operating Budget.
Stabilization would hold off deWd-MatiOli for only a abort period of time. It is a temporary
solution at-best._it allows 

p -
some-time.-to-plan, but is-not-in-itself-an answer. Actual

reswration of the entire farmstead would be a. frill-fledged capital eject that Could easily nm
CwedI above S2. million.:

In Mr. Potter's September memorandum to the Council, and in my subsequent testimony at
the bearing, we committed our resources to funding a private sector individual or group with
the willingness and wbarwithal to assume responsibility for the repair of these structures in
exchange for their use. That plan has not changed We have;, in fact, received proposals
from individuals interested in the use of the atone house which adjoins the farm. None of
those individuals have expressed any interest in nor ability to assume responsibility for ft.
farm structures. Earlier this year, the Bethesda Center for Excellence (which sponsors the
U.S._ whitewder olympic team) proposed to take over mainwaanee and use of the stone
house. and explore renovation and reuse of the barns for storage purposes as a long-term
project. More recently, we have heard that there may be interest in the use of the farm
structures by the owner of the Inverness property nearby, and that local churches may be
interested in the use of one of the hams for church sevices. We plan to investigate and
exhaust these and any other possible reuse altemadves for these buildings.

The; degme to which the buildings and surrounding areas could be changed, and the nature of
the ruateaials that could be used in renovations, and the manner in which the renovations
could be carried out all hinge on the outcome of the historic designation issue. 11iistorza
designation will limit and restrict our options with respect to the reuse of the site. Historic
ration will hinder, and not improve, our chances of finding a productive reuse for these
buildings. For this reason, and bemuse of Cie substantial budget pressures that it would
bring, and the fact that all buildings other than the Gothic Barn are beyond repair within a
treasonable cost, we are gill opposed to historic designation of time buildinSL
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Please fed free to contact me should you need additional information or have any questions
on the above. I would also be pleased to organize a visit to the site for co mcilmembers, if
you believe it would be of help. I do hope that you take the oppor mity to look at the video
tape that will show conditions that presently cdsL Thank you for your consideration.

i
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Attachment
i
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cc: Count lmembm
Derek Befte
Nancy Daoek
Gail Ewing
W'dHam Hanna.

j Betty Ann Kmbnke
Isiah Leggett
Marilyn Pzaimer
Michael Subin

Graham Norton, D CYr
William Hussman, CAO
Neal Potter, CE
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WARD
BUCHER
,&RCH ITECT
1744 Corcoran Street N.W.
Washington DC 20009
(202) 387-0061

May 2, 1992

Mr. Aron Trombka
Division of solid Waste Management
Executive office Building
Rockville MD 20850-2589

Mr. Greg Africa
Maryland Environmental Services
2020 Industrial Drive
Annapolis MD 21401

Dear Mr. Trombka and Mr. Africa:

I have enclosed the cost estimate for th
stabilize the structures 'at the Matthews
Maryland. The cost estimate completes
Stabilization Report.

e work recommended to
Farm in Dickerson,

this portion of the

The cost estimate line items are grouped in the same order as the
comments in Section VIII. of the Stabilization Report. The letters
after each line item refer to the recommendations which are
included in the report for each building. Please note item no. 11,
General Conditions, which are costs which are in addition to the
work at any particular building.

The following alternates were priced separately for MES
consideration:

1. Bank Barn roof painting: Galvanized corrugated Woofing cannot
be painted during the first year after installation without
special preparation.

2. Cow Shed Silo repairs: Further investigation has revealed
repairs which are not included in Section VIII may, be
required at the concrete .at the base of the silo.

The repair of approximately 200 linear feet of the drylaid stone
wall on the north side of the road has been priced. If the length
of the wall repaired is increased, the unit cost will decrease.

