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EXPEDITED 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT  

Address: 22625 Whites Ferry Road, Dickerson Meeting Date: 10/13/2021 

Resource: Master Plan Site #16/12 Report Date: 10/6/2021 

(Warren Methodist Episcopal Church) 

Applicant: Warren Historic Site Committee Inc. Public Notice: 9/29/2021 

and Elsie Thomas 

(Thomas Taltavull, Architect) 

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: Yes 

Permit Number: 967907 Staff: Michael Kyne 

PROPOSAL: Site work 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Approve  

Approve with conditions 

1. The applicants must adhere to the conditions of approval, as stipulated in the MHT

Easement Committee’s September 21, 2021 letter. 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION: 

SIGNIFICANCE: Master Plan Site 

DATE: c. 1886-1903 

Excerpt from Places from the Past: 

This complex of buildings is one of the most important African-American sites in Montgomery 

County. This rural community still retains its three major civic buildings: church, school, and 

benefit society lodge. Martinsburg, which began as a pre-Civil War crossroads village, was 

unusual in being a bi-racial community. At least one black settler was free before the Civil War. 

After emancipation, former slaves remained here, purchased land, and continued to work as 

farmers or craftsmen. Warren M. E. Church was named for Isaac Warren, member of its first 

board of trustees and one of the few black landowners identified in the 1879 Hopkins Atlas of 

Montgomery County. Carpenter Scott Bell built the handsome Gothic-influenced church in 1903. 

Bell also constructed, in 1914, the Loving Charity Hall, the lodge hall for the Loving Charity 

Society, a community benefit group active throughout Maryland and headquartered in Richmond, 

Virginia. The large two-story hall served as a community center for plays, dances, lectures and 

other local events. It is one of the few surviving lodge halls in the state. The oldest building in the 

complex is the Martinsburg Negro School, probably built in 1886. The one-room school is a 

reminder of the unequal conditions for the education of blacks. One former teacher recalled 

out­dated textbooks cast off from white schools, and poorly paid teaching staff, yet recalled that 

every student was able to read and write, a remarkable achievement considering severely limited 
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resources. 

 

 
Fig. 1: Subject property, as marked by the blue star. 

 

PROPOSAL: 

 

The applicants propose to rehabilitate the school building by replacing the asphalt shingle roof in-kind, 

repairing the foundation, floor framing, and brick chimney, and installing metal gutters and downspouts.  

 

Additionally, the church building will be rehabilitated, with repairs to the metal shingle roof, structural 

repairs to the bell tower, selected window and door repairs, removal of non-contributing brick planters, 

repair of the foundation and chimney, and installation of gutters and downspouts. 

 

Per the Commission’s policy regarding properties on which the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) holds 

an easement, the applicants submitted their proposal for review by the MHT Easement Committee on 

August 4, 2021. The Easement Committee approved the applicants’ proposal with conditions, as outlined 

in their September 21, 2021 letter (attached). 

 

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES: 

 

IV. The Expedited Staff Report format may be used on the following type of cases: 

 

1. Alterations to properties on which the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) holds an easement and 

which have been reviewed and approved by the MHT Easement Committee. 
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Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-8 

 

(b) The commission shall instruct the director to issue a permit, or issue a permit subject to such 

conditions as are found to be necessary to insure conformity with the purposes and requirements 

of this chapter, if it finds that: 

(1)     The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of an historic site or historic    

  resource within an historic district; or 

             (2)     The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical, archeological, 

architectural or cultural features of the historic site or the historic district in which an 

historic resource is located and would not be detrimental thereto or to the achievement of 

the purposes of this chapter; or 

             (3)     The proposal would enhance or aid in the protection, preservation and public or private 

utilization of the historic site or historic resource located within an historic district in a 

manner compatible with the historical, archeological, architectural or cultural value of the 

historic site or historic district in which an historic resource is located; or 

             (4)     The proposal is necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied; or 

             (5)     The proposal is necessary in order that the owner of the subject property not be deprived of 

  reasonable use of the property or suffer undue hardship; or 

 (6)      In balancing the interests of the public in preserving the historic site or historic resource 

located within an historic district, with the interests of the public from the use and benefit 

of the alternative proposal, the general public welfare is better served by granting the 

permit. 

  (c)  It is not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any 1 period or 

architectural style. 

 

Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 
 

The Secretary of the Interior defines rehabilitation as “the act or process of making possible a compatible 

use for a property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features, 

which convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values.” The applicable Standards are as follows: 

 

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic 

materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided. 

 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials 

that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be 

compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity 

of the property and its environment. 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

 

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with the one (1) condition specified on Page 1 the HAWP 

application under the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-8(b) (1) and (2),  having found that the proposal 

will not substantially alter the exterior features of the historic resource and is compatible with the purposes of 

Chapter 24A;  

 

and with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #2 and #9; 
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and with the general condition that the applicant shall present an electronic set of drawings, if 

applicable, to Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to 

submission for the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits; 

 

and with the general condition that final project design details, not specifically delineated by the 

Commission, shall be approved by HPC staff or brought back to the Commission as a revised HAWP 

application at staff’s discretion; 

 

and with the general condition that the applicant shall notify the Historic Preservation Staff if they 

propose to make any alterations to the approved plans.   

 

Once the work is completed the applicant will contact the staff person assigned to this application at 301-

563-3400 or michael.kyne@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit. 
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