ROCKINGHAM COUNTY

NAME OF CLAIMANT
#163 - Gibbons, Emma V.
Number of Acres: 110

one mile east of Yancey, east of Gap Run. Entirely within

St the Park area.
Roads: Two miles to Island Ford over county road.
Soil : Slope type.

History of Tract and condition of timber: Fhere is no cleared land on this tract.
This entire tract is in wooded land and has been heavily cut
over and a portion has been burned over repeatedly. All of the
saw timber has been removed from this tract, leaving nothing
except fuelwood. Total of 700 cords.

Improvements:
NONE.

Acreage and value of types:

Types Acreage Value per acre Total Value
Ridge:

Slope: 110 @) $3.50 $385.00
Cove:

Grazing Land:

Fields Restocking: 175:80

$560.00 .
Cultivated Land:

Orchard:

Minerals:

Value of Land: $ 385.00
Value of Improvements: $
Value of Orchard: $

Value of Minerals: $

Value of Fruit: $

Value of Timber: $

Value of Woed: $ 175.00

Value per acre for tract: $5.09

Incidental damages arising from the taking of this tract: 8 g,
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REPORT ON THE ACREAGE
of the
EMUA V. GIBBONS TRACT #163.
The deed for this traet of land states that
it"contains about 12434 acres", but does not give any

descriptidn, other than & general description of the

¥

locality and a statement that it is the residue of
a tract of 1:nd once owned by W. B. Yancey and known
as the "Te#l land.™

I In our survey of this tract we did not make
a complete traverse of the boundary, but did locate
by ties to the park boundary and to road intersections
located by the U. S. G. S., all of the boundaries of
the traet except the S. W., and as this is a straight
closing line, I feel that we have a reasonably complete
survey of the tract., The computed acreage by this
survey is 110 acres, and this is covered by the State's

el

1-'?. 1.. Sloan

report.

Chief Tngineer, Park Service.
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- ROVALNGOANM COUNTY —

NAME OF CLAIMANT

#230 - Gibbons, Emma V.
Number of Acres: 120

Location: Hawksbill Creek near top of Blue Ridge and lies entirely
within the Park area.

Roads: Eleven miles to Elkton over seven miles of count road and

four miles over Spotswood Trail.

Palk: Sandy clay loam.

History of Tract and condition of timber: The cleared land on this tract has been
used for grazing purposes for many years. There is no saw-
timber on the woodland.

Improvements: Dwelling: Log, 15x17*, 2 rooms, poreh 6x16f, shingle
stone ?%

roof, ues, lj story, log finish, poor eondition, occupied
by tenant, kitchen, 2 rooms 15x16x12*.
0ld barni Log 17x44x12', shingle roof, poor econdition.

: Spring house: Iog, 8x10x6', shingle roof, poor condition.
Hen house: Log, 8x10x6', shingle roof, poor condition.

Acreage and value of types:

Types Acreage : Value per acre Total Value

Ridge:

Slope: 10 Q $5.00 $50.00

Cove:

Grazing Land: — 330 @ 30,00 3300.00
120 $3350,00

Fields Restocking:
Cultivated Land:
Orchard:

Minerals:

Value of Land: § 350,00

Value of Improvements: § 250,00

Value of Orchard: $ 25,00

Value of Minerals: $ ;
Value of Fruit: $ 260.00
Value of Timber: $

Woed: $ 50.00
Value of Woed: $ 25.00

50.00
W -

Value per acre for tract: $ 30.70

Incidental damages arising from the taking of this tract: $§ NONZ.




In the Circuit Court of______Rockingham ______ County, Virginia, No.___&£5__, At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

SAncinding certain miners ) PleRE s e e R

more or less, of land in____Rockingham _________ County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petition of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the filing of said petition and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

Court of _____. Rockingham ______ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petition and to said notice.

My post-offiee address'is_ BIREOR, V8. _ . . ek

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about_1£5_10o 142 __ acres, on which there are the following
buildings and improvements: Property_consists of saw timber land_and young

____________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________

“=~This land is located about_____ 5 SR miles from_____ ZERBRY e Virginia, in
®the_._Shauewall Magisterial District of said County.

I claim the following right, title, estate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
seribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he sheuld set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or
parcel of ¥hd described above.)

Joint_owne® with daugh&er - _Mrs. Mary opapp, dI.,_and _son - __________
L el TR BT 5T L e e AR P RS SNE S PR U R -
The land owuﬁdjacent o the above described tract or parcel of land are as follows:
North _BarnshSE8r an® BIne. . . . .. o

South___Gil&DrLs_Lan&_-F__\E e e eoa

East ___By_Survey __.__ S, NG, - N

1 ol A-_:)\’. £
West___La Ho Slpe = T8 A S N
I acquired my right, title, estate or i terest tﬂf;thls property about the year__________ in the

following manner: p
Property partly inherited from T fafher's estate-Capt W.B.Yancey
- P~

-l‘_.

—————————————————————————————————————————————— & o o o = e
I claim that the total value of this tract or %rcel of land with the improvements there-

on is $5000.00 ______. I claim that the tot e of my right, title, estate or interest,
in and to this tract or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is $____5000.00 __.
I am the owner of ___&43 ________ acres of land adjsining<thexabove deseribed - tractxorx

xparceloflamdzbutdying outside the Park area, which I claim will be damaged by the pro-

posed condemnation of lands within the Park area, to the extent of §__________________.

(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of land by metes and bounds). '

accessible and-convenlient.-lineral-deposits-of-manganese-may-ve-o0f--
ERORE NRERGL . e e el e 2 R
____________________________________________ (Continue remarks if necessary e back).
-\;@ngs my signature (or my name and-mark attached heretg) this W R, day
of 7, /

______ -, 193¢, W —_rf ; S

STATE OF VIRGINIA, CQUNTY OF (BT} el ___t_;ro-wi :
The undersigned hereby

the above named claimant personally/appeared before him and made oath that the matters
and thin%earing in his abo

nswer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,
i Ll o day of:

G,

5 cial Investigator or

Notary Publie, o i ce.
/ |77




Filed in the Clerk's Office

Rockingham Count, Va.

17 1931

FEB

~Clerk

In the Clrcu1t Court of-;._’f;—é_\‘;/__{i’t:_' _"351;"/_» _______ County, Virginia, No.________ , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

tioner, vs

more or less, of land in {7z c72ee _?f_%__County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petifion of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the ﬁhjng of said petition and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

Court of (ool b orera County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petition and to said notice.
My name is%Wﬁ/’/_ _____________________________________
By post ofiee addvess 18 s e e ot e e eSO 1

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about__jzz_/’/ 2/ Z_ ___acres, on which there are the following
buildings and improvements:

This land is located about__oz _______ miles from--_%@é@:e? ___________ Virginia, in
S R S TR Magist f i
e isterial District of said goun%”ﬂ

I claim the following rlght, title, estate/ch’f' interest,in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say Whe'%er he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

paycel ,of land de3crlbeq a}gove) SN U o s
VAQK _/-3&1-4.:___ A __.__/_ng:&:e_, _Q %_/m_%'-__ Jmhi_mmﬁ-__g_a{é:é}.w

Q’_’/_Em AW PR .é‘:_ff_"-_*?:‘:_?_ Lo o W L.
land owners adJacezt to the aboveaf sgsbed tract or parcel of land are as follows:

North___ ) 212 U 2o F Z%/C ________________________________

________

D] e N T P 4’::_ o Nt e APl S e ek e S S
T s G, 1%2_ _ﬁﬂe_ 3 e e s e R U

I acquired my right, title, estate or interest to this property about the year_i/_?_{____m the
following manner:

I claim that the total value of this ¥5 i " with the 1mprovements there- 77’

on is $_~2_é£9_¢2.ﬂ_, _____ %Imm that the %al value of my right, title, estate or 1nterest

E-am the owner of__. .. .o . acres of land adjoining the above descrl ed tract or
payvcel of1gnd but Jyin %tazl/deft re lch aim will be damz
con ationof 1 withi rk a e ext 8

’

(In the space below should be set out any addltlonal statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of 1a éld by metes and bounds).

Remarks Yfmlm;d_ L _V 1 e M.@?%Mg@-ﬁ&d&
n_[__ 4_/___ m@a&mhﬁmﬁﬂ;z&m Q_mc_&ém_z_mﬁ’h
ot e Obtpugee ol Wous xoas rptraloned Irows _?_j_‘_-_‘!ﬂyzmc _____
;—z&ﬁ@amm/ 017 X ;%e:?&«:y,.z{f;’f:ﬁ e::?._,_ _ﬁé‘gﬁzﬁ_%'m_"_
kui(ﬁm/»'i)‘m vﬁﬁm% &A.,? ‘{)Egntinue remarks if necessary on the back).

Witness my signature (o¥ my name and mar, Feto) thin...—_ . . L e day
of Jthvoe aony. ., 1930. g T L o "?_T_W _______
SPTATE OF VIRGINIA. COINTY O o e Smcarccs To-wit'

: The undersigned hereby certifies that LS™¥A (2 W o ea o rzEsdo
the above named claimant personally appeared before m h that the matters
and things appearing in his above answer are true to the best of'his knowledge and Yelief,

ot G e day of :{M&Gﬂ
Qosene! .

Clerk of the Court, or Sp 1a] Inves 1ga or
Notary Publie, or Justice of the Pehce.

4}



In the Circuit Court of [/ __County, Virginia, No.__.___- , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

tioner, vs

more or less, of land in-&ﬂ-- V2 __Z_ 7 c24-27.__County, Virginia, Defendants.
The undersigned, in answer to the petitiéh of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded

upon the filigg of said petition and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit
Court of-.ﬁf_/&d Pcgagz _ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petition and to said notice.

My name is_______ D i bt = 2o ____-_____-ﬁ_j-____________‘. _____ e

My post office address is__ﬁﬂ__________ _%;&M.ﬁ__ _mf_g_‘m_/_zé_e‘m__

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about;"g_'é{‘_,//z.. _______ acres, on which there are the following
buildings and improvements:

Thi‘séz;}d is located about_g_oé _______ miles from__x%éfﬁ’:_@:{/_% __________ Virginia, in
the M&R&Magisterial District of said County. &

i CRhar (L, A Narrtaa L 4R 9 Lo ALENY

I claim the following right, title, estate or threst in the tract or parcel of land de-
seribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

parcel of land described above.) %y ; =
:?i_g‘__&/j _/ﬂif'_fl_i_/_t_-a’—yz/z/ _Q"/‘W&f-’ff z ;2 ’ S]. gfw _Q_("‘-';J_j/)j_:J !'Z;Iuw‘z-"‘t‘L 7

VAL Sowanlttr ¢ N o) 1O ST ol i Lot S

o ), f 972’@; Do) Gorieae. ngf,/{mzs; 26 7£L?a;fﬂ§(2f¢&i;9_ q4 i.ﬁ}ﬁm?é _beio,
The land owners adjacent to the aﬁove,de seribed tract or parcel of land are as follows:

North s e f"_{ A ,f_-\_r,__..g__,_ ________________________________________

j@lo“;i%g) manner: : _ A é,, >
At Nedes ot pes Conbssy s L 1 b D2t 222 vivaa Y. Jillinmg
___fé_;:z-_ Le __;@,/_L_LQ%_MQ_(____@::?_QMM_.&&%_ o

I claim that the total value of this tract or parcel of land with the improvements there-
on is $4.600,.2.0.__. 1 claim that the total value of my right, title, estate or interest,
in and to this tract or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is sﬁ&&;éj _____

Fam the owner-of - -cooaccae acres of #and adjdining the abgye desgribed/tragt or
'parctﬁ and but lyfhg outsidé the Park ared, fwhic lainy Will he damaged by/ the pyo-

posed demnation & lards \within the Park aved, to“he extent or"$.__ Lo 2 2 .

(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or iarcel of land by metes and bounds). - .

¥ = J g g
Remarks: Yeelernc ___fﬁ_%ﬁ_gﬁ _m_iz_ﬂm_;__ ol Lrnolngroloel

N -

=y = — : das D ~= e Y,

___CQ&LM_M&L,_Z/_?/' _mfﬁg_{i-_'.'T;.'--i{[i;';’f_':_’;i—'___._f L7 M) _ﬂ_-__.j}-_'_’f_-':b:é’-. Si

o L U o, et £ SR PR e 5
B« Ayt TR SR Oaan bl ,).S O1nes—Losn g}ﬁfi}"l R A SOt e LETOL é’.’_.{l),/ Vieorzp Ll e .

. . e 7 ‘_};.{ V4 i & K y 4 (/ / Y- s

_ogz’:i/?_ ig_-,j'_ Qranlents 2 /je/_v: fﬁ'ﬁ-- a.é.ﬂ:’l:m L _-’.}f;‘?:é;t:i-/é_:-;} = 2?’_/” 2 é-__fv;% Jiwzf. 2 é i Z-‘rr':_ )

D J | 7 —~~ SR by e A~ £ Moo g g el

el o Sowan 8y COUL DL Yyt red AL ﬁontlﬁue r‘exﬂér s if necessary on the back).

14th

7,%X»'itness my sigﬁature (or my name and mark attached hereto) 771 N e e day
of

e 193#'. et ot o R el SR
STATE OF VIRGINIA, ngrmm:ﬂug@ : z To-wit:

Cit; arri
The undersigned hereby cer >

Clerk

1931

17

FEB

ty of H urg '
fitles thal=s s s oy S0t M R B e e ey s
the above named claimant personally appeared before him an ni'ra.d:ef 'oa%%%qhe matters
and things appearing in his above answer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

Filed in the Clerk's Office

Rockingham County, Va.

this..— .. ¢ Iy ) < T day of .- ¢ | A et , 1930.
Iy ¢ ot s S 5P 7 L e e o Ay
" Misslon g, Clerkoof-the-Court; or:Special Inyestigater or
“0lres G gomy Public, or:Justice of the’ Peace.
i 3‘ Ij J{



7

BT / ! v J/ f\ ,? r 7
Claim ofﬂc.-:-;m_’,d___ﬂ:‘_z;/ﬁ ;i{_h(_f”i ﬁ___é:’:’_‘:?___f_)éiﬁf_@::l:f,v_@'h __________________
of _ cﬁ‘..,.,,

In the Circuit Court of /s eften t?‘i __________ County, Virginia, No.________ , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservatfon and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

tioner, vs

._-___________._.______._...____._._.______.._____.___._...__.__..__..,_____._____-._.__.__.____.___._.._.._.._

more or less, of land in-,»@.%ﬂ;ﬁ?_ 2z2227 - County, Virginia, Defendants.
The undersigned, in answer to the petitioh of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded

upon the filing of said petitifl and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit
Court ofhﬁlﬁﬂ»ﬁ?ﬂ '%2¢7_ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said pefition and to said notice.
E
My name isX__ FHeqn

This }@nd is located about__oz. _______ miles fromﬂ_“_ﬁ_:t':-:/%f:;'__ __________ Virginia, in
the 2 azg_«f.{,__l_\gaglstemal District of said C _unt}/f&/w (

I claim the folloWing'r/iE}‘it, title, estate ﬁmterest in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say whe%her he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

pareel of land described above.) y : = &
Z{}%-_Z@/M@%_ZL _2{5_“2_4 _______ -_2_.5:: fé’éﬂﬂ?.‘é@%%z%ﬁt}(é/ﬂﬁ@mﬁi&f’:/{m
v, (o _,&Léﬂﬁymﬁmwhy@miﬁh

The land owners adj?zent to the above described tract or parcel of land are a$ follows:

North_ __ZLX el kS | M{_\_ ________________________________________

.{’_/ it - / 4 L /
South___.7 :_z_{f?:gn_?s:'_ = é_%}:ve__:__é_é _____________________________________________
East _____ ebstepocn N R
Wastes o L 7’;;{‘; L5 _"I/;J—_}_ e .(ngé A e e e B L S S
I acquired my ri g/}it, title, estate or interest to this property about the year__________ in the

following manner: 1

_/z, s _zé-éi-éé:g-_-__ e Lt i8e e b Ll T20nan D _ a»:::: &Jj.
___i%éfr:,\c_ hm_gké{a? Mﬁm _________ e_{&%

Dl A e S e R I claim that the total value of my right, title, estate or interest,
in and to this tract or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is $
the owner o

this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of 1:?51(:1 by metes and bounds).