The replacement of a missing door at the upper level of the Gothic
Barn was not priced. The cost estimate includes the cost of
temporarily closing this opening.
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WARD BUCHER ARCHITECT

Trombka, Africa, May 2, 1992 Page 2

This is a cost estimate and not a contractor's bid. The cost
estimate is bawd on average labor and material costs in the local
area at the time it was prepared. Market conditions may vary and
the actual scope of the work may increase due to unforeseen and
hidden conditions. Therefore, we recommend that a contingency of
20% be added to the individual line items for budgeting purposes.

I have also enclosed revised specification pages which respond to
the comments made by Richard Diemer in his letter dated March 24,
1992. The revised sections include Demolition and Cleaning,
Fencing, Masonry Restoration, Painting, and Wood Doors .and Door
Hardware. I have incorporated all of the suggestions, with the
exception of requiring a master carpenter for hanging the barn
doors. it is my opinion that the level of quality needed for this
work does not justify the expense of a master carpenter. However,
I have no objection to adding this requirement if the County
requests it. Please substitute the revised pages for the ones
originally included in the specifications.

The information contained in this report is correct to the best of
our knowledge and belief.

Yours Very Truly,

Ward
CHE ARCHITECT,

cher, A.I.A.

Enclosure

cc: Gwen Marcus, MNCPPC
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!

SCHEDULE OF VALUES _
..

PROJECT: MATHEWS FARM
STABILIZATION

,

!

FOR ESTIMATING PURPOSES ONLY APRIL 24, 1992

! Item Description of Work !Scheduled ; Breakout ! Add ;
N0• ; Value ; Items !Alternates '
A

! 

E
! C D

i

E 
!

! 1 !GOTHIC EARN: ! $34,378
! 

to

!

$0
secure & stabilize (A-G,P) ! $0 ; $4,548 ; $0
interior stabilization (M) ; $0 ! $2,045 ; $0 ;
roof repairs (I) $0 ; $1,275 ; $0
silo roof (N) ; $0 ; $3,500 ; $0
painting (J) ; $0 ; 58,050. ; $0 ;
Painting (K) ; $0 ; $11,710 ; $0 '

+ 

Painting (L) ; $0 ; $3,250 $0 ;
!TRACTOR SHED: ; $11,057 ; $0

i

$0
!

; secure & stabilize (A,D,E,G); $0 ; $5,125 ; $0 ;
roof repairs (8) ; $0 ; $3,162 ! s0 ;
painting (F) ; $0 ; $2,770

;

$0
! 3 !BANK BARN: $30,463 ! s0 $0 !

!

secure & stabilize (A-I.,M,N); $0 ; $7,455 ; $0 ;
! roof repairs (J.K) ! $0 ; $8,605 ; $0

!

; interior stabilization (L) ; $0 ; $3,495 ; $0 ;
!

; painting (0) i $0 ! $10,908 $3,350
!. 4 :COW SHED: $22,100

$o

$0'!
secure & stabil. (D-F,J,K,H)! $0 ; $5,330 ; $0 ;
roof repairs (8.0 ; $0 ; $4,690 ; $0
fencing ((A) $o ; $900 $0 ;

! Painting (G,I) ; $0 ; $8,330 ; $0
interior stabilization (L) ; $0 ; $2,850 ; $0 ;

! ! silo sub $0 s0
!

$2,000
! S !BOARD & BATTEN HOUSE:

! 

$11,180 $0 $0

!

! demolition (A)
! 

$0 ! $5,325 ! $0 ;

i

secure & 

stabilize (B,E,F) ! 

$0 ; $2,155 ;

$0 ;

+ + 

painting (C,D)

! 

s0 ; $3,700

! 6

!LOG CABIN:
! 

$5,860

$0

$0

!

! 

secure 

& 

stabilize 

(A,C,D,F)!

$0 ! 

$3,810 ; $0

! roof repairs (8)
! 

so

i 

$1,550 ;

$0 ;

! ! interior stabilization (E) ! 
s0 ; 

$500 ; s0

! 

7 !"L" 

HOUSE:

It 

$545

i 

$0 ;

SO

secure & stabilize (8)
! 

