
Coi ;y: Rappahannock
District: Piedmont

NAME OF OWNER

#260 - Broy, E.C.
Lot No. 18Number of Acres:

Location:
Ridge,

On the north side of the Lee Highway just east of the Blue
and designated as lot No. 18.

This lot was originally a part of a larger tract that was
•formerly used for agricultural purposes, until the improvement of the
Lee Highway warranted the development of the summer resort known as
Panorama. Later that particular tract was subdivided into building

lots, and sold at public auction.

Roads:

Soil:

History of Tract and condition of timber:

Improvements: None.

Acreage and value of types:

Total ValueValue per acreAcreageTypes

Slope:

Cove:

Grazing Land:

Cultivated Land:

Orchard:

Minerals:

Value of Land:$ 150.00

Value of Improvements: $

Value of Orchard: $

Value of Minerals: $

Value of Timber: $

Value of Wood: $

Value per acre for tract: $

Incidental damages arising from the taking of this tract: $ NONL



>

DISTRICT: Piedmont

COUNTY: Rappahannock

#360 - Broy, C. C.

Assessed:9o/100 A. Deed: 95/100 A*
$30.00

Acreage Claimed:

#180.00
On the north side of the Lee Highway just east of

Value claimed: n ft

Location:

the Blue Ridge, and designated as lot 18.
Incumbrances, counter claims, laps, etc.: None so far as known.
Roads: This lot was originally a part of a larger tract that

was formerly used for agricultural purposes, until
the improvement of the Lee Highway warranted the de-
velopment of the summer resort known as Panorama. Later
that particular tract was subdivided into building lot s,
and sold at public auction.
There are no improvements on this lot other than aImprovements:

substantial wire fence with which it is enclosed.
Value of lot #18 is #200.00Value:
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VIRGINIA :

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY

The Sta te Commiss ion on Conserva t ion
and Development of the o ta te of Virg in ia ,
Pe t i t ioners ,
vs

and 37 ,400Cl i f ton Ay lor e t a l s
acres of land , more or less ,
Defendants ,

On the 13th day of November came
and exhib i ted the record of the above en t i t l ed proceeding , in-

he Pe t i t ioner by Counse l ,

e lud ing the order se t t ing the same for hear ing on sa id da te , and

moved the Cour t to over ru le and dismiss the wr i t ten objec t ion

Broy e t a l s

to the condemnat ion of a cer ta in parce l of land shown to the

Cour t to be Trac t ,"260 as descr ibed and numbered in the repor t

of the Appra isa l Commiss ioners there in ;

d ismiss the except ions of S .
in the repor t of the sa id Board of appra i sa l Commiss ioners as
to Trac t #147 , f i l ed in the Clerk’s Off ice November 2 , 1933:
fur ther to s t r ike from the tab le of t rac t s inc luded in the mot ion

f i l ed wi th the record on Nov . 6 , 1933 by Char les C .

and to over ru le and

Hudson to the f ind ings of va lue• ft

and

for
^

judgment in rem here tofore f i l ed by the Pet i t ioner , Trac t

#166 as to which some ques t ion had been ra i sed whet . e r or not
a l l ques t ions as to the va lue thereof had been submi t ted to
arb i t ra t ion.

Whereupon , i t was ordered tha t the sa id objec t ion of the

Broy e t a l s be over ru led and dismissed , no suf -
f ic ien t ground therefor appear ing in the record or having been

shown to the Count a t the hear ing ; and i t was fur ther ordered

tha t the sa id except ions of the sa id 3. K . Hudson be over ru led

sa id Char les C .
\

V



and dismissed, it appearing that said exceptions had not been

filed with'in the time prescribed by law, and the said S.
Hudson, by Counsel, having withdrawn objection to the dismissal

of said exceptions and stipulated in open Court with Counsel

for the Petitioner, that an effort would be made by Counsel to

agree upon the amount and value of any improvements placed in

good faith on said tract of land and the buildings thereon by the

Hudson, since the date of the filing of the report of

U.

said 5. M.
the Board of Appraisal Commissioners appointed herein, and that

upon failure of Counsel to reach an agreement the (question would

be submitted extra-judicially for summary determination by the

Hon. J. R. H. Alexander, Judge, v.hose decision thereon would be

accepted as final by both parties, and the value of said improve-
ments thus determined paid by the Petitioner to the said $.
Hudson; and it was further ordered on the motion of th9 Petition-
er, that Tract #166 be stricken from the table of tracts included

in the motion for judgment heretofore filed herein by the Petit-
ioner.

On motion it was further ordered that all matters and things

not disposed of at the hearing on the 13th day of November, .933,

be continued to the first day of the next term of the Court,

being the second Monday of January, 1934, and that this proceed-
ing be set for hearing on said date.

I
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AMERICAN CONSULAR SERVICE

sender: Charles C. Broy,
18 Cavendish. Square,
London, \7.1, England.i »
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The Clerk of the Circuit Court of Rappahannock County 3

Y/ashington, Rappahannock County 9

% VIRGINIA.

U.S.A.
> I t f

S.S, y-^ *
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