Remarlgs:Z‘m_::—’enit__ na I L Cteg Dare 4 s bronPlaarmeta D ke
M_??_ Llonula— o ‘M%_@f%&gezf;%h:_.%
lk.bﬂ,}% sz S m,}n&-z?_éi‘}iﬂ_e«:?umw e My_&m,:gm_ Z\l—:ﬁ‘l—?

mmlaﬂz%@m,_ = __%_,,}zﬂaf_‘c;m_ ;.&]@m&‘:}h@:&yj JZQ___*

' Eamalﬂq«.._ b4 es?({h&.ca[j Continue remarks if necessary on the back).
Witness my signaturé (or my name and mark attached hereto) this. 2. & . _ day
ot 4. oF , 1930. ¥ 2
STATE OF » COUNTY OF_/p-efereeoirei,’

The undersigned hereby certifies that_ ~ " - G 474
the above named claimant personally appeared before hign/and de oath th
and things ap ing in his ?ve answer are true to the best of his knowle

this.___ LV day of FLlrw =, 1930_.}{ % //tiv\f\/ |

Notary Public, Fusti




Filed in the Clerk's Office

Rockingham County, Va.

17 1931

FEB

Clerk

Claim of&pérwiéﬁ:? %T_‘JZ“ C}Z eroer s

In the Circuit Court of__)__y L../__k"ZA_q/_\_,C»: _________ County, Virginia, No.________ , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation’and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

B O i e o B e ok B e A B A A B e PP e

more or less, of land 1n_/2-4 __________ E‘_ Hezzzz __County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petition of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the ﬁ% of ald petltlon and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

Court of . /TLCA 2z ﬂm__ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said pétition and to said notice.

My name is. c-...?d‘;h::--ﬁ---t_'( Qe f _____________________________________

My post office address 1s____d_%24f{é_@£éﬁf_ ___Q _____ éﬂ:.zf_t_/_‘_"_u ______

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about__,;o_z_/z’ / 2—____acres, on which there are the following
biiklings and TPFOVOTHEINGE. o ot ol o Sl i S e e S e e A A

This ]and is located about_,_sa ______ miles from____,y&@ﬂ_/__@_’ﬂ_// __________ Virginia, in
|
the%? Lt oo aglsterlal Dlstrlct of sald 2 ounty. !
M)/ ‘_,2-)._./».14 S

I claim the followmg 11ght tltle, estate or interest,in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say whéther he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

pa;'ce of land described above.) o

P2 Y s Do &g i L o Yy

./:2129:4_ _ Lx_ﬁﬂf‘fh':::hir_ / 2L/ _/’ na ol ;-is.'_;,:(;sr_t: ________ d!’.oQ W74 ..&2:‘_94«::& 917 é&v;w_ e
The land owners adjacent to the above descrlbed tract or parcel of land are as follows:
North__= _Q_/_"{r_/_-h_ i«:‘:y:zfr: T s gotar 0 el o e S RTRRE IR T G A
Souths__.«_:_zér"; __..4._Q1-c\=hgif _______________________________________________
East ____! 2Lz N —.%M ____________________________________________________
West___ E .-_.__d‘sa_/}.\.:»i ______________________________________________________

fo]lowmg manner:

MMW«QM ér:u.e—.f/_;zax/‘_—e_gf_g.__zﬁ_ M__Q}%émaﬁgm
____g}e@ﬂ{@-_%(l._ _g" HM}* %«O QW _____________

I claim that the total value of this tract or parcel of land with the improvements there-
on is $$‘ZJJ 000,90 _. Iclaim that the total value of my right, title, estate or mterest,
in and to thlS tract or parcel of land with the 1mpr0vements thereon is $ﬁ.ﬂ,¢§ _________

(In the space below should be set out any addltlonal statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of land by metes and bounds).

Remarks: }h.oécw GLL%M.& /Y _"'_"'_"_af = _MW?MEL g_a Ma:c_ émp{aﬁwéf,{_@l

mw Mﬂah&m&%&ﬁ_m M_Q%MA _____

__ _L,mem ar _;:-Q_f“::‘;m)w;__ QB jien )}d S l/'éekmzaﬂ_-_f_ﬂ:w& ,?éz':}ﬂ____
AR W,_/i@ T B I B iy Bodond G e
MM Lex a,igu.v.)fk_ _ g e Contlnue remarks if necessary on the back)

itness my signature (or my name and mark attached hereto) this___1&th ______ day
ofﬁg _____ BB ey -74_@10 }ffx_};ie«ama? ___________
STATE OF VIRGINIA, COUNTY: or-iLonedbmreatiocmn, Towit:

The undersigned hereby cei'tlﬁes tfiat::ﬁ?f’.i?.‘-:--iom-..._ P48 1L S ey K
the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oath that the matters

and things appearing in his a e gnswer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,
7T F 8N day of. _,ézeédnf__, !

Clerk;of the Court, or
8ion Expires o NOLATY “Public, or Justxce Ef
Rl N

244



Filed in the Clerk's Office

Rockingham County, Va.

7 1931

FEB

Clerk

G O T e = o R i o gl i T S e e R L
In the Circuit Court of_/ t-----f:f:*.;?ﬁ----ﬁt, _County, Virginia, No.________ , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservatiof’ and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

O T s e e o R B B e e B eI WY e T

more or less, of land in /??IE_‘/Z_/____ /e tec<{__County, Virginia, Defendants.
The undersigned, in answer to the peti of the State Commission on Conservation and De-

velopment of the State of Vipginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the ﬁ 1§ of ald p% and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit
e

Court of __________________ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer t0 san?/ tlthl‘l to said notice.

My name is_______ ¥ %:-*-.Q:_E\gsz-&ff}i,, __________________________________

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a }ract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about___/__/__ £ /2 _acres, on which there are the following
buildings and improvements:

Thls Iand is located gbout_____ Q;‘L":;_miles from. .. / Virginia, in1
the ;J(Meufli__ agéiterla] District of said Coun
MAM»ﬂJ.a

I claim the following Héht, title, estate or interest, in the tract or parcel of land de-
seribed above: (In this space claimant should say whebher he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

arcel of land desecribed above) e p Wy, sz% )
//_-_ ,2} 2.4 /i:',,{,t_,@?z..f-__ //LL/ X+ c 2 4_ %I;’/

%acquired my right, title, estate or interes hlS property about the year_ / ,Z_____ln the
ollowing manner:

I claim that the total value of this tract or parcel of land with the improvements there-
on is $59,A’42£_<LL_D_0__. I claim that the total value of my right, title, estate or interest,
in and to this tract or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is =

Tamthe awnepof .. .. . o acres of land adjoining the deseri tract or
parcel of 1 t/lylg outsrd the Park grea wlwzlm be damvdged by\the pro-
posed condemnatddn ofMands within the & area, to the extent of $H 0% 50—

(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim Whlch claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of land by metes and bounds).

Remarks: Wl gos ey S uﬁ - %_\ E

of“_."_\:_\}_-'::l':t _____ ., 193d AL Qo Sldeiid __,_&_?g, ____________

STATE OF VIRGINIA, COUNTY OF___

The undersigned hereby certifies that__h_\..le_/_‘frs‘_ BN AMAA
the above nameg claimant personally appeared before\him an made offth that the matters
and things appearing in his above answer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

Clerk of the Court, or Specid\Investigator or
Notary Publie, or Justice of Peage.



Filed in the Clerk's Offices

Rockingham County, Va

17 1931

FEB

Clerk

Claim oflm'.aﬁaﬂ,ﬁ_ff_«_ftf_ﬁ "Q_zc)f____ / Q&MM-’:/@

In the Circuit Court of_f_ _____________ Lo A DR County, Yirginia, No...: - , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservatxon and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

tioner, vs

more or less, of land in__ LA c=224_._County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petltmn of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the filing of said petition and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

Court of ___ /10 & _/i?{i/_t_f_s’f_efz-:e::_. County, Virglma, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petition and to sa ().d:,no tje
: 7 (e Lt

My name 18 #—AF Y el

My post office address is____
I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about___/ & /./_____h____acres, on which there are the following
buildings and improvements:

Thigq)and is located about__Qz}_ _______ il Trom. L oapiesty W Virginia, in

the rall . %aglsterlal Dlstrlcigf sal%goum /{d e

I claim the followmg right, title, estate or interest,in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say wh éther he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

/g rcel of land d crlbed above.)

Jeollfonas 2en Q1. Yoas 2o Wis Sl-%ﬂm %ﬂ’..g/ MZ&'&T&‘E&&M

M;ﬁm&fﬁ@&w !f____ MW-M&MJZ 5%@/7 _________

The land owners ad‘?&\j to the abg{{descnbed tract or parcel of land are as follows:

LY ____ i s SR> & ‘_i*{,,a@.. _______________________________________ a

__ _____________________________________________________
.{: ________________________________________

West_{{/ _u__ ________
I acquired my ri ht tltle estate :mterest to this property about the year_[_f 7% in the
following manner:

e P

I claim that the total value of t with the improvements there-

on is $2_HJLQA¢!:L__. I claim that the total value of my right, title, eszﬁ (ént;::rest,

in and to this tract or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is $_

I/am the owner of_ _____________ acres of land adjoining the above described tract or
parch ide Park area, which I4laim Wil be damaged by the pro-
na ithi '

posed con - : g

(In the space below should be set out any add1t10na1 statements or - information as to
this elaim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract 0; parcel of lan 5 by metes and bounds).

Remarks: n’w&azos‘i J_)'La[_ AP JM«.-__' %&i_%ﬁ’é’:‘!&ﬂé!{g!

et mﬁ‘{"—_- it e %_ o s g dr Ry T

TR ST S L. Soanee litlen gy Mocssy .G e dlo v ~‘-._-'-:=_f9_j_2_ Yossnnss
é’iﬂw _..'gl(__ﬂ-t_%&a L "'t:_}’{c_/.&ﬂd‘_ié‘_?’f_j %/7_@4:‘___ _,_5M§ .?:-;".:*'___ =

,(Continue remarks if necessary on the back).

gﬁtness my mgnature" (or my name and mark attacbed hereto) this_____ b oA day
7 7, i /(f‘( 1 4z o g
of mm E/uETRer 7 e ==
STATE OF COUNTY OF________ LA . To-wit:
The undersigned hereby certifies that_____ o 452 3 ) e AR é el e e

the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oath that the matters
and things appearing in his abzve answer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

i (17 _day ofFadn »7_ 193

erk of the Court or Special Investlgator or
Notary Public, or Justice of the Peace.

My Commission Expiros June 10, 193]

242
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17 1931

FEB

pﬁrf;el of land described above.
Z..._ L8l sy oo it L __:_Z%

In the Circuit Court of-%ﬁ__h_ e ey Ly - S County, Virginia, No.________ , At Law.

The State Commission on Conservatiecn’ and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

i e Y N e Rt L N

‘7" SeL S 2 o e S S
more or less, of land in_ ﬁﬂf&gff_ﬁ < _County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petitiof/of the Stdte Commission on Conservation and De-

velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded

upon the filing of sajid Ppetitipn and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit
Court of__/_lf_ﬁ'_l_&'?ﬁf::\(}ounty, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petition and to said notige.

My name isﬁmh%_

My post office address is__ de A
L
I claim a right, Hitleestate-or interest in a b
to be condemned, containing abo

This lgnd is located about.__ 2= _____ miles from__. Zzt-cc €7 _ Virginia, in
theSy, ” Magisterial District of said CouC;Zy.

I claim the following right, title, estate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what) right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

v I %f/%

A/

_____________

_________ Gttrreb R LL, L w0 3Ly (LR Y

The land owners adjacent to the abdve deseribed trt or parcel’of lan

as

I acquired my right, title,/estate or interest to this property about the yearlz_)_g_in the
following manner:

ICI imthatthe;ﬂ()tal IlleOft_}‘l_i a%: .?m_l! ER-Ehe '415 0 :an:.‘_ _../‘. O
(=]
__n?-_‘ﬁffz‘_?_‘_:i..ﬂz%/ga the total value of my right, title, estate or integest

o
in and to this tract or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is $_\3_Q_‘_’_Q_':‘_'__;31k

1
m the oyntrof . . - . acres of land adjoining the above described tract or
parcel of land but lying outside the Park area, which I claim will be damaged by’ the pro-

—Clerk

posed condemnation of lands within the Park area, to the extent of $.__._ ... . (S

(In_the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of land by metes and bounds).

__,e-_\_-_,__‘___.' '..__'.../_'.. .

N/ (%

(Continue remarks if necessary on the back).
ture (or my name and mark attached hereto%hisg ______ o day

ab SN . 1934, S M ke
STATE OF VIRGINIA, COUNTY OF..._{) oatnn 4 b To-wit:

The undersigned hereby certifies that__,b.’mz_éfx._g o AL 3
the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oath that the matters

and things Zpearing in his above answer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

________ day of 7T Ak 193¢9'¢r AL 7M - EP

Clerk of the Court, or Special Investiga%or or
Notary Public, or Justice of the Peace.

By Commission Expires Octobar 16
v Al

1923



Filed in the Clerk's Office

Rockingham County, Va.

17 1631

FEB

Clerk

In the Clrcmt Court of_i/_[){ﬂ_( _______ Q_ﬂ_‘:f:‘;':l_—_____County, Nirginia; NO-wconezc: , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation and Development of the State of Vlrglma Peti-

tioner, vs

. e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e i ———— o o . e e

a7z ____County, Virginia, Defendants.

The under51gned in answer to the petl ion of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the filing of said petltlon and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

Court of_ YA &V i 7_/_1.“_%%___ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petition and to said notice.

My name 1s_w9_\m_0_n112,_q_% kmd%‘:: _____________________________
My post office address 1ﬂ ___Z

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about_/_éa_é‘__{( Z=—___acres, on which there are the following
buildings and improvements:

the @'}M 2.2 _Magisterial District of S’}ji County

o Plrinzan
I claim the following rzght title, ?ftate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say wh éther he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

‘/9 j of land described above.) 20
/

_________ ZAO”_/_C_; ﬁ’_ézzet-—_/f’_/ J_fl jg_,_aa/mffo__ ’é’/ ¥ 4 5 LMM_Z/M gﬁm:e‘—_,?/_é@»»g

MM ﬂaaé.:_ca a,_{@”@ﬂe}_}’a&c-_-__paf,a‘w ,}yyz&.ﬂﬁ_e@

South____d_u‘ﬁ/ __:'=/ S _C_/_’;/—_,a ___________________________________________
East ____f@xz,._ﬂ;___\{l:ezrh:e:t_/_;j_ _______________________________________________
Weahdl/ SF Bl A i ¢ v o o S TR O

I acquired my rlglit tltle, estate or‘interest to this property about the year_/_?_r_/_____m the
follo ng manner:

mg‘,z,:f./z_/_énw__ st (..
I claim that the total value of this tract or parcel of land with the 1mpr0vements there—

on is $1deap_aa_e‘_ﬁ___. I claim that the total value of my right, title, estate or interest,
in and to this tract or parcel of land with the lmprovements thereon is $Z;sgl$.a_é: ______

A am theowner of ______ o ____ acres landadjoi
parce], c&‘ land but/lying/outside the P whicl I
posgd condemnatl of s W t ark #rea,\te’ the_ektentof & __C2 2 T ___.