$0 ; $385 ; $0 ;

! ! asbestos testing (A)
; 

$0 ; $160

$0 '

8

!"F" HOUSE: ; 
$705

! 

$0 ;

$0 !

!

! secure & stabilize (B) ; $0 ; 
$545 ;

$0 ;

!

! 

asbestos 

testing (A)

$0

$160 ; $0 ;

! 

9 !SHED: ! $7,052 ! $O
$0 ;

!

! secure & stabilize (A-C,E) ; 
$0 ; $5,665 , so ;

! roof repairs (F)
i 

so ; 

$295 ;

$0

!

! 

interior 

stabilization 

(0) ; 

$0 ! 

$620:.; so ;

painting 

(d)

; 

$0 ; $•472 ; •

'' 

$0 ;
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10 ;SITEWORK: ; $46.615 ; $0 $0
secure & stabilize (A,F,G) $0 ; $1,440 ; $0
remove brush & debris (C) ; s0 ; $2,575 $0

i masonry (9) ; $0 ; $2,600 ; $0
dry laid stone wall (E) ; $0 ; $40,000 * $0

11 ;GENERAL. CONOITIONS: ; $30,593 $30,593 $0
$0 ; $0

s0 i $0 $0

TOTAL $200,545 $200,548 $5,350

ADD ALTERNATES / NOTES!

*Bank earn Roof Painting
*Cow Shed Silo Repairs not specified
*Orylaid Stone wall includes 200 ft. on North side of road



County Council Agenda

® MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
COUNCIL HEARING ROOM, 100 MARYLAND AVENUE, ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850, 301/217-7900, TTY 217-6505

The Council Agenda is subject to change any time after printing or

during the Council meeting. Please contact the Council Office to

obtain current information.

As a cost savings nwamm the agendas for On Council meeUngs on
Tuesday, November A Tumday, December 1, and Tuesday, December
8, ate outlined below. Time will not be another mailing for these
ine+Wngs P/eae call the Council Office to obtain cutnent inform bon.
On January A 199.E the agenda for January 120 will be mailed.

Tuesday, November 24,1992

9:00 INVOCATION - Father Americo DiNorcia, Christ the King Catholic Church, Silver
Spring

9:05 JOINT PRESENTATION - Proclamation in recognition of Ralph O. Williams, Founder
and Owner of R.O.W. Sciences, Inc., by County Executive Neal Potter and Council
Member Isiah Leggett

9.10 PRESENTATION - Proclamation in recognition of "C-4 Clothes Closet" to Don
Dickson, Colesville Council of Community Congregation, Inc., by Council Member
Derick Berlage

9:15 JOINT PROCLAMATION - "Week of the Family" Proclamation to Harriet Guttenberg,
Chair, Commission on Children & Youth, and Adam Nelson and Alyssa Dunn,
Co-Chairs, Youth Advisory Commission, by County Executive Neal Potter and Council
Member Michael L. Subin

(Knill)

(1) 9:25 CONSENT CALENDAR

A. Introduction - End of Year Transfer for FY92, County Government Operating
Budget: $726,110 (Sherer)

B. Action - Resolution approving State Financing from the Community Development
Administration to the National Foundation for Affordable Housing Solutions for the
Acquisition of Londonderry Towers (Wilson)

C. Action - Confirmation of County Executive appointment to the Commission on
Common Ownership Communities: Nancy M. Jacobsen (Knill)

D. Action - Confrnnation of County Executive appointments to the Mid-County
Citizens Advisory Board: John J Donnelly; Gregory Eisenstadt; Jay Goldman;
Frances M. Goldstein; Judy Clark; Helene Rosenheim; David S. Septoff; Debra D.
Beals (Knill)

E. Action - Confirmation of County Executive appointment to the Commission on
Health: Barbara H. Thompson (Knill)

G. Action - Resolution to establish public hearing on January 12, 1992, at 1:30 p.m.,
regarding $500,000 Supplemental Appropriation for FY93 MCPS Operating Budget,
for Future Supported Projects (Federal, State, or Private funds) (Sherer)



Tuesday, November 24, 1992 (continued)

(1) 9:25 CONSENT CALENDAR (continued)

H. Action - Resolution to establish public hearing on January 12, 1992, at 1:30 p.m., regarding
$117,626 Supplemental Appropriation, FY93 MCPS Operating Budget, for two
intergovernmental personnel assignments from MCPS to the National Institutes of Health
(Federal funds) (Sherer) .