(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or mformatlon as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract parcel of ‘émd by metes and bounds).

Remarks ,ha{amy&mﬁﬂ"’

o, e __u __z@_m_m Z_m ____________
_a__‘Qg.a_fz_A_’y_ffo_‘cm _a'-:? Q‘ %-_-ec__ rclire gkuam?f/ j&e&«_&mﬁiﬂ
ép- Lotle “’.%m.pﬁ.. %_?mﬁf?l%&g% 2= _‘._ZM_Q‘-_M_M%____
CZZZ;«“‘,_\L _V QA%)( Continue remarks if necessary on the back).
itness my SIgnatureS(or my name and mark attached hereto) 1 ]; __i*_*} _____ day
of 5 Crcta ., 1930
STATE OF VIRGINIA, CQUNEY-OF-LE
Herrisonbars

The undersigned hereby certlges that__ ClLarlofie - Yancey-Rales .. ... o=
the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oath that the matters
and things appearing in his a é}ve answer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

3T b ¥ 5 SR day of M_Z'LQEQ::_/?____, 19?{_@1
O B g < Notary Publlc, or- Jystlg&gé, /]
Yy g5 3 f

[}
]



[7 1631

Filed in the Clerk's Office
FEB

Rockingham County, Va.

more or less, of land in : _County, Virginia, Defendants.
The undersigned, in answer to the petition of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the“haqtice of condemnation awarded
upon the E}ng’ of faid pet}ﬁ}(:%’ and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

e

Court of (/A LS e ] _ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said/petition and to said notice. .

aZ the following
Iz e

Thié%ﬁd&s-lﬁeate_ bout____ 2 ___miles from’Z= e T e Virginia, in
2 4
theXd. _Magisterial District of said County.

I claim the following right, title, estate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
seribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tra?ef"

The land owne __é;'édjacent to ove described tract or parcel ng are

North- - .- f £ i gt it SO o i T e N SRS U ) W Heg £

South__________:;%,/_/ i, o R e T

| A B . < L e s Sl i B o R PN UM S e

Wl seardae a2v AR, AN o
I acquired my right, titlé"’é to this property about the year__/f_z{__‘/_in the

following manner: |

Maim that the total value of thi a AT the Smprovemants-tlore:

- -

—o¥% 18 &Z.ﬁé?.‘:.‘.:';_'_. i claim th&t the total value of my right, title, estate or interegt.
in and to this tract_or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is 400 - ke

I am the owner of _______________ acres of land adjoining the above described tract or
parcel of land but lying outside the Park area, which I claim will be damaged by’ the pro-

posed condemnation of lands within the Park area, to the extent of §__________________.

(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the traet or parcel of land by metes and bounds).

The undersigned hereby certifies that____@__ AL ) AR A oo o oo
the above named claimant personally appeared before
and things appearing in his above answer are true to ti knowledge and belief,

o
MO AR IALS
Notary Publie, or Justice of the Peace.—

Y iy T

¥ e
Y Glpmfswan Expires Aug, 18 1839
| 21§



S

> c.¢-County, Virginia, No.________ , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

more or less, of land in_f/(_) _____ S ek J L e County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petition/of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and'in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the{- ling of said petﬁiOn and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

Court of A O dLc<<glecice - County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said(petition and to said no tice.

My name is*_____ZZM___m;___)fk":‘::’!:?a

This land is located, mabout_____ Z~____miles from_ AT

the %14 Magisterial District of said County.

I claim the following right, title, estate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
seribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or Joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

773 ﬁarcel of land dgc&ibed above.)

The land owner adjacent t,
North__.

T S e S R - T Sk T TR el (R ST - SO SR S, e,
v e TSRS S - t%‘i, 5 MR
I acquired my right, title, estate or interest fo this property about the year_/_?_’_/_ f_[_in the
following manner:

-]
g‘?/g_rgi,&thfg tract er—parcel of land with the improvements thereon is $_~_£t_’ ______________

I am the owner of ._______________ acres of land adjoining the above described tract or
parcel of land but lying outside the Park area, which I claim will be damaged by the pro-

posed condemnation of lands within the Park area, to the extent of $__________________.
(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a

description of the tract or pargel of land by metes ang boun
: ' Jwolie 7 M—u{

S & Ttronacosine.
.
s CE'_: r~ @E&i __________________________________________ (Continue remarks if necessary on the back).
L = -t% oo Witness my signature (or my name and mark attach%erj%;) this____ % = _?lf_day
== ¢ ke . , 193 e IF,. L}f?_ PIPR
25 |  STATE OF VIRGINIA, COUNTY OF. (/f#efesingsca ze o- Iézﬂ/%

B The undersigned hereby certifies that___ A%;--Z%'_{Zi_ /7 P 5 £
the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oath that the ters
and things appearing in his above wer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,
e oA day of---én%:_“, 1936 -

Mv Commission expires Aug. 22, 1934, e a. e
4 Notary Public, or_JHistice of the Peace.
N e el

2]



In the Circuit Court of_ qu &-<<q Coun'ty, Virginia, No._._______ , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservatmn nd Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

T A LR S o A0 MU T Je e LRI RN IO e T g

morc oor-les o dRnd N o e S T County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petition of the State Commission on Conservation and De-

velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
%iion and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

upon the sald
Court of A UCA CenroAs p L-tt -County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to sai petltIOE and to said notice.

/gd_% _______________________

My name is________ TR e A A T b >
My post office address is_________#7~7 N e Ty &{’

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about____/. 2_’_4/

buildings ang improvements: ._LS

This 33 d is located,about____

27" __miles from_fCBtey/ Virginia, in
th(ﬁm:agisterial District of said County.

I claim the following right, title, estate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

1 of land describe above )

followj

I acquired my rig
following man

I claim that the total value of this

en is $.2._’7£ _________ —c T 'claim that thétotal value of my right, title, estate or mtere's;z:

in and to M parcel of land with the improvements thereon is $_»3_Q_‘_’__°_ ______

I am the ownerof ________________ acres of land adjoining the above described tract or %'
parcel of land but lying outside the Park area, which I claim will be damaged by the pro-

posed condemnation of lands within the Park area, to the extent of $__________________.

(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of 1

e
(3]
EE}-
O::;
R
S o
T
SQ
r~
e
= ©
*—I—:m
=11]
= = W
e
= O
D O
= o=
b

The undersigned hereby certifies that_______ z_'_'_';_’_”..’_’:_';__'__"________________-_':'_' ______
the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oath that the matters
and things appearing in his above answer are true to the best of his knowledge’and belief,

this - /,}.’i”_':;"i;____day of

Clerk of the-Go’urt or Speclal—frrvesngator or
Notary Publie, er- Justice of the Peace.

246



Filed in the Clerk’s Office

Rockingham County, Va,

17 1931

FEB

13

Claim of_______g:_;/;jz_ e LI__ e Y R e o K e

In the Circuit Court of. /Co™& ___-—_-_—:z ounty, Virginia, No.________ , At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation @nd Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-
L v e T SR Rl (St o vt O e AR e e g
more-drdess, of'land in... . . SSEECL. . County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petition of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
51 and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

upon the W of 7aid'petit,j
Court of_/ LU C __9_?13‘7_ _______ “I County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petnj? and to said notice.

’ Y < S . B ’
LG B e e T

My post office address is_____________ 7 T

I'claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought

- Yn ~ . :
to be condemned, containing ab t___“/_M-/ _____ acres, on which there are{‘? folfowing
improvements; 0 3R, FLzes - € '

My name is_________¢

building:

227/7/;/&23

I claim the following right, title, estate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
seribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or

parcel of land described above.)
K{f ____________ CLogotea oy Fe X M
Ao Erzrrira, Gl 2 ford 2270 <

/
The land owners adjacent to the above described tract or parcel of land age as follows :LC(’J

Eagbo. . . ___“."ﬁf!—.ﬁ; _______________________________
Westm_iﬁ_z = 1___&,%_@_4__ ________________________________________________
I acquired my right; title, estate or interest to this property about the year_ ZZ{_Z"_{IH the

following manner:

I claim that theptq@al value of this t i
~on is $_"-2=_‘f_0_?_a__r%'__‘_’11‘£".[' claim thét the total value of m? right, title, estate or interest, “

;/avr&‘i;ithis tragt or parcel of land with the fmprovéments thereon is $,id_¢!:£;§: _____

Jouni:the owner ol o o oo acres of land adjoining the above described tract or
parcel of land but lying outside the Park area, which I claim will be damaged by the pro-

posed condemnation of lands within the Park area, to the extent of e 7S 2y T
(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a

description of the tract or parcel of land by metes and bounds). =% /

e
2
I 2 L N S o SN S R (Continue remarks if necessary on the back).
Witness my signature (or my name and mark gttached hereto) this___ /%> _______ day
i La
of Tokty o o k., . . LM Aaeaker . 08 S
STATE OF WREEHA, COUNTY OF.L7Z < ; |
The undersigned hereby certifies that______ZZ@m——=v’ = #7: 4/ 'f'_’__“:’fi%"_

the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oathethat the matters
and things appearing in his above answer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

this______ Zarte. day of_j%;_____---_, 1930, —
ol

al Investigator or
¢e of the Peace.

Clerk of the T
Notary Public, or Jus

£E6T ‘2T a2y sandxs worssrmram S



Filed in the Clerk’s Office
Rockingham County, Va,

FEB 25 (977

/7

Claim of__Mrs. Pmma V. Yibpons

In the Circuit Court of __Rackingham __________ County, Virginia, No.____ 25_, At Law.
The State Commission on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia, Peti-

tioner, vs.MIS. “mma V. Uibbons, owner of about 125 _to_l43 acres, _____
ESReduding. cartatn winerhl TAghta . . o o .o o al e

more or less, of land in___Gockingoam_ ___________ County, Virginia, Defendants.

The undersigned, in answer to the petition of the State Commission on Conservation and De-
velopment of the State of Virginia, and in response to the notice of condemnation awarded
upon the filing of said petition and published in accordance with the order of the Circuit

Court of_Hockingham __________ County, Virginia, asks leave of the Court to file this
as his answer to said petition and to said notice. : : »

My maone . Brs. poms o V. Gihbheme. o e SR

MY phat olfico addvess dn. BIKEOR, M8, oo o O e e

I claim a right, title, estate or interest in a tract or parcel of land within the area sought
to be condemned, containing about__1=2_t0_145 _ acres, on which there are the following

buildings and improvements:Property counsists of saw timber land_sand_young

the_Ltonewall_ __Magisterial Distriet of said County.

I claim the following right, title, estate or interest in the tract or parcel of land de-
scribed above: (In this space claimant should say whether he is sole owner or joint owner,
and if joint owner give names of the joint owners. If claimant is not sole or joint owner,
he should set out exactly what right, title, estate or interest he has in or to the tract or
parcel of land described above.)

Joint_owner with danghter - Mcs. Mary Snapp, Jr., and son-

T M D S o s o e e e et e
The land owners adjacent to the above described tract or parcel of land are as follows:
MNorth.. - Rarnsberger 804 BB o nn s
I R R R e e I L ol e e
P L T e e e Wl 15 S o
) o, R JP - Y 4 T S o, e P S e S

I acquired my right, title, estate or interest to this property about the year__________ in the

following manner:

Property partly inherited from my father's estate-Capt.W.B.Vancey

I claim that the total value of this tract or parcel of land with the improvements there-

on is $,900.00_____, I claim that the total value of my right, title, estate or interest,
in and to this tract or parcel of land with the improvements thereon is $2,000.00_____.
I am the owner of__243__________ acres of land adjoining:therabove described tract orx

spareelxofxland but lying outside the Park area, which I claim will be damaged by the pro-

posed condemnation of lands within the Park area, to the extent of $__________________.

(In the space below should be set out any additional statements or information as to
this claim which claimant desires to make; and if practicable he should also insert here a
description of the tract or parcel of land by metes and bounds).

e e e e e i e e s ) SRR

_accesB8ible and convenient. _ Mineral deposits of mangapese_may be of

o T S AR ERE S S B S S MECE L R R e e e
____________________________________________ (Continue remarks if necessary on back).
Witness my signature (or my name and mark attached hereto) this__ }_')f_ﬁ_-_day
of,_ﬁo‘_QI_' ___________ ; 193q. ___@dﬂ?:zz:.e«._ % Mm ________
STATE OF VIRGINIA, COUNTY OF__ZZ_-;{/_’/'_/P_‘:Q/}:_/_ ________ , To-wijt:
The undersi __Y; ______________________

the above named claimant personally appeared before him and made oath that the matters
and things %earing in his aboye answer are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

fith. st day of,fﬁhugzﬁ?;__ﬁ}%o. £ (7?_ M%/_

Clerk-of-the—Ceurt,or-Special-Investigater—or
Notary Public, i

7)7?/, Ctn . WJG
' : A



Hevised report - 5=
County: Rockingham
District: Stonewall

#163 - Gibbon, lrs, Zmma ¥, .

Acreage Claimed: Assessed: 243.95 Deed: 124 A.
purchased 1926

Yalue Claimed: Assessed: " 1/5 int.
$6956.00 14/40

Area: inherited with
- . 4 other land.
location: One mile east of Yancey, east of Gap FRun.
Zntirely within the Pari’: area.
n nees er ¢ or 3 Hone.
Soil: Slope type.
Hoads: Two miles to Island Ford over county road.

ber: There is no clearod -

' 8 entire tract is in wooded
J.and and m been heavily cut over and & portion
has been burned over repeatedly. All of the saw
timber has been removed from this tract, leaving
mtntng except fuelwood. A total of 700 cords valued
2 25¢ per cord or $175.00

Value of land by types:
Value Total

53 (burnea) —%"- s 168+00

Slope (unburned) % 133.00

Tot:1l value of land svescscssese 33‘1-00
Tot:l value of timber .cesccces 175.00
Total value of tract sseesee maooo

Average value Der 8Cre .eese $3.78



§ '- . poekinghdl |
A 3138??@ { 8tonewall

230 - Gibbons, Erwa V.

écreage CLaineds Assessed 120 A. - Tsed 120 A,

Value Clained: " $960.00 " $6956.00
Areas 120 A.

Location: Hawksbill oereck near top of Blue Ridge and lies entirely

within the Park area.

Incumbrances, counter clains or lapss None known.

So0il: Sandy clay loan.
Roads sleven miles to Blkton over seven miles of county road

and four niles over Spotswood Trail.

History of tract and condition of tirber: The cleared land on this
Iract has been used for grazing purposes for many years.
Therc is no sawtimber on the woodland.
Timber; Fuelwood == 120 cords valued © 50g¢ === $60.00.

Inprovenents: Dwelling: Log, 15x17', 2 rooms, porch 6x16', shingle
roof, stone fiues, 1y story, log finish, poor conditionm,
occupied by tenant, kitchen - 2 roons 15x16x12' == 5150.00

0ld barn: Log 17x44x12', shingle roof, poor " 25.00
Suring nouse: Log, 8x10x6', shingle roof, poor "- 5.00
Hen ho

use Log, ©x10x6', shingle roof, poor . 5.0%

value of land by tyves:

Value Total
T*pg Acreage r acre Value
ope . %3 065 $ .
Fg 110 25.00 2750.00
Iha =3 -
Total value of orchard 540,00
Total value of land 2780.00
Total value of improvements 185.00
Total value of timber 60.00
Total velue of tract 83065 .00

Averagce value per acre 25.54



County?: Rockingham
District: tonewall

#163~ Gibbon, lMrs, Emma V,

#1116 ¢

Jacob Yost

Idea Phelps
Jacob Yost

J .. Moubry

LEGENDs:
Slope
Scale « 1" =2 20 chains

586
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THE STATE COMMISSION ON CONSERVATION AN

| worth at least Ywelve Thousand pollars, sxceptant‘'s interest therefn

i | «

.« pi . . Filed in the Clerk’s Office

BT Rockingham County, Va.
6CT ) 1932

»

lerk

MENT IN 9HE STATE

OF VIRGINIA.
i/ R

CASSANDRA ﬁTKIHA AND OTHEKS, AND FIFTY TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUND RED AND
SIXTY ONE (62,561) ACRES OF LAND IN ROCKINGHAM COUNTY.

To the Honorable H. w. Bertram, Judge of the Circuit Court of
Rockinghsm County.

The Petition of irs. smaa v. Gibbons, Hunter M. Gibbons, and
lirs. Mary Gibbons Snapp, respectfully represents:

That they are the owners in fee simple of a ?c?a/cé:.of one hundred
end twenty four and one-half acres of land within thg\area which i;
sought to be condemned for Park purposes in the above entitled causge.

That this land lies Kast of yYancey about one or one and one-half
miles, that most of the lsnd is flat land, timber, and contsins
valuable Mahgsnese prospects as will be seen from Bulletin 660 J
issued by the interior bepsrtment on January 21, 1918. ‘his 1lsnd
is in tinber but is capsble of utilization for farming purposes
and for fruit raising. 'he 1l2nd 'itself regardless of the mineral
prospects thereon is worth at least One “housand gight Hundred
Sixty Seven Dollars snd pifty cents for which the Appraisal
Comanissioners of the rars = proposed to give only the sum of
ffive Hundred =2nd 3Sixty vollsrs which is not one-third of its actual
value.

1IN ADDITION TO THE aBOVE kxceptant excepts to said report of

Apprasissl Commissioners upon the grounds that they have ignored thi

W

mineral rights thereon belonging to gxceptant and others which is

being worth rifteen nundred Dollsrs. <The proposed tazing of
wxceptant's property at the price suggested by the soard of Asppraisgal

Commissioners amounts to confiscation of their property and taking

x

the same without any just compensation tharefor. e

b
WHEREFOR Petitioners pray leave to file this, their excapt‘t




T
Wuu A

to the said report of the 32id Board of Appraisal Comnissioners snd
sasks the Court to grsnt them & hearing before the Court or the Jury
gupsnneled by it to the end that justice may he done Pstitioners.

AND they will ever pray, etc.

A E

By Counse

ounse

VIRGINIA,
CITY OF HAKRISQNZURG, To-wite
I, Bessie lI. QCooke, a Notary Public in and for the city of

Harrisonburg in the State of Virginis, do certify thast irs. Bmma V.

Gibbons, and Hunter i. Gibbons, whose names are signed on the margihn
ereof for the purpose of identification, this day persons lly
appeared before me snd made oath that the facts stated in the fore-
going Petition or gxception are true.

Given under my hand this 1st day of October, 1932.

T i A

Notary Publlsi>

34



WARD SWANK
ATTORNEY AT LAW
HARRISONBURG, VA.

VIRGINIA : "IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ROCKINGEAM COUNTY.
The State Commission on Conservation and Development
of the State of Virginla « « ¢« « o ¢ ¢« ¢ ¢ o « s » + « PETITIONER
ve At Law No. 1829
Cassandra Lawson Atkins and others, and Fifty-Two
Thousaend, Five Hundred and Sixty-One (52 561) Acres
of land, more Oor 1leSs « o « o« o =« . « « o« « » o DEFENDANTS

On this égfz day of December, 1933, came Emma V.
Gibbons, Hunter M. Gibbons, Mary Y. Snapp, Federal Intermediate
Credit Bank of Baltimore, and FarmerssAgriculture Credit Corpora-
tion, by counsel, and on their motion, leave 1s given them to file
their application for the payment to them in the amounts herein-
after of the sum of Thirty Six Hundred Eighty Five Dollars
($3685.00), the amount of the award set out in the judgment of con
demnation for tract number 230, and heretofore paid into Court.
And it appearing from the report of the Board of Appraisal Com-
missioners heretofore filed in this cause, and in the petition for
judgment and condemnation heretofore filed herein that in the
opinion of the petitioners, the said Emmea V. Gibbons, Hunter M.
Gibbons and Mary Y. Snapp, are invested with a superlor or better
right or claim of title in and to saild tract number 230; and it
further appearing that the said tract of land is incumbered by a
certain deed of trust to Howard K. Gibbons, Trustee, securing a

debt of Twelve Hundred Dollars ($1200.00), payable to Kuewes 7.

Thompson; and it further appearing that the said owners have assig
ed to the Farmers Agriculture Credit Corporation and the Federal
Intermediate Credit Bank of Baltimore, the sum of Eleven Hundred
Thirty Dollars and Thirty Cents (§1130.30) out of said award; and
it further appearing that excepting said deed of trust and said
assignment, the recofd of this cause does not disclose any denial

or dispute of any party or person in interest as to the title to

299



WARD SWANK
ATTORNEY AT LAW
HARRISONBURG, VA,

il

sald tract or to the proceeds arising from the condemnation there-
of; and it further appearing that the said Hunter M. Gibbons and
Mary Y. Snapp desire that the entire amount of said award remain-

ing afiter the payment of said deed of trust debt and sald assign-

ment debt shall be paid to the said Emma V., Gibbons; and it furthdr

appearing to the Court that gll taxes due or taxable upon the saigd
tract number 230 have been paid; upon consideration whereof, it is
considered and ordered by the Court that the said sum, to-wit,

Thirty Six Hundred Eighty Five Dollars (#$8685.00) paid into Court
by petitionery;s just compensation for said tract number 230, shal|
be pald and distributed as follows :

7 :
Twelve Hundred Dollars ($1200,00) thereof to saidl@uad& V2

Thompson, the owner and holder of said first lien deed of trust;

the further sum of Eleven Hundred Thirty Dollars and Thirty Cents
($1130.30) to said Farmers Agriculture Credit Corporation and the
Federal Intermediate Credit Bank of Baltimore; and the balance of
said award, to-wit, the sum of Thirteen Hundred Rifty Four Dollars
and Seventy Cents ($1354.70) should be paid to the said Emma V.
Gibbons; and the Clerk of this Court is directed to transmit a
certified copy of this order to the Treasurer of Virginia, who

shall pay unto the said Jlau¢;g¢, )W . Thompson, Farmers Agri-

culture Credit Dorporation and Federal Intermediate Credit Bank
of Baltimore, and the said Emma V. Gibbons, the aforesaid respect-
ive amounts, the aggregate of the same being the amount of the
award set out in the judgment of condemnation for said tract of
land, taking from the said payees receipts therefor, and certify-
ing such payments to the Clerk of this Court for appropriate entry)

as required by law.

ENTER/?‘M\,@ W \D




COUNTY OF ROCKINGHAM Year

Assessed to: Commoqwealth of Virginia Assesse
19.2)
oine S IDISETICE
Received of: . as follows
Capitation ﬁ'& 212829 PN
A N
@ | Intangibles ,/.i} 2 Q g g /‘;\:.
b [oy £8 ol
NOTICE < | Income [ S =28 4:\.\-,
. ; ?; (] B O/
This receipt is given Penalty \o “,:", qu' J}J
> ‘.‘U{ " .".
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until taxes are paid in full. g E
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Interest
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Clerk’s Office

Circuit Court of Rockingham County

HON. H. W. BERTRAM = - e DEPUTIES
supes WBavrisonbury, Virginia W. Evar sire.
J. ROBERT SWITZER i RAL s T DR AR

CLERK

STATE OF VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF ROCKINGHAM, to-wit:

I, J. Robert Switzer, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Rockingham
County, do hereby certify that I find no delinquent taxes against the
tract of 120 acres in Stonewall District, assessed in the name of Emma
V. Gibbons and others, except for the tax year 1932, but which taxes
by statement of M. H., Harrisonj; County Treasurer, shown herewith, have
been paid in the County Treasurer's office, since said tract was
returned delinquent to my office.

Given under my hand this 27th day of December, 1933,

C/,é/ 2 )

Clerk of the Circuit Court of Rockingham

County, ?1rg1nia.j§,ﬁkﬁzgﬂqwau/dyG?



M. H. HARRISON
TREASURER OF ROCKINGHAM COUNTY

HARRISONBURG, VIRGINIA

To Whom It Mgy Concerm:

I hereby certify that the records
of my office show that the taxes for the years 1932 and
1933 assessed in the name of Emma V., Gibbons, Hunter
Gibbons and others, on a tract of 120 acres of land
situate in Stonewall Distriet in Rockinghem County,
have been paid.

Given fnder my hend this 27th day
of LUecember 1933,

!/

Treasurer of Rockingham County.

2oy



WARD SWANK
ATTORNEY AT LAW
HARRISONBURG, VA.

State of Virginia,
City of Harrisonburg, to-wit :
I, Janet Sprinkel, a Notary Public, in and for the

City and State aforesaid, do hereby certify that Hunter M. Gibbons
and Ward Swank, whose names are signed to the foregoing writing,
have personally appeared before me in my said City and having been
duly sworn, made oath that the facts therein stated are true.

Giﬁen under my hand this 2lst day of December, 1933.

%W)Lﬁd

5 Notary Public.
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CHAS. A. HAMMER
'b - ATTORNEY AT LAW
b HARRISONBURG, VA.

To The

Hon. Phillip wWilliams,

Chairman of the Land Tract Arbitration Board:

We, Thomas L.Yancey, Zuuna V.Gibbons, S.lM.Yancey, llettis

I.Manzy, Julia Estes, A.3.Yancey and Frank W.Yancey, have employed
lessrs. Hammer & Hammer of Harrisonburg, to represent us in all cone-
demnation proceedings in connection with our land tract #163 in the
Shenandoah National Park Area, as it appears upon the maps filed in
the Clerk's Qffice of Roskingham County.

Given uander our hands this 22nd day of August, 1933.

M%/f%%
P
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IN THE CIRCUXT T OF ROCKINGHAM COUNTY, VIRGINTIA. -
M’v_\v,/
THE STATE COMMISION ON CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
OF THE STATE OF VIRGINIA,

<

Vse

CASANDRA LAWSON ATKINS, et als;, and 52,561 Acres
of Land in Rockingham County.

Filed in the Clerk's Office
Rockingham County, Va.

AUG 24 1933 ¢

70 THE -
HON, H, W. BERTRAM, JUDGE OF THE CIRCUIT COUET: Clerk

(1) The motion of Emma V.Gibhons, Humter l.Gibbons, and lMary Gibbons
Snapp, praying the Court to diaapprove and to decline to accept the findings
of the Board of Appraisal Commissioners heretofore eppointed by the said Court
in the above matfer, wherein the said Board reported under #163 of its findings
as filed in the Clerk*'s Office of the said Court that moveants are only entitled
to FIVE HUNDRED AND SIXTY ($560.00) DOLLARS for the 124-1/2 acres of land which
they own in fee, the mineral rights being owned by Emma V.Gibbons, et als., and
for which a separate claim has been fiiod.

(2) The amount allowed for the said land is wholly inadequate, and
amounts to a taking of their property without just compensation. This land is
in young growing timber, is suitable for farming purposes, and excellent land
for fruit growing, This land at the lowest calculation, lying within a mile
and a half of the railroad, and alongside the public road, is easily worth
fIFTEEN ($15.00) DOLLARS per acre. The land is unimproved and the entire tract
is slope and orchard land of & good type. The value of this land at the lowest
is EIGHTEEN HUNDRED AND SIXTY SEVEN ($1,867.00) DOLLARS AND FIFTY CENTS.

Moveants prefer a trial by jury.

Counsel

T
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VIRGINIA, CITY OF HARRISONBURG; TO-WIT:

This day personally appeared Emma Vm.Gibbons, one of the moveants in the
above-named case, acting for herself and for Humter 1.Gibbons and Mary Gibbons
Shapp, and whose name is gigned on the margin hereof for purposes of identifica-
tion, before me and mede oath that the facts stated above of her own knowledge
are true, and those made upon information derived from others, she believes to be
trued

Given under my hand and seal this 22nd day of August, 1933

Mes O Lo

My G G i 1/73F

Itf



VIRGINIA, IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ROCKINGHAM COUNTY.

THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION ON CONSERVATION

L .
AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE STATEZ OF VIRGINIA led in the Clerk's Ofice
Rockingham Gounty, Va.
Ve
NoOy 7 1932

CASSANDRA LAWSON ATKINS and othsrs, and 53,561

acras, more or less, of land in Rockingha.m Count.l_,r, Py /.. /Z‘:—C‘Brk
Virginia,. .3424%é4ééé;ﬁﬂép

Statement made this 8th day of November, 1932, by Thomas L.
Yancey, Nettie I. Mauzy, Julia Estes, A. S. Yancey and Frank
W. Yancey, in response to an order entered in the above en-

tit lad cause on October 25, 1932,

Your respondents say that they are the owners, along with Emma V. Gib~
bons, Hunter M. Gibbons and Mary Gibbons Snapp, of the mineral rights in and to
that tract or parcel of land known as Tract No._/ 6 ]S s upon the plat made
and filed by the said Appraisal Commissioners and containing 124-1/2 acres of
land lying about one and a half miles east of Yancey, in Stonewall Magisterial
District, Rockingham County, adjoining the land of Crawford, Moubray, Charlss
Catlett, Trustee, and others, which is described upon the plat submitted by said
Board of Appraisers as No._/ (3 s and is more fully described in exceptions

filed by these exceptants to the report of said commissioners to which exceptions

t% W M #/0000% ouhd
1y Bnswered/ respondents pray oir ex epW"

the report of the said commission be sustained, and they will ever pray, etc.

refarence .1s hers mdeé or greater certamty of degeription. sy Mé‘-&
u

aving f

By Counsel

Counssl

86,
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THE STITE COMMISSION ON CON3ZRVATION AND DEVELOPMENT IN THZ STATE
OF VIRGINIA

V3.

CASSANDRA ATKINS AND OTHERS, AND FIFTY TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED ANP
SIXTY ONE (52,561) ACHES OF LAND IN ROCKINGHAM COUNTY.

To the Honorable He W. Bertram, Judge of the Circuit Court of
Rockinghem County.

The Petition of Thomes L. Yancey,.iiﬂ. Loma V., Gibbons, F. M.
Yencey, Nettie I. Mauzy, Julia Zstes, A. S. Yencey, and rrenk W.