I. Action - Resolution approving Executive Regulation 7-92, Drug Enforcement Forfeiture
Fund (Beninger)

(2) 9:25 ACTION - Resolution to appoint a member of the Board of Appeals (Knill)

(3) 9:30 DISCUSSION - State Legislative Program (Bialek)

10:20 DISTRICT COUNCIL SESSION

(4) A. Introduction - Zoning Text Amendment 92018, to add an automobile sales and service
mall as a permitted use in the C-3 Zone (Wilson)

Action - Resolution to establish public hearing on January 26, 1993, at 1:30 p.m., re above

(5) B. Introduction - Zoning Text Amendment 92019, establishes two new
commercial/residential mixed-use zones (RMX-2C and RMX-3C) (Wilson)

Action - Resolution to establish public hearing on January 26, 1993, at 1:30 p.m., re above

(6) C. Action - Final Draft Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Rolling Ridge, Edward
Chiswell Farm, John Jones Farm, and Lawrence White Farm (Arthur)

(7) D. Action - Consideration of Resolution to Remand Zoning Application

G-672 - Linowes and Blocher, Attorneys for Montgomery Housing Partnership, Contract
Purchasers, request reclassification from the RE-2 Zone to the RT-6 (optional method)
Zone of Property known as Outlot "A" Montgomery Industrial Park Subdivision, located
in the vicinity of the southeast quadrant of Columbia Pike and Industrial Parkway, Silver
Spring, consisting of 4.3806 acres, in the 5th Election District.

(8) E. Actio - Consideration of Applicant's request for Amendment to Schematic Development
Plan (SDP) or Consideration of Oral Argument Request or Consideration of Hearing
Examiner's Report and Recommendation of Local Map Amendment:

G-694 - Miller, Miller, and Canby, Attorneys for Sandy Spring National Bank, Applicants,
request reclassification from the C-1 Zone and R-20 Zone to the O-M (optional) Zone of
Property known as Parcel I, Olney, and Parcel B, Olney Inn Tract, located at 17801 Georgia
Avenue, Olney, consisting of 4.292 acres, in the 8th Election District.
Drainage Basin: Patuxent North

Recommendations: Planning Staff: Approve
Planning Board: Approve
Hearing Examiner: Grant Request for

Amendment to SDP and
application be remanded

(9) F. Action - Damascus Master Plan - Transportation Elements PHED (Orlin)

(10) 12:00 PRESENTATION - Survey of Montgomery County residents concerning the State financial
deficit and its effect on County programs and services, prepared for the Montgomery County
Association of Realtors (Harrigan)

-2-



Tuesday, November 24, 1992 (continued)

12:20. ACTION - Approval of Minutes (Freedman)

12:25 UPDATE - by County Attorney regarding pending litigation

12:30 RECESS

(11) 1:30 PUBLIC HEARING - Bill 39-92, Revenue Authority - Establishment (Faden)

(12) 1:30 PUBLIC HEARING - EBill 43-92, Homestead Property Tax Credit - 1993 Tax Year (Faden)

(13) 1:35 REPORT - on Fiscal Year 1993 Executive Branch budget savings (Farber)

2:45 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Day #32

A. Approval of Legislative Journal (Freedman)
B. Introduction of bills
C. Call of Bills for final reading

(14) i. Bill 2-92, Alarms PS (Beringer)
D. Miscellaneous Business

5:00 ADJOURN

(15) 7:30 PUBLIC HEARING - Silver Spring Central Business District (CBD) Sector Plan
AT M-NCPPC AUDITORIUM, 8787 GEORGIA AVENUE, SILVER SPRING (Wilson)