Yancey respectfully represents:

Thet they along with the heirs at law of the late W. f. Yancey
/ O an ke bileaip oo brcesfptin i alanJolsd\
in a trzct of one hundred and twenty four =nd one-half scres of lanf
situate about one =nd one-helf miles sast of Yancey in Stonewall
Magisterial District of Rockingham County and within the area pro-
posed to be condemned for the establishment of the shenandosh
Nationsl Park, Mrs, Emuna V. Gibbons snd her children owning in theip
own right the land subject to this mineral right.
Your Petitioners except to the report of the Beard of Appraisall
Comuissioners of the Park upon the grounds that they have utterly
ignored all rights‘fn Zxceptants and the Gibbonses and Yancey heirs
inpand to the mineral rights in said lands., These lends are under-
lajaJ with veluable deposits of lsng=snese or.e as will be seen from
an inspection of Bulletin 660 J of the Department of Interior of the
United States to which special reference is here made. There hss

bean spent developing this lend areu1d Ywo Thousand Dollars and the

analysis of the iron ore is attached hereto which shows -that the
to tske the sum of Bight Thousand Dollars for the minersl rights

and the mineral rights alone in ths opinion of Kxceptsnts are worth

at the lowest fwelve Thousand Dollars. This valuable property is now

whowds & brother of your Betitionera\are the owners of mineral rights

Mangsnese runs about 69.18 per cent. At one time mxeeptsnts::refuspd

upon the property . The ores upon the Property have not been removed



; ounsedl.

N I, Bessie li. Cooke, & Notary Public in and for tha'uity of

being sought by the Park Comnission snd they propose to take it

from the gxceptants without the sllowances of anything whatever

thowefor 24 \~;*u4_a-JL “J%gﬁak -

The analysis of the gastern Iaboratory of Chester, Pennsylgania,

dated October 17, 1917, is attached hereto as is the affidavit of
pr. 3. 1. Yancey as to the conditions of the property.

Your Exceptents and Petitioners pray leave to file this
Petition or Exceptdon to the report of the said Apprsisal Board
and ask the Court for a hearin% before a Jury on/the Courg thereof
to the end that justice may be done them in this matter and that
they be ressonably compensated for the property which they propose
td take. |

41l of which is respectfully submitted.

Ao/ o/ S

By Cbunsel 7

VIRGINIA,

. CITY OF HARRISONBUEG, TO-wit?

Herrisonburg in the state of virginia, do certify that Frank .
Yancey, whose name is signed on the margin hereof for the purpose
of identification, this day personally appeared before me and msde

oath that the facts stated in the foregoing Petition or Exception

ST



are lrue.

Given under my hend this 1lst day of Qctober, 1932.

et

-~

Notary i='ub11e.>

gl







POSSIBILITIES FOR MANGANESE ORE ON CERTAIN
UNDEVELOPED TRACTS IN SHENANDOAH VALLEY,
VIRGINIA.

By D. F. Hewerr, G. W. Srosg, . J. Karz, and H. D. Miser.

SCOPE OF INVESTIGATION AND REPORT.

Studies of ore deposits aim to interpret the associations of ores,
in order that the systematic exploitation of known deposits or the
search for unknown ones may be carried on intelligently. Such
studies attempt to determine the source of the materials that make up
~ the ore and associated minerals, the conditions that determine the
favorable places for accumulation, the processes by which the accu-
mulation has been accomplished, and the subsequent processes that
have affected the deposit or brought it to view at the surface.

It is apparent that any attempt to determine areas that may con-
tain ore deposits now unknown must be based upon a sound even if
incomplete hypothesis concerning the origin and mode of occurrence
of the ores, and such a hypothesis can be formulated only after many
deposits of the particular ore sought have been thoroughly explored
and studied.

Manganese minerals are widely distributed in Virginia, and a
fairly complete explanation of the origin of the large deposits, which
are sources of ore, will be possible only when many deposits have
been examined in detail. Although much remains to be learned in
future work, it is believed that sufficient is now known concerning
some types of these deposits in Virginia to warrant the direction of
effort toward exploration in areas where unknown deposits may be
found.

This report aims to present briefly the results of field work in a
part of- Virginia where many manganese deposits are known. The
examination was directed toward the discovery of areas likely to con-
tain manganese, with the aid of data gathered in a study of the geo-
logic relations of known deposits. The field work was done in coop-
eration with the Geological Survey of Virginia. As it has brought
forth much information concerning the nature and structure of the
rocks associated with the manganese ores, which may greatly aid the
operators of producing mines, a more detailed report will be pub-
lished later by the Virginia Survey.

271
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AREA EXAMINED AND METHODS EMPLOYED.

Northwestern Virginia has long been the source of much of the
manganese ore mined in the United States, and at times it has been
the scene of active prospecting in the hope that other extensive
deposits like that at the Crimora mine might be discovered. The
manganese deposits lie along the east side of the Shenandoah Val-
ley, at the foot of the Blue Ridge. For the present investigation a
narrow belt was selected extending from Front Royal at the north
to a point about 10 miles southwest-of Waynesboro at the south.

(See fig. 26.) This strip is about 85 mi and averages 4 miles
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Fioure 26.—Index map of northern Virginia, showing location of undeveloped tracts
recommended as favorable for prospecting for manganese, Tracts are numbered in the

. order of prospective promise.

wide, and the Crimora mine occupies a central position in it. A pre-

liminary geologic map of the area has been prepared, and this will be

published in the report of the Geological Survey of Virginia.

The method of study was very similar to that which would have
heen employed in making a detailed areal map of the region: Trav-
erses were run along the roads and up the streams that cross the belt
nearly at right angles to the trend of the bedded rocks. By this
means the attitude of the beds was determined and the boundaries of
the rock formations were located. The adjacent mountains were
¢limbed where more information was needed or where a general view
was desired for the purpose of location. This was essential in many
places on account of the inadequate exposures of the rocks in the
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places it forms the front ridges. The formation in this region is
generally made up of three massive cliff-making ledges separated by
thinner-bedded sandstones. The thickness in the measured section
given below, the best-exposed section in this region, is 500 feet, but it
appears elsewhere to be much greater, possibly 1,000 feet.

Section of Erwin quartzite in Blue Ridge near Stanley, Va.

Feet.
White sandstone full of scolithus; crumbles readily to sand.
Rarely exposed in place. Upper layers harder; weather
red to rusty and porous_ il L e L L 120
Upper cliff: Hard white thick-bedded vitreous quartzite.
Conlains some soolithng, - wae 0 . @idig. Hey - ow 40
Partly covered, probably erumbly white sandstone__________ 90
Middle cliff: Hard thick massive beds of bluish-white vitre-
QUEsTOunpizite TEENRT pTUIRLIAS FRTIO NN A0 Y ILISURY TR S 80
Covered, probably crumbly sandstone______________________ 70
Lower cliff : Hard white vitreous quartzite. Contains some
BOOLEINR ol o o R e i 100
500

The cliff-making ledges consist largely of massive beds of dense
white quartzite, some of which are 15 to 20 feet thick without a
visible trace of bedding. Many of the beds contain casts of worm
tubes (scolithus), and as these were vertical when the sediments were
deposited they may be used to determine the bedding of the rocks,
which is at right angles to them. This formation is the same as the
Erwin quartzite of northern Tennessee and has also been correlated
with the Antietam sandstone of northern Virginia. It is believed,
however, to represent not only the Antietam but also a lower quartz-
ite, the Montalto quartzite of southern Pennsylvania, which is a mem-
ber of the Harpers shale. '

In the Shenandoah Valley the Erwin quartzite is overlain by a
great thickness of limestone and shale, but- only those beds immedi-
ately adjacent to the mountain front need here be considered. The
formation that normally lies above the Erwin quartzite—the Shady
dolomite—is composed largely of coarse dolomite containing chert
nodules and beds of impure shaly limestone. Because of the solu-
bility of the dolomite it readily breaks down into grains and finally
weathers into red clay and is generally not visible at the surface. It
therefore forms a deep-red granular and clayey soil containing chert
fragments and underlies low valleys. Some yellow laminated clay or
ocherous layers at the base represent banded argillaceous limestones.
Unallotted dolomite has been exposed only in a few shafts and tunnels
in the region. The formation is the same as the Shady limestone of
northern Tennessee and is equivalent to the Tomstown limestone of
southern Pennsylvania and Maryland. It is reported to be 1,800 feet

24998°—18——2 4
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lowlands and the necessity of resketching the topographic base map
where it was inaccurate. Where the rocks were found so broken by
weathering or so covered by rock waste that the bedding could not be
determined, the structure was inferred by the study of surface forms
and the distribution of distinctive débris derived from the several
{formations,

In addition to the traverses for the purpose of making the map and
determining the structure of the rocks, manganese and iron mines,
prospect pits, and holes of any sort where information as to the
relation of the ore to the bedrock might be observed were examined.
At only a few places was the unaltered limestone in the mine pits
visible, but the relation of the ore to the residual clay and to the
wash was carefully scrutinized. The clay in most of the deeper
mines and in some of the shallow pits was found to preserve the
original bedding of the impure dolomite and limestone, so that the
structural relations of the ore to these rocks could be determined.

THE MANGANESE DEPOSITS.
GENERAL FEATURES.

The known manganese deposits of this part of Virginia are masses

~of oxides that are associated with rocks of several different types

and have diverse structural relations. Some bodies of the oxides are
rather large and so pure that they may be mined and shipped ywith-

out prelminary treatment. Other masses are composed of nodules
disseminated through clay in proportions that have a wide range.
The material from such deposits must be washed to procure ore of
high enough grade to warrant shipping.

A complete discussion of the origin of the deposits should include
geologic data of several kinds, such as the distribution of manganese-
bearing rocks and minerals, the chemical properties of manganese
compounds and natural minerals, the character of the ground water
of the region, the characteristics and stratigraphic relations of the
rocks with which the ores are associated, the local structure of the
rocks, and the surface features resulting from the erosional processes
that have affected the region. Brief statements concerning data of
the last three kinds only are presented in this report, as they are
used in outlining favorable areas for the accumulation of the ores.

"ROCKS WITH WHICH THE ORE IS ASSOCIATED.

The rocks which oceur in the vicinity of the manganese deposits
of the Blue Ridge and adjacent part of the Shenandoah Valley in-
clude sandstone, shale, limestone, and dolomite and the older erystal-
line rocks on which these rest. The oldest crystalline rock present
in the area is granite. The other crystalline rocks are greenstone,
greenstone schist, and sericite schist, which were originally molten

522
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lavas. The massive greenstone is very resistant to weathering—that
is, it is not readily soluble in water nor easily broken up by frost and
rain—and therefore it forms the highest summits of the Blue Ridge
throughout this area.

Tmmediately overlying the crystalline rocks are sandstones and
quartzites, composed in part of unassorted débris derived from the
disintegration of the older crystalline rocks. These beds range from
soft arkose through harder arkosic sandstone to hard gray sandstone
and dark ferruginous quartzite. With them are associated beds of
slaty argillaceous sandstones. Some of the basal beds have rounded
grains and small pebbles of quartz, which are usually clear and trans-
parent, though some have an opaline blue color. Besides quartz
there are grains of feldspar, generally chalky white from weathering,
and considerable clay and iron oxide. A spotted sericite schist, rep-
resenting a thin amygdaloidal lava flow, occurs at several places in-
terbedded with the lowest sedimentary beds. These rocks have been
called the Unicoi formation in northern Tennessee, and that name
will be used in this report. They are equivalent to the ‘Weverton
candstone and Loudoun formation of Maryland and northern Vir-
ginia. Their thickness in this area is estimated to be 1,750 to 2,000
feet. The formation is best exposed in the cuts of the Southern
Railway 4 miles east of Front Royal but is also well shown on the
Simmons Gap road south of Elkton and elsewhere in the belt between
the main Blue Ridge and the front foothills.

Overlying the Unicoi formation are dark-gray shales, slates, and
thin sandstones which in northern Tennessee constitute the Hampton
shale. The shales and slates are mostly sandy and weather to hackly
outerops, so that in many places their original character and bed-
ding can not be clearly discerned. Some of the shale is dark and
banded but weathers to soft buff rock. The formation is the same
as the lower part of the Harpers shale of northern Virginia. It is
estimated to be about 400 feet thick in this area but may be much
thicker, as it is in general highly folded. Typical rocks of the
Hampton and Unicoi formations are easily distinguished, but the
two forinations were not separately mapped everywhere in the field,
because there are shaly rocks in the Unicoi and hard sandstones and
arkoses in the Hampton. All these rocks weather more easily than
either the underlying greenstone or the overlying massive white
quartzite, so that they form depressions or subordinate ridges be-
{ween the main Blue Ridge on the east and the outer foothill ridges
on the west. -

The next higher formation is a massive white quartzite, the out-
crops of which make prominent ridges in this region. It is here
called the Erwin quartzite. The western foothills of the Blue Ridge
throughout most of the area are composed of this rock, and in many
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thick in the vicinity of Natural Bridge, and it has probably about the
same thickness here.

The next recognized formation of the limestone group is a shale
called Watauga in northern Tennessee. Its characteristic color is
reddish purple, but in this area it is generally so much weathered that
it is buff colored. In places it is weathered to purple and buff banded
ocherous clay, as at the ocher mine 10 miles southwest of Luray. It
contains thin calcareous shales and blue limestone beds and in places
thinly laminated ripple-marked sandstone, which is best displayed
east of Front Royal. It is the equivalent of the Waynesboro shale
of southern Pennsylvania and Maryland, which is conspicuously pur-
ple and sandy. The thickness in this area could not be determined,
because of poor exposures. The formation is reported to be 900
feet thick in the vicinity of Natural Bridge, where it is better exposed,
but it does not appear to be so thick in this area. Above the Watauga

FIGURE 27.—Generalized structure section of the west front of the Blue Ridge and the
adjacent part of the Shenandoah Valley, showing the normal relations of the rocks and
their former extent (dashed lines) before removal by erosion,

shale are limestones and dolomites that have not been differentiated

in this area, and as they need not be considered in the present connec-

tion, they will not be described.

All the sedimentary rocks above described are geologically very
old. No fossils, except the worm tubes in the Erwin quartzite, were
found in them in this area, but casts of shells and other fossils have
been found in the equivalent formations elsewhere, and they are there-
fore known to belong in the Cambrian and to be among the oldest
fossiliferous rocks known in the eastern part of the continent.

The sediments were nearly horizontal when they were laid down in
the sea. The beds are now in most places steeply inclined and folded
into long troughs (synclines) and arches (anticlines) whose axes are
parallel to the northeasterly trend of the mountain ridges. (See fig.
27.) After being folded and wrinkled the rocks were worn down by
processes of atmospheric erosion, and the softer and more soluble
rocks were removed from the higher regions. The underlying
quartzites, shales, and greenstones were thus exposed and, because of
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was made by one of the present writers in May, 1917, and a report
is now in preparation. Near Elkton! manganese ore was mined
from a U-shaped trough in the Watauga shale, but no other deposits
with such associations are known.

At the Crimora mine over 300,000 tons of manganese ore has been
recovered from a deposit about 20 acres i ctent that lies in a
trough formed Dy the Erwin quartzite. The trough trends N. 40°
E. and is therefore slightly inclined to the ridges adjacent to the
Blue Ridge, which limit it, and it plunges southwest under the low
plain that here forms a part of the Shenandoah Valley. The
trough is bounded on the northwest by an anticline, which also
plunges southwest into the valley. Much ore has been recovered at
depths ranging from 100 to 200 feet below the surface, but the
limits of ore toward the southwest end of the deepening trough are
not known. IKxplorations of the deposit at the Crimora mine, which
has yielded more manganese than any other in the region east of the
Allegheny Mountains, and of other deposits that have similar rela-
tions confirm the tentative conclusion that troughs in which the beds
have low dips are the most favorable sites for the accumulation of ore.