(16) Memorandum reporting Receipt of Petitions for Council (McGuire)

Tuesday, December 1, 1992

9:00 I WOCATION - The Reverend Ross Forcey, Pastor Emeritus, Resurrection Lutheran Church,
Germantown

9:05 ElXkMON OF COUNCIL OFFICERS

9:35 RECESS

9:45 JOINT PRESENTATION - "Drunk and Drugged Driving Prevention Month" Proclamation to the
National Commission Against Drunk Driving, by County Executive Neal Potter and Council
Member Gail Ewing

9:50 JOINT PRESENTATION - "Kettler Brothers 40th Anniversary" to Clarence Kettler, President
and Chairman of the Board, Julia Beck, Regional Marketing Manager, Kettler Brothers
Incorporated, by County Executive Neal Potter and Council Member Michael L. Subin

9:55 JOINT PRESENTATION - "World AIDS Day" Proclamation to Carol Jordan, Program Manager
and Tina Clarke, Senior Public Health Adviser, STD/HIV Prevention Program, Montgomery
County Health Deparment, by County Executive Neal Potter and Council Member Derick Berlage

10:00 COUN —M CALENDAR CHANGES (Knill)

A. Action - End of Year Transfer for FY92, County Government Operating Budget: $726,110
(Sherer)

B. Action - Confirmation of County Executive's appointments to the Commission on
Hate/Violence: Laura A. Barnitz; William B. Davis; Wanda Jones-Yeatman; Mary C.
McCann (Knill)

-3-



Tuesday, December I (Continued)

.10:00 CONSENT CALENDAR (continued)

C. Action - Confirmation of County Executive appointment to the Commission for
Women: Ann French

D. Action - Confirmation of County Executive appointments to the Housing
Opportunities Commission: John W. Kilty; Barbara Goldberg-Goldman (Knill)

E. Action - Resolution to extend the appointment of the Acting Director of Office of
Public Advocate (Knill)

F. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 31-90, Commercial Use of PEG Channels (Beringer)

10:05 DISCUSSION - State Legislative Program (Bialek)

11:00 ACTION - Approval of State School Construction Program (Orlin)

11:15

A. Action - CIP Amendments re Silver Spring Redevelopment PHED (Wilson)

B.Action - Zoning Text Amendment 92009, Revisions to the Land Uses Permitted in
CBD-0.5 and CBD-1 Zones to allow private educational institution PHED (Wilson)

C. ACTION - Resolution to approve the procedures for the implementation of the
Maryland Planning Act PHED (Michaelson)

12:00 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Day #33

A. Approval of Legislative Journal (Freedman)
B. Introduction of bills

i. Bill 44-92, Development Districts, sponsored by (Faden)
C. Call of Bills for final reading

i. Bill 39-92, Montgomery County Revenue Authority MFP (Faden)
ii. Emergency Bill 40-92, Criminal Justice Coordinating Commission - Revision

(Beninger)
iii. Emergency Bill 43-92, Homestead Property Tax Credit - 1993 Tax Year

(Faden)
D. Miscellaneous Business

i. Resolution to extend, to June 30, 1993, the expiration date of Emergency Bill
1-91, Est. - Commission on Environment (Freedman)

12:20 ACTION - Approval of Minutes (Freedman)

12:25 UPDATE - by County Attorney regarding pending litigation

12:30 RECESS

L'30 PUBLIC HEARING/ACTION - $1,156,264 Supplemental Appropriation, FY93 MCPS
Operating Budget, for Child & Adult Care Food Program (Federal funds) (Sherer)

Action - Resolution re above

L-30 PUBLIC HEARING/ACTION - $229,997 Supplemental Appropriation, FY92 MCPS
Operating Budget, for Intensive English Language Program for refugee adults (Federal
funds) (Sherer)