Other deposits of manganiferous iron and manganese ore which
occupy troughs in the Erwin quartzite occur at the Mount Torry
“mine, near Sherando, and the Red Mountain mine, 5 miles east of
Pekin siding, on the Norfolk & Western Railway, Augusta County.

3. In the deposits of the third type manganese oxides replace
porous sandstone along crushed zones in the Erwin quartzite. One
deposit of this type has been prospected in the southeastern. part of
the Mount Torry tract, south of Sherando, and another on Dry
Run, 9 miles northeast of Luray, is being actively mined by the
Compton Manganese Co. Such crushed zones appear to be irregular
in distribution. They yield siliceous ore and, as they oceur in hard
rocks, are expensive to exploit.

4. A fourth type of deposit is represented by that explored near
Dargan, Washington County, Md.? (fig. 28, D). This deposit occurs
along a fault zone in clay derived in part from the decomposition of
limestone (Tomstown) on one side and shale (Harpers) on the other.
Such deposits appear to be uncommon, and no others are known in
the belt from Potomac River to Vesuvius, Va. They appear to yield
small quantities of ore.

5. The fifth type of deposit in this region of which the structural
relations are known is represented by that at Midvale, explored by
the Rockbridge Manganese & Iron Co.* (See fig. 28, C.) Another of

1 Hewett, D. F., Some manganese mines in Virginia and Maryland: U. 8. Geol. Survey
Bull. 640, pp. 42, 61-67, 1916.

2 1dem, pp. 42, 69-T1.
8 Idem, pp. 42, §4-60,
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their resistance to erosion, now form the mountains, whereas the
limestone underlies the valleys. A generalized cross section showing
the rocks of the region as they are now and their extent before they
were eroded is given in figure 27.

The manganese deposits are not confined to a single thin group of
beds but lie in or .over beds that range from the upper part of the
Erwin quartzite to the lower part of the Watauga shale, strati-
graphically 2,000 feet higher. Most of the deposits, however, occur
in banded clays that are believed to have been derived by weathering
in place from the lower 200 feet of the Shady dolomite.

RELATION OF DEPOSITS TO STRUCTURAL FEATURES.

Manganese oxides are widespread in the Shenandoah Valley, but
as most of the rocks near by are deeply decayed, the structural asso-
ciations of many small bodies of the oxides are obscure. Studies of
a number of deposits that were large enough to warrant extensive
exploration, however, show that at least five structural types may be
recognized and that in most places the local structure of the adja-
cent rocks has determined the form of the deposits and in large meas-
ure their areal extent and their persistence below the surface.

The five types of deposits will be briefly described. Figure 28
shows cross sections of four deposits which have been studied recently
and which probably include those types that are sources of most of
the ore now mined in northwestern Virginia.

1. The commonest type of deposit in the belt under consideration
is that represented at the old Kendall & Flick shaft, south of Elkton,
but also shown at the Vesuvius mine, 1} miles northeast of Vesuvius,
Rockbridge County, and elsewhere in the region (fig. 28, B). These
deposits occur in a 200-foot zone of decomposed shale and cherty
dolomite that overlies the upper beds of the Erwin quartzite, where
the beds dip toward the Shenandoah Valley at angles that range
from 30° to 60°. The structure near these deposits may be termed
monoclinal, as all the beds are similarly inclined. In such localities
the upper surface of the Erwin quartzite forms the slope of a con-
spicuous straight ridge, and float ore from the deposits is found
over the gentle slopes near by on the northwest. TUnder these struec-
tural conditions irregular bodies of manganese oxides are found
here and there in a narrow belt of decomposed shale and dolomite
parallel to the outcrop of the Erwin quartzite. The bodies of man-
ganese oxides appear to have no relation to the transverse ravines
that rise in the Blue Ridge and cross the quartzite. So far as avail-
able records show, no deposits of manganese ore or manganiferous
iron ore occurring under these conditions in this area have yielded
more than 25,000 tons, and many have been abandoned before pro-
ducing as much as 5,000 tons.

524
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2. Deposits of another type occur in clays that fill troughs formed
by the upper surface of the Erwin quartzite. The best illustration
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Frevre 28,—Sketches showing vertical cross sections of four manganese mines in the
Shenandoah Valley-Blue Ridge region, representing four types of deposits, A, Cross
section 8. 48° K. through the Crimora manganese mine, Augusta County, Va., in
which the ore lies in a trough in the Erwin quartzite; B, cross section 8. 52° E.
through the old Kendall & Flick mine, south of Elkton, Va., in which the ore occurs
as pockets lq clay immediately above the top of the Erwin quartzite, which has a
monoclinal strueture ; C, cross section 8. 65° E. through the Midvale mine, Rockbridge
County, Va., in which the ore occurs in gravel in a stream channel ent on nearly
vertical limestone; D, cross section 8. 65° E. through the mine at Dargan, Md., near
Harpers Ferry, W. Va., in which the ore occurs in clay along a fault zone,

of this type is the deposit worked at the Crimora mine, Augusta
County."! (See fig. 28, A.) A detailed study of the Crimora mine

1Hall, C. E., Geological notes on the manganese deposits of Crimora, Va.: Am,. Inst.
Min. Eng. Trans., vol. 20, p. 46, 1892,
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this type is now being explored on the Kennedy property, 3 miles
southwest of Sherando, Augusta County. In these deposits manga-
nese oxides replace the clay zones of sediments that fill an ancient
river channel (Midvale) or that form an ancient alluvial fan or
gravel terrace (Kennedy). It is a coincidence that the Kennedy
deposit is near the outlet of an ancient stream that rose in the high
ridges several miles to the south and flowed in a trough directed
toward the deposit. Such deposits are flat masses that conform to
the depressions in Wwhich the sediments were laid down. Explora-
tion by drilling at the Kennedy mine is reported to show the presence
of a large quantity of ore, and it is possible that here, as with de-
posits in troughs, the size may depend upon favorable local structural
features.

The field work on which this report is based was directed especially
toward the interpretation of the structure of the beds making up the
Erwin quartzite, Shady dolomite, and Watauga shale. The tracts
in the belt examined that are considered favorable to the accumula-
tion of manganese or manganiferous iron ore are those which are
underlain by troughs of the upper beds of the Erwin quartzite, from
the surface of which the products of decay of the overlying Shady
dolomite have not been removed. The six tracts that are deseribed
in the following pages fulfill these conditions, but the troughs are
considered favorable in proportion to the size of the area that has
drained into them, or to the abundance of float ore present and the
thoroughness of the decay of the rocks over the Erwin quartzite.

A number of faults have been recognized in this belt, but as the
factors which determine the parts of the fault zones that are favor-
able to accumulation of ore are not known, and as the only deposit
known to lie along a fault is not large, it would not be wise to direct
exploration along such faults. i

RELATION OF DEPOSITS TO SURFACE FEATURES.

In a recent report® it has been suggested that several manganese
deposits in the region between Potomac River and Midvale, Rock-
bridge County, Va., occur under conditions that make it appear that
they were formed during or soon after the period in which the valley-
floor peneplain was being established. This peneplain has been con-
sidered to be of early Tertiary age and for brevity it will here be
referred to as the early Tertiary peneplain. It was also noted that
several deposits crop out at the level of this plain, without regard
to the extent to which the plain was locally dissected. The present
investigation has shown that the outerops of a number of additional

1 Hewett, D, F., op. cit.,, pp. 37-T1,
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eovering such deposits is recommended. TFormerly such deposits
were prospected by means of pits and trenches, but recently im-
provements in methods of employing the churn drill make it most
useful for this purpose, and several operators use it extensively.
Even if deposits should exist under these tracts, they may be covered
by gravel or wash from. the neighboring slopes, as_at. the Crimora. .
_mine, and _exploration by drilling is peculiarly adapted to such

onditions.

These tracts are regarded as favorable for exploration largely be-
cause they have the same structural and stratigraphic features as
other areas within which large deposits of manganese and man-
. ganiferous _iron Qres__gﬁmﬁn and bear a similar relation to the
surface. They are described in the order of greatest promise, the
one in which the conditions are believed to be most favorable first.
Fragments of manganese minerals have been found on-tlie sirface of"
many tracts, but as such fragments are widespread in this region they
are not especially significant. Positive assurance that these tracts
contain workable deposits of ore can not be given, but to those inter-
ested in searching for unknown deposits of these ores the tracts
should offer an attractive field.

TRACT 1.

Tract 1 lies 2 miles soutkwest of Elkton, within a mile of the Nor-
folk & Western Railway. (See fig. 29.) The west front of the
mountains in the vicinity of Elkton has many sharp offsets in its
general southwest course. From Swift Run this course is a little
south of west for 1} miles to a point where the mountain front is
slightly offset to the northwest. From that point the front runs
west-southwest across Hawksbill Creek for 1} miles to a sharp off-
set to the east of about half a mile. The southwestward course
then continues for three-fourths of a mile but is interrupted by
a second sharp offset to the east of about a quarter of a mile. At
Gap Run, three-quarters of a mile beyond, the mountain front is
slightly offset in the-opposite direction, to the west, but the south-
west trend is maintained. At Swift Run the mountain .front is
offset to the southeast, and beyond Elk Run the front ridge breaks
down to low knolls for over a mile.

Along the west flank of the mountain$, immediately west of the
line just traced, there are gravel-covered terraces that slope toward
Shenandoah River and are deeply trenched by ecross streams. No
rock exposures occur in _;Mavel-coverggl__bglt, but several mine

shafts and test pits show that it is underlain by lower members of
t}y_s_ Sl}en_a_r}d_oah group of limestones.(Shady dolomite and Watauga
shale). The gravel-covered area is 1 to 1} miles wide, except for a
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deposits lie close to the position of this peneplain, but also that the
lowest point of one deposit—that at Red Mountain, northeast of
Vesuvius—occurs 400 to 500 feet above the level of this plain, and
that the surface near the Liyndhurst mine is not 50 feet below the
early Tertiary plain, as stated in a previous report by the senior
author,* but nearly 250 feet below it. Therefore, while the conditions
during or soon after the early Tertiary peneplanation appear to have
been particularly favorable to the accumulation of certain deposits of
manganese and possibly of iron ores, others were probably formed
at an earlier and some at a later period.

Evidence collected during this investigation shows that although
four periods of planation may be recognized,® the recent physio-
graphic history has probably been even more complex.

Although field work has shown that the Midvale and Kennedy
deposits are in alluvial material laid down near the level of the early
Tertiary plain and the region contains many remnants of gravel on
this plain, there is no way of recognizing, in advance of exploration,
the places where these gravels may contain deposits of manganese ore.

According to the hypothesis previously stated, that troughs present
the most favorable structure for the accumulation of manganese ores,
those troughs which pitch at a low _angle under the early Tertiary
muld be the most favorable, and the parts of the troughs most

ikely to receiv i uld be those where the top of the

Erwin quartzite is not m 00 feet below R

of the groun

"""  ORIGIN OF THE DEPOSITS.

A hypothesis of the origin of the manganese deposits of the region
is here presented briefly, in so far as it bears on the conditions that
are most favorable for the accumulation of manganese oxides. The
purpose of this report does not permit the presentation of evidence
bearing npon some phases of the hypothesis.

Definite evidence concerning the source of the manganese that now
makes up the workable deposits is lacking; but, from the data at
hand, it appears that the manganese was originally widely dissemi-
nated as carbonate in the dolomite and limestone and possibly in
silicates in other rocks found in the neighborhood of the deposits.
The manganese was dissolved as bicarbonate and transported along
established channels of circulation to the places where the oxides are
now found, in clays produced by the previous decay of sericitic
shales, limestone, and dolomite. The oxides were probably deposited
when and where the solutions containing manganese bicarbonate

1 Hewett, D. F., op. cit., p. 61.
2 Watson, T. L., Drainage changes Iin the Shenandoah Valley region of Virginia:
Virginia Univ. Philos. Soc. Bull.,, Sei. ser., vol. 1, p. 355, 1913,
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met oxygen-bearing waters. Manganese oxide appears to have been
deposited largely by replacing the clay, although small quantities
were deposited in open spaces. The largest deposits of manganese
were formed in places where the maximum amount of manganese in
solution met the most favorable conditions for deposition. Most
complete rock decay and, therefore, solution of the maximum propor-
tion of manganese in the rocks are probably attained in regions of
low relief having a thick cover of vegetation, under the influence
of a warm, moist climate. As the process of solution would be most
active in those parts of the region above the average level of streams
and above ground-water level, more manganese should be delivered
in solution to the belt of country where the ridges and hills meet the
plains than elsewhere.

If not diverted by the local rock structure the maximum flow of solu-
tions near the surface would have occurred near or directly under sur-
face stream channels. Where oxidation was possible deposits formed
in the stream channels themselves As deeper circulation of surface
waters was controlled by rock structure, troughs would have received
the maximum circulation, although fault zones might have been
locally favored. According to this hypothesis structural troughs
were the most favorable channels for circulation, and if suitable con-
ditions for oxidation and deposition existed they should be the most
favorable places for accumulation.

Many reports have been published which describe briefly the asso-
ciations of manganese ore in certain mines in Virginia, but most
of the available information concerning the stratigraphic and struc-
tural relations of the deposits in Virginia is contained in reports
that are based on comprehensive studies of many deposits in a large
area.! The relation of the hypotheses of origin of the manganese
deposits set forth in these reports will be discussed in a later report.

TRACTS RECOMMENDED FOR EXPLORATION.
BASIS OF RECOMMENDATIONS.

Descriptions of six undeveloped tracts along the west front of the
Blue Ridge are presented below. These tracts appear to present
features favorable for the accumulation of deposits of manganese
and manganiferous iron ores, and prospecting with the view to dis-

! Penrose, R. A. F., Manganese, its uses, ores, and deposits: Arkansas Geol, Survey
Ann. Rept. for 1890, vol. 1, pp. 401-412, 1891,

Hall, C. E., Geological notes on the manganese ore deposits of Crimora, Va.: Am. lnst,
Min. Eng. Trans., vol. 20, pp. 46—49, 1892.

Watson, T. L., Mineral resources of Virginia, Virginia Geol. Survey, 1907.

Harder, E. C., Manganese deposits of the United States: U. 8. Geol. Survey Bull. 427,
1910.

Hewett, D. F., Some manganese deposits in Virginia and Maryland : U. 8. Geol, Survey
Bull, 640, pp. 87-71, 1916,
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short stretch at the mouth of Hawksbill Creek, where it is reduced
in width to about a quarter of a mile by the eastward bend of,Shen-
andoah River. West of the gravel terraces at the mouth of Hawks-
bill Creek, especially along Shenandoah River, there are exposures
of the Watauga shale and overlying beds of limestone.

] Y2 ] i ? 3. MILES

F1ouRp 29.—Sketch geologie map of region near Elkton, Va., showing location of tracts
1 and 3.