Action - Resolution re above
-4-



Tuesday, December 1 (Continued)

1:30 PUBLIC HEARING - Bill 36-92, Office of Planning Policies-name change (Faden)

1:35 DISCUSSION - High School Reorganization/Blair (Orlin)

3:55 ADJOURN

4:00 CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARING - Silver Spring Sector Plan (3rd Floor Council
Hearing Room) (Wilson)

Memorandum reporting Receipt of Petitions for Council (McGuire)

Tuesday, December 8, 1992

8:30 PRESENTATION - of the final report of the Committee on Committees (Knill)
(6th floor Council Conference Room)

9:00 INVOCATION

• i V r..

9:10 CONSENT CALENDAR

(Knill)

A. Action - Resolution to approve Executive Regulation 87-92, Food Service
Facilities HHS (Cockrell)

B. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30, 1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
No. 29-92E, definition of Workday and Work week (Cockrell)

C.Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30, 1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
49-91E, Weekender Fees (Davidson)

,D. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 3-92, Procedure for Determining Fees for Weekend Prisoners (Davidson)

E. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30, 1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
49-92E, Solid Waste Service Fees (McKenzie)

F. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30,1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
58-92E, Solid Waste and Recycling (McKenzie)

G. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30, 1993, Emergency Regulation 62-92E,
Recycling Center Access Fee (McKenzie)

H. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 58-92AM, Hauler and Collector Reporting (McKenzie)

I. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council Action on
Executive Regulation 52-92, Residential Real Property Tax Deferral Program

(Faden)

J. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation - 5-92E, Taxicab Rates (Orlin)

K. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30, 1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
7-91E, Housing Opportunities Commission MPDU Tax Credit Program (Wilson)

-5-



Tuesday, December .8 (Continued)

9:10 CONSENT CALENDAR

L. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30,1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
38-89E, Administration of the Montgomery Housing Initiative Program (Wilson)

M. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30,1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
57-89E, Alternative Methods of Meeting the MPDU requirement (Wilson)

N. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30,1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
11-92E, Opportunity Housing Income Limits (Wilson)

O. Action - Resolution to extend, to June 30,1993, Emergency Executive Regulation
55-92E, Establishment of Annual Facility License Fee (Wilson)

P. Action - Resolution to extend time , to June 30,1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 33-92, Civil Fines for the Housing and Building Maintenance Code

(Wilson)

Q. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 102-92-E, Establishment of Contractual Obligations for Maintenance
Costs in Single Family Rental Units (Wilson)

R. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 33-92, Civil Fines (Wilson)

S. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 74-92, Standards and Procedures for Location of Assisted Family Housing
(Wilson)

T. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 75-92, Requirements for Moderately Priced Dwelling Units (Wilson)

U. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 77-92, Maximum Rental Limits for Moderately Priced Dwelling Units

(Wilson)

V. Action - Resolution to extend time , to June 30, 1993, for Council action on
Executive Regulation 78-92, Security Measures Required by the Housing and
Building Maintenance Code for Rental Apartments (Wilson)

W. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 79-92, Administrative Guidelines for the Replacement Loan Fund

(Wilson)

X. Action - Resolution to extend time, to June 30, 1993, for Council action on Executive
Regulation 80-92, Standards for Accessory Apartments (Wilson)

9:15 ACTION - Approval of Minutes (Freedman)

9:20 UPDATE - by County Attorney regarding pending litigation

9:25 WORKSESSION/ACTION - Amendment to the 10 Year Solid Waste Management
Plan (McKenzie)

12:305
11r.11



Tuesday, December 8 (Continued)

1:30 ISLA I N Day #34

A. Approval of Legislative Journal (Freedman)
B. Introduction of bills
C. Call of Bills for final reading

i. Bill 42-92, Solid Waste Financing (Faden)
D. Miscellaneous Business

6:00 ADJOURN

7:30 PUBLIC IiI:ARING - Bill 37-92, Construction Excise Tax - Postponement

Memorandum reporting Receipt of Petitions for Council (McGuire)