The western foothills of the Blue Ridge are made up of white
quartzite (Erwin), whose structure determined the irregular course
of the mountain front. Thus from Swift Run westward for 1}
miles, where the mountain front is straight and trends wes.bsouth-
west, the quartzite beds strike about parallel to the mountain front
and dip 50°-60° NW., passing under the limestone of the valley.
The small offset in the mountain front at Hawksbill Creek and. the
larger one east of Yancey are produced by a d(.atached apticlinal ridge
of quartzite which is separated from the main quartzite ridge by a
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present, as the manganiferous nodules in the Yancey prospect pits
oceur in re v, although chert fragments, such as are char-
acteristic of the Shady dolomite were not seen in it. This area,

though not as promising as the embayment east of Yancey, still has
l sufficiently favorable indications to suggest that further prospecting
should be.done in if, : e

TRACT 2.

Tract 2 lies between two spurs of the Blue Ridge about 8 miles
southwest of Sherando and 6 miles south-southwest of Lyndhurst, in
Augusta County. (See

fig. 30.) It is about ' g Foe i)

midway between the

Kennedy mine, to the W

northwest, and the ] e

Mount Torry mine, to . r L rmom
INE

the southeast, and is
drained by Mills Creek.
- A lumber railroad over
which ore from these
two mines is shipped
passes just north of the
tract and joins the Nor-
folk & Western Rail-
way near Lipscomb.
A spur of the lumber
road formerly ran
southwestward up Mills
Creek, but the rails and
ties have been removed.
The mountain spurs
on both sides of the
tract are composed of
white quartzite (Er- S N 7= /
win), and the structure B AP
of each is anticlinal. BIASAL - e
Both anticlines plun ge TFIGURE 30.—Sketch geologic map of area south of Lynd-
g theastwar d, so' that hurst, Va., showing location of tract 2.
in this direction-the quartzite descends below the limestones and
shales of the Shenandoah Valley. (See fig. 30.) The area between
the spurs is a northeastward-plunging syclinal trough and there-
fore is probably underlain by limestone and possibly some shale, but
no outcrops are to be seen, as the surface is covered with quartzite

ENNEDY My

Ly 1]
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shallow synclinal valley. Both the anticline and the syncline plunge
sharply northeast just east of Hawksbill Creek, and the quartzite
abruptly passes under the limestone of the valley. Southwest of
Hawksbill Creek the folds plunge more gently southwestward, and
the quartzite again passes below the level of the gravel-covered plain
in that direction. The syncline widens in this direction, as the main
midge of the mountain here strikes more southerly and diverges from
the outlying ridge, and the limestone embayment is therefore large
and open. The offset in the mountain front three-quarters of a mile
farther south is apparently produced by two similar though smaller
folds, which plunge south, and the northwest offset at Gap Run is
formed by two other flat, gentle folds, which plunge north. The
offset east of Swift Run is apparently produced by a northeast-
ward-plunging anticline and syncline, for, although the bedding in
the sandstone was not observed, the rocks seen along the road crossing
the syncline are believed to be the basal sandy beds of the limestone
group. Beyond this offset the mountain front is straight, although
the front ridge breaks down beyond Elk Run, where the quartzite is
weakened by crushing and probable minor faulting.

Although the white quartzite beds have a general steep westerly
dip on the front foothills they flatten out toward the east and cap the
tops of several spurs and ridges some distance back from the front,
where they are nearly horizontal or even lie in gentle synclines. To
the east of and therefore beneath the white quartzite there are shales
and arkosic sandstones which are somewhat folded and form a belt
half a mile to 1} miles wide. These basal Cambrian beds rest upon
pre-Cambrian greenstone and greenstone schists which generally
form the main mass of the Blue Ridge.

There is a group of manganese mines about 1 mile south of Elkton,
which will be referred to as the Elkton mines. The old workings
are known as the Kendall & Flick mines and include the Niesswaner
shaft and Bartell shaft, which have been described by Harder* and
Hewett.” One of the mines.is-now being worked by the United
States Manganese Co. These mines are on a terrace at the base
of the quartzite ridge between Swift Run and Hawkshill Creek.
Three of the mines, including the easternmost, which alone is active
at present, lie close to the top of the northwestward-dipping quartz-
ite, and apparently there is no synclinal structure of the bedrock
that determined the concentration of these deposits of ore. As the
outer mine, which is about 1,200 feet from the base of the moun-
tain, struck the purple Watauga shale in its deep shaft, the steep

1 Harder, E. €., Manganese deposits of the United States: TU. 8. Geol. Survey Bull

427, 1910, p. 57.
? Hewett, D. F., Some manganese mines in Virginia and Maryland: U, 8, Geol. Survey

Bull. 640, pp. 61-67, 1916.
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westward dip of the beds probably continues out that far, and the
small syncline at Hawksbill Creek must therefore plunge steeply
northeastward. Just east of Swift Run there is a manganiferous
iron prospect which is in strike with the three Elkton mines, but the
embayment to the south, between the prospect and the quartzite
ridge, which is covered with mountain wash, has not been pros-
pected so far as known and may be worthy of investigation, as the
structure of the inclosing rocks is apparently synclinal and favorable
for the accumulation of ore.

Southeast of Yancey a manganese prospect north of the small run
has been opened by J. H. Crawford and another south of the run by
W. B. Yancey. These two prospects have direct bearing on the tract
to which particular attention is here directed.” The Crawford pros-
pect shaft, which is 75 feet deep, is on the south side of the embay-
ment in the mountain front 13 miles east of Yancey station on the
Norfolk & Western Railway. This embayment is a triangular area
about half a mile long and covers about 180 acres. It lies in the
reentrant angle between the white quartzite ridges locally called Little
Piney Mountain (on the northwest) and Big Piney Mountain (on the

southeast). In the saddle between these hills the upper quartzite

beds of the Erwin formation lie horizontal in the bottom of the

syncline. The quartzite hills diverge toward the southwest, and the

syncline plunges in the same direction, so that the trough between
the hills incloses the overlying Shady dolomite. At the Crawford
shaft, half a mile south of the heﬁm, manganese nodules
ocenr in red clay with chert fragments, which is the characteristic
residuum of the Shady dolomite. The entire embayment, therefore,
is probably underlain by the Shady dolomite, but it is completely cov-
ered by wash from the quartzite mountains. The only means of de-
termining the thickness of the wash and the presence of manganese
ore beneath the alluvial covering is by drilling or by digging test

pits. The synclinal structure of the quartzite in the surrounding
mountains, the favorably located basin filled with wash and under-
lain B""L'k‘b_“dx gently dipping beds of the Shady dolomite or its residual
clay, and the known presence of manganese ore in the frough justify
the recommendation that this triangular area be thoroughly pros-
pected for manganese. - : -
The conditions in the embayment in the miountain just south of
this tract are not so well determined. The structure of the quartzite
hills around the offset at the north end of the embayment is obseure
and is inferred chiefly from the topography, but at the offset at the
south end, just north of Gap Run, the quartzite lies in a very shallow,
broad syncline. The alluvial filling in this embayment appears to
be heavy, but the Shady dolomite or its residual red clay is probably
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wash from the mountains. The anticlinal spurs on both sides of the
plunging synclinal trough diverge to the northeast, so that the lime-
«tone belt widens in this direction, forming a wedge-shaped area
which is about 1 mile long in a northeasterly direction and about
three-quarters of a mile wide between the points of the spurs. Thls
wedge-shaped area merges on its northeast side with the great lime-
stone and shale belt of the Shenandoah Valley.

This synclinal embayment closely resembles the adjacent 'embay-
ment on the southeast, in which the Mount Torry mine is situated
and which also is a synclinal trough. This mine produced a large
amount of iron ore 40 or 50 years ago and was abandoned because of
the manganese in the ore. Later it was extensively prospect_.ed for
manganese ore, and some ore was shipped. Both the manganiferous
iron ore and the manganese ore are now being mined by a company
which has leased the property. This embayment is larger than that
on Mills Creek and the syncline is deeper, and although bedrock' is
not exposed at the surface within the basin, fresh Shady dolomite
was encountered in a shaft near the head of the valley.

West of tract 2 there is a smaller embayment of limestone in the
mountain front. This embayment occupies a northeastward-plunging
synclinal trongh, at the mouth of which the Kennedy mine is located.
Back in the mountain the syncline deepens and forms a narrow

. valley which once inclosed limestone between two high, rocky qua}‘tz-
ite ridges. This limestone has probably all been removed by_ erosion,
but some may still be present, deeply covered by the quartzite wash.
Fven if limestone or its residual clay is present, the area is too nar-
row to expect any large deposit of ore to occur in it, for the ore was
probably largely carried out to the mountain front lqy the ‘:Eormer
underground drainage and deposited in the clays in which the
Kennedy mine is located.

The accumulation of ore in the deposits in which the Mount Torry
and Kennedy mines are located was greatly aided by the synclinal
structure of the quartzite and overlying limestone. The ore is found
in the undisturbed residual clay from the limestone and in overlying
clay mixed with quartzite gravel and boulders, where solutions de-
posited the manganese oxides in crevices or bedding planes, and in
nodules and masses replacing the clay. The structural conditions in
tract 2 appear to be equally favorable for the accumulation of man-
ganese ore in commercial quantity, and although no manganese ore
has been reported there, possibly because of the deep filling of the
basin with wash, the favorable structural relations warrant search
for the ore. It is therefore recommended that the tract be thor-

oughly prospected by drilling.



MANGANESE ORE IN SHENANDOAH VALLEY, VA, 291

Shenandoah Valley is underlain by Cambrian limestones, dolomites,
and shales of the lower part of the Shenandoah group, but these
beds are not exposed near the foot of the mountains because of
the thick covering of mountain wash consisting of gravel, sand, and
clay.

West of Sawmill Ridge there is a low, narrow hill whose anti-
clinal character is well shown on the road up Sawmill Run, where
the anticline plunges south. The narrow valley between this hill
and Sawmill Ridge is therefore synclinal and probably contains some
Shady dolomite overlying the quartzite. Manganese ore was mined
on the Watts property in this syncline many years ago. From the
west side of Ramsey Mountain a low ridge that extends 1 mile to the
west is made up of several narrow north-south hills with shallow
saddles between them. Although no outcrops from which the dip of
the rocks could be determined were seen on these hills, they are covered

ety : 2 miLes

Ficurn 31.—Sketch geologie map of region n:ar ‘Waynesboro, Va., showing location of
tract 4.

with angular quartzite fragments nearly in place, and the hills are
believed to be small anticlines which plunge steeply to the north,
toward Sawmill Run, and less steeply to the south. Between the
south ends of these hills are small embayments which are structurally
synelinal troughs, and two of them are sufficiently large to inclose
the overlying Shady dolomite or its residual clay. In fact, fragments
of chert derived from the Shady dolomite were found in the alluvial
fill of the valleys. The quartzite in the low hills is seemingly that of
the upper beds of the Erwin formation.

West of Ramsey Mountain, across an alluvium-filled valley three-
fourths to 1 mile wide, is a group of low hills, including a higher
one called Bear Mountain. These are quartzite hills which are cov-
ered with angular fragments of quartzite and cemented quartzite
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TRACT 3.

Tract 3 lies between Grindstone and Piney mountains, two foot-
hills of the Blue Ridge about 5 miles northeast of Elkton. (See
fig. 29, p. 284.) It is chiefly in Rockingham County, but partly in
Page County. Naked Creek, which-flows near the north edge of
the tract, forms the boundary line between the two counties. So far
as known, no prospecting for manganese has been done within the
area, but the Watson mine is about 1 mile to the north-northwest,
and a number of manganese prospects are scattered along the west
base of Grindstone Mountain, between it and this tract.

White quartzite (Erwin) is exposed on the crest and most of the
west slope of Grindstone Mountain. In general its strike is parallel
with the mountain, which trends N. 10°-20° W., and it dips 40°-50°
W., passing beneath the limestone and shales that are exposed in
the Shenandoah Valley. A small embayment near the south end
of Grindstone Mountain is formed by a steeply plunging syncline.
No limestone is exposed at the surface in this syncline, but residual
clay from the limestone was observed at the Watson mine and in the
prospects near by, all of which are in the syncline. This residual
clay retains the original bedding of the limestone and incloses de-
composed chert that is characteristic of the Shady dolomite. The
clay is overlain by and at the top is partly mixed with quartzite
boulders, which are especially numerous on the flat wooded spurs
that extend southward from the base of the mountain.

Grindstone Mountain ends abruptly at Naked Creek, where the
mountain front is offset about a mile to the east and thence continues
south in Piney Mountain. The crest and most of the west slope of
Piney Mountain are formed of the same white quartzite, which strikes
S. 25° W. and dips at a high angle toward the Shenandoah Valley.
This offset is caused by an anticline and associated syncline, which
are similar to but larger than those at the Watson mine, a mile to
the north. The folds are so broad and open and plunge so steeply
to the southwest that the strike of the Erwin quartzite here makes
two nearly right-angle bends. (See fig. 29.) In the syncline a lime-
stone, which is probably the Shady dolomite, is inclosed above the
white quartzite. The limestone is not exposed near the mountain,
but a sink hole and red clay residual from limestone seen in a stream
bank close to the west slope of Piney Mountain are sufficient evidence
of its presence under the covering of wash. Dolomite beds are ex-
posed in Naked Creek south of the Watson mine and also farther
out in the valley. The axis of the syncline strikes northeast between
the two mountains but lies south of Naked Creek. Along the creek
the white quartzite beds, which are north of the synclinal axis, strike
N. 70° E. and dip 15°-30° SE. To the east, up the creek the older
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Cambrian sandy shale and slate of the Hampton formation and
arkosic sandstone and conglomerate of the Unicoi formation crop
out beneath the white Erwin quartzite, with similar low southerly dips
and nearly east strike. At the base of the Cambrian rocks purple
ferruginous sandstone rests on pre-Cambrian greenstone schists.

The ore at the Watson mine consists of concretionary psilomelane
and pockets of wad in residual clay of the Shady dolomite. It was
mined by means of a shaft and two tunnels and was concentrated in
a mill at the mine, but no mining has been done here, for several
vears. Similar ore occurs at the prospect pits along the foot of the
mountain for about half a mile southeast of the mine. The mine and
prospects are located in a small syncline and are therefore favorably
mtu-ated for the accumulation 6f manganese ore, but large, rich de-
posits are probably not to be expected because of the small size of
the syncline. The tract near Naked Creek, however, is larger and
more favorably situated for the accumulation of ore, because the
syncline from which ore could have been concentrated there is broad
and open. Although no ore has been reported from this tract, it is
recommended that the tract be thoroughly prospected by drilling or
digging pits. It is not advisable to prospect in the stream flats of
Naked Creek and its tributary flowing north at the west base of
Piney Mountain, for but little, if any, residual clay in which manga-
nese ore would be expected occurs here between the alluvium and the
unaltered limestone. Prospecting should be confined to the area
between these two creeks.

TRACT 4.

Tract 4 is an irregular lowland area inclosed by low hills, 8 miles

northeast of Waynesboro. (See fig. 31.) This region is served by

the Shenandoah Valley branch of the Norfolk & Western Railway
and the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway, which cross at Basic City.