MONDAY, November 23
8:30 a.m. *Public Safety Committee
9:00 a.m. *Management and Fiscal Policy Committee
11:00 a.m. *Management Fiscal Policy Committee/Public Safety Committee
2:00 p.m. *Transportation and Environment Committee
5:00 p.m Public Hearing - Amendment to the 10 Year Solid Waste Management Plan

and Bill 42-92, Solid Waste Financing
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing - Same as above

TUESDAY, November 24
9:00 a.m. Regular Session
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing - Silver Spring Central Business District (CBD) Sector Plan At the

Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission Auditorium, 8787 Georgia
Avenue, Silver Spring

THURSDAY, November 26 - Thanksgiving Day Holiday

MONDAY, November 30
9:00 a.m. *Planning, Housing, and Economic Development Committee
9:00 a.m. *Health and Human Services Committee
2:00 p.m. *Education Committee
2:00 p.m. *Planning, Housing, and Economic Development Committee
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing - Zoning Text Amendment 92014, establishes land use standards for adult

entertainment businesses and provides amortization period for any adult entertainment
business now existing which does not meet established standards

TUESDAY, December 1
9:00 a.m. Regular Session/Legislative Session
1:30 p.m. Public Hearing - $1,156,264 Supplemental Appropriation, FY93 Montgomery County

Public Schools Operating Budget, for the Child and Adult Care Food Program
1:30 p.m. Public Hearing - $229,997 Supplemental Appropriation, FY92 Montgomery County

Public Schools Operating Budget, for Intensive English Language Program for refugee
adults

1:30 p.m. Public Hearing - Bill 36-92, Office of Planning Policies - name change
4:00 p.m. Public Hearing - Silver Spring Central Business District (CBD) Sector Plan

WEDNESDAY, December 2
2:00.p.m. *Transportation and Environment Committee

*Council Committee Meetings see IN COMMITTEE for Agenda
-7-
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REMINDER: (continued)

THURSDAY, December 3
2:00 p~ *Transportation and Environment Committee
7:30 p.m. *Transportation and Environment Committee

December 2 thin December 4 -Maryland Association of Counties (MACo) Conference

MONDAY, December 7
9:00 a.m. Worksession - Solid Waste Issues

TUESDAY, December 8
9:00 a.m. Regular Session
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing - Bill 37-92, Construction Excise Tax - Postponement

WEDNESDAY, December 9
9:00 a.m. *Public Safety Committee

December 14 thru January 1, 1993 - Council Recess

MONDAY, January 11
9:00 a.m. *Planning, Housing, and Economic Development Committee
2:00 p.m. *Transportation and Environment Committee

TUESDAY, January 12
8:00 a.m. Discussion - State Legislative Program
9:00 a.m. Regular Session
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing - Bill 41-92, Urban Districts

THURSDAY, Jammy 14
9:00 a.m. *Health and Human Services Committee
7:30 p.m. Meeting with Housing Opportunities Commission

January 18 - Martin Luther King Jr. Day Holiday

January 20 - Inauguration Day Holiday

THURSDAY, January 21
9:00 a.m. *Public Safety Committee
9:00 a.m. *Planning, Housing, and Economic Development Committee
2:00 p.m. *Education Committee

TUESDAY, January 26
8:00 a.m. Discussion - State Legislative Program
9:00 a.m. Regular Session

THURSDAY, January 28
9:00 a.m. *Health and Human Services Committee
9:00 a.m. *Planning, Housing, and Economic Development Committee
2:00 p.m. *Transportation and Environment Committee

*Council Committee Meeting see IN COMMITTEE for Agenda

******************

Tire following appointments were received from the County Executive and wdl be scheduled for
co~miation on Tuesday, December 1,1992:

Commission on Hate/Violence: Laura A. Barnitz; William B. Davis; Wanda Jones-Yeatman;
Mary C. McCann
Commission for Women: Ann French

r~
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