The boundary between the Blue Ridge and Shenandoah Valley
here follows a very irregular but general southwesterly course, which
is determined by the irregular structure and distribution of the un-
derlying rocks. Some of the foothills are so low that it is difficult
to decide where the boundary between foothills and valley should
be drawn. The westernmost foothills of the Blue Ridge are com-
posed of white Cambrian (Erwin) quartzite. Sawmill Ridge and
Ramsey Mountain form the main ridge of the white quartzite in
this area, and quartzite beds on their west slopes dip 50° W., toward
the valley. East of Ramsey Mountain and Sawmill Ridge the white
quartzite is underlain by older Cambrian sandy shales and dark
arkosic sandstones of the Hampton and Unicoi formations, and east
of these are the pre-Cambrian greenstones and schists that compose
the larger part of the Blue Ridge. West of the mountain front the
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breccia, but no rock ledges from which the structure could be deter-
mined were seen. The hills are believed to be anticlinal in structure
and to be made up of several low anticlines in which the quartzite is
barely exposed at the surface. Between the individual hills are
several small valleys or hollows, presumably occupying synclinal
troughs, which, if not too shallow, may contain Shady dolomite.
Those on the north and east sides merge with the embayments on
the south side of the quartzite hills to the north, which are known
to contain chert residual from the dolomite. These structural
troughs, which are large and deep enough to contain a considerable
body of the Shady dolomite, or its residual clay, are favorable for
the accumulation of manganese ore bodies. A prospect pit north-
east of Bear Mountain found considerable manganese ore, and two
other prospect pits on the west flank of Ramsey Mountain also show
ore. In fact, the whole lowland southwest of Ramsey Mountain
and southeast of Bear Mountain is believed to be underlain by
residual clay from limestone and therefore to have favorable strue-
tural conditions for the accumulation of ore. The surface of much
of this area, especially the portions close to the quartzite hills, is
strewn with small pieces of flinty iron ore, and the soil is markedly
red in places. Both of these features indicate the probable presence
of the basal beds of the Shady dolomite, in which some ore has been
deposited. The limestone lowland and the white quartzite of Ramsey
Mountain are abruptly terminated at the south by the older Cam-
brian shales and arkosic sandstones, which have been thrust west-
ward about 2 miles along an east-west fault, the trace of which lies
close to the main road from the gap south of Ramsey Mountain to
Basie City.

Because of the favorable structure just described it is recom-
mended that the triangular valley of about 1 square mile lying north
of the fault and extending from Ramsey Mountain to Bear Moun-
tain, with its two northward synclinal prongs, be thoroughly pros-
pected by drilling or test pits to determine the presence of man-
ganese. The small synclinal valleys west and southwest of Bear
Mountain are also recommended as possibly containing workable
deposits and worthy of examination. The small syncline on Sawmill
Run is likewise favorable, but large deposits are not to be expected
there.

TRACT 5.

Tract 5 lies 6 miles due south of Luray and just northeast of
Marksville. (See fig. 32.) As it is a limestone valley inclosed by
quartzite ridges it may prove worthy of careful prospecting. The
main quartzite ridge of the mountain front is broken down east of
the village of Stony Man (Blosserville), as the white Erwin quartzite
is here crushed by faulting. South of Stony Man the ridge appears
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derived and incloses decomposed chert from the limestone. This clay
is residual -from the Shady dolomite at the base of the Shenandoah
group of limestones, for purple shale, residual banded clay, and thin
sandstone of the next overlying formation (Watauga shale) crop out
near the wagon road west of the mine. In the mine pits the residual
clay merges at the top with mottled clay that has moved somewhat
down the slope and has been more or less niixed with the sandstone
wash from the mountain. The overburden is not more than 10 feet
thick at the mine. The ore seems to be mostly deposited in the un-
disturbed residual clay.

At the west end of the railway cut there is a small detached mass
of brecciated white quartzite, which evidently forms a small anticline
on the west flank of the
main quartzite mass,
although it is so highly brec-
ciated that ~the anticlinal
structure can not be deter-
mined in the railway cut.
The small ridge which this
quartzite mass makes on the
flank of the main quartzite
ridge west of the railway is
covered with fragments of
the quartzite, but there are
no bedrock outcrops on it.
It declines toward the south-
west and merges into the
wash-covered terraced
mountain slope on which /S
the Seibel mine is located. L. % .0 ) 2 MILES
In the swale between the Ficure 83.—Sketch geologic map of area east of
T ] ge and this small Front Royal, Va., showing location of tract 6.
ridge is much iron-ore float and several shallow pits which show con-
siderable manganese oxide. This swale is on the axis of a small
syncline that plunges southwestward toward the Seibel mine and
incloses the residual clays of the basal limestone beds which rest on
the top of the gently dipping white quartzite. Its structure is there-
fore favorable for the accumulation of manganese ore. The fold,
however, is so small that the embayment can not be regarded as
likely to furnish a large quantity of manganese and would not be
classed as favorable for prospecting if it were not for the good
showing of ore at the surface and in the surface pits over a con-
siderable area northeast of the Seibel mine.

An iron mine was formerly worked by the Seibel Co. 1 mile south-
west of the manganese mine, on the flank of the same ridge. In the
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to be anticlinal, with a fault on its southeast side, and farther south-
west, west of Ida, there are two quartzite ridges, the outer one appar-
ently anticlinal, so that the valley between them is a syncline. The
fault east of the quartzite cuts out the Hampton shale to the southwest,
bringing the Unicoi sandstone and Erwin quartzite together. These
are minor structural features, however, and even if the synclines in
the white quartzite inclose limestone, as is suggested by exposures of
certain residual clays, they are hardly to be regarded as favorable
for the accumulation of
large manganese deposits.

Northeast of Marksville
an outlying quartzite ok TRA
ridge trends northeast,
and although large masses

. &
of rock cover its surface S
no rock was observed in 43,‘"
place, and the structure - &

could not be determined.
It is believed to be an
anticline, however, but Long
may be faulted on the
west side. The valley be-
tween the outlying ridge
and the main ridge of the
mountain front is deeply
covered with sandstone ¥
wash, and the bedrock is
concealed, but with the 2
quartzite fragments there | g, 4.
is much iron-ore float and
some ferruginous chert
derived from limestone.
This valley is therefore !
believed to be a bynclina] FieUre 32.—Sketch geologic map of area south of
limestone vall ey between Luray, Va., showing location of tract 5.
two quartzite ridges and thus to be structurally fav orable for the
accumulation of manganese ore. Manganese ore has not been mined
in this area, but in a small synclinal valley on the mountain side 2
miles southwest of Marksville some old workings show fragments of
manganese oxide, and preparations are being made to reopen the
workings.

The limestone embayment opens into the main valley both at the
north and south, but as a fault probably breaks the limestone at these
places the bedding is not continuous across these breaks and the
syncline is cut off. The synclinal basin therefore forms a wedge-
shaped area with the point at the northeast, over 2 miles long and a
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mile in width at its southwest base. At the southwest it is cut off
by pre-Cambrian granite, which is faulted across the end of the
basin. The granite has been moved westward along the east-west
fracture and now abuts against the ends of first the pre-Cambrian
greenstone beds southwest of Ida, then successively the basal Cam-
brian sandstones and shales (Unicoi and Hampton), the upper white
quartzite (Erwin), and finally the limestone of the inclosed valley.
The fault thus caused a horizontal displacement of the rocks of at
least 3 miles at this place. _

This wedge-shaped embayment is regarded as a desirable place to
prospect for manganese deposits, as its structure is favorable for the
concentration of any manganese that may have been originally pres-
ent in the surrounding rocks. The portion of the embayment south

of the stream and road is a lowland with little coarse wash and has
apparently been recently scoured by the stream, so that if ore were
originally deposited there it has probably been removed by erosion.
The higher part of the area, north of the road, is deeply covered with
wash and is more favorable for the occurrence of ore, particularly
that portion which lies at or near the saddle in the valley between
the outer ridge and the main ridge.

TRACT 6.

Tract 6 is a small area of valley and mountain slope in the vicinity
of the Seibel manganese mine, near Happy Creek station on the
Southern Railway, 3 miles east of Front Royal. (See fig. 33.) This
tract is worthy of careful prospecting for manganese, which can be
done most readily with the drill. The rocks of this area are unusu-
ally well exposed in the Southern Railway cuts east of the mine.
Here the pre-Cambrian greenstone is succeeded on the west by nearly
vertical beds of arkosic gray and purple banded sandstone and con-
glomerate which represent the basal formation (Unicoi sandstone)
of the Cambrian. These beds are followed by purple shaly arkosic
beds, hackly sandy shales, and soft buff sandstones with low dips and
minor folds, and these in turn by nearly vertical, thicker, harder
argillaceous sandstone with some thin dark shale partings which
represent the Hampton shale. Then follows the main ridge-making
upper white quartzite (Erwin), which is nearly vertical but also
somewhat folded and much brecciated, the fragments being cemented
in part by limonite.

At the foot of the west slope of the mountain is the Seibel manga-
nese mine, described in detail by Hewett." The manganese and man-
ganiferous iron in a new pit at the mine clearly occur in clay that in
part retains the original bedding of the limestone from which it was

1 Hewett, D. F., op. cit., pp. 67-69,
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mine pit the brecciated white quartzite clearly overlies banded yel-
low clay residual from the Shady dolomite, which dips 40° SE., so
that the beds are overturned. The unaltered Shady dolomite was
encountered in a tunnel below the pit. These rocks strike south-
westward but are cut off in this direction by the pre-Cambrian
greenstone, which is faulted across the ends of the beds. The green-
stone has been moved westward along the fault,.resting against the
ends first of the basal Cambrian beds, then in turn the white quartzite,
the residual clay of the Shady dolomite, and lastly purple shales and
thin sandstone of the Watauga formation. The horizontal move-
ment of the greenstone was at least 2 miles. To the west the brec-
ciated quartzite makes another low hill 1 mile from Front Royal,
which is believed to be a crushed anticline, although the rock outcrops
do not fully indicate the structure. The limestone lowland between
this sandstone hill and the Seibel iron mine is therefore synclinal.
However, on account of the crushing of the quartzite, the marked
overturning of the fold at the iron mine, and the probability of
minor faulting, this larger syncline is not regarded as particularly
favorable for the occurrence of large deposits of manganese ore,
although the residual clay is stained in places by manganese oxide.
The most favorable place for prospecting with the drill in this
area, therefore, is along the mountain front in the vicinity of the
Seibel mine, particularly northeast of the mine, between it and the
railway, and search there for commercial deposits is recommended.
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CONTRIBUTIONS TO ECONOMIC GEOLOGY, 1917.

PArT 1. METALS AND NONMETALS EXCEPT FUELS.
F. L. Ra~xsome and H. S. Gavg, Geologists in charge.

INTRODUCTION.

The Survey’s “Contributions to economic geology ” have been pub-
lished annually since 1902. In 1906 the increase in the number of
papers coming under this classification made it necessary. to divide
the contributions into two parts, one including papers on metals and
nonmetals except fuels and the other including papers on mineral
fuels. In 1915 the year included in the title was changed from the
year in which the field work reported in these papers was done to
the year of publication, and in consequence there was no volume
entitled “ Contributions to economic geology, 1914.” The subjoined
table gives a summary of these bulletins.

United States Geological Survey *‘ Contributions to economic geology.”’

Date of | Date of <
Date in title. publica- | Bufetin | Date in title. publica- | Bufletin
tion.a 2 tion.a L
1 |
1903 e F g L 0 IR o i SN ST 1913 53
1004 225 Part 1T 1013 53
1905 260 || 1912, Part I.. 1914 M
1906 285 || Part1i.. 1914 54
1607 315 | 1913, Part 1. .. 1015 5
1907 316 | Part I1.. 1915 580
1008 340 | 1015, Part 1. 1016 621
1009 341 | Part 11, 1916 620
1909 380 || 1916, Part I... 1m7 G40
1910 381 | Part 11.. 1917 641
1910 430 | 1917, Part 1. 19018 660
1911 431 Part Ti. 1918 661
1911 470
1912 |

= a The date given is that of the complete volume; beginning with Bulletin 285, the papers have been issued
as advance chapters as soon as they were ready.

As the subtitle indicates, the papers included in these volumes are
of two classes—(1) short papers giving comparatively detailed
descriptions of occurrences that have economic interest but are not
of sufficient importance to warrant a more extended description;
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VIII INTRODUCTION,

(2) preliminary reports on economic investigations the results of
which are to be published later in more detailed form. These papers
are such only as have a direct economic bearing, all topics of purely
scientific interest being excluded.

Brief abstracts of the publications of the year are given in the
annual report of the Director. The complete list of Survey publi-
cations affords, by means of finding lists of subjects and of authors,
further aid in ascertaining the extent of the Survey’s work in eco-
nomic geology.

The reports on work in Alaska have been printed in a separate
series since 1904, the volumes so far issued being Bulletins 259, 284,
314, 345, 379, 442, 480, 520, 542, 592, 622, 642, and 662.
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Rattlesnake prospect, Ark., descrip- Sierra mine, Mont., description of_ 187
s T S S e v 63,91 | Silver in the Arabia district, Nev.,
Rayfield tin prospect, N. C., descrip- occurrence of__ 251, 252-253
LTy o 145 in the Dunkleberg mining dis-
Recent clays, occurrence of, in Louis- trict, Mont.,, occur-
[ A v 152, 158 rence of___________ 243-244
Red Cloud mine, Mont., description in the Garnet Range, Mont.,
e 190-194 occurrence of ____ 160-161,
workings of, plate showing_—-_ 188 175, 176, 177, 187, 193, 227
“Red ore,” occurrence of, in the tenor of - _oio-____ 175, 181, 194

Garnet Range, Mont_. 175,

. 182-183

Red Rock gold mine, Mont., descrip-
T S — 213-214

Reynolds Mountain prospects, Ark.,
description of oo 88

Risner Mountain prospects, Ark., de-
geription of s e 635, 94

Roan gneiss, nature and distribution

of, in the Kings Moun-

tain distriet, N. C.—

T - R 128-129
Robert Emmet mine, Mont., descrip-

Rogers, H, D., method of, for ana-
lyzing greensand ———-- H1-52

Rosenkranz, T. I, field work by_- 159, 241

Ross tin mine, 8. C., description of. 135

137
Ross tin prospect, N. C., description
e T TR 142
Euaton, La., ¢lay Near. .- ——c—amw— 150
B.
8t. Maurice formation, occurrence
of, in Louisiana____- 150
Schaller, W. T. acknowledgment
toRt L _Btes I e 159, 241
Schist, nature and occurrence of, in
the Cuyuna district,
Minn oo .o 13, 15, 23-24
Seibel iron mine, Va., structure of
beds near—_________ 295-296
Senate gold prospect, Mont., loca-
tion efe sl Al ol 227
“ Shadow Rock Mountain,” Ark.,
manganese deposits
R e i . 78, 118-119
Shady dolomite,- occurrence of, in
the manganese area
of northwestern Vir-
{3 b R e 275-276
Shamrock mine, Mont., deseription
T e i R T B B = = 186
structure in, plate showing___ 186
Shamrock wvein, discovery of_______ 171
Shenandoah Valley, Va., manganese
deposits in ________ 271-206
Sherando, Va., manganese deposit
southwest of, prob-
ATy ol - - 287-288
Sherlock, R. L., clted-—--cona-z..- = 267

Slate, nature and occurrence of, in
the Cuyuna district,

Mion ___ 14,15,17-21, 23-24
Slatington Mountain prospects,

Ark., description of . 103-104
Slidell, Ta., clays In___o ... 152-154

Smith, J. Lawrence, method of, for
analyzing greensand,
results obtained by___ D3,

5T-58

Smock, John (., method of, for
analyzing greensand__ 52-53

Sossamon, W. R., acknowledgment

g IR LT g S G2

Spokane mine, Mont., description
F, e S e B 185

Statehouse Mountain, Ark., novacu-
v lite beds in____._____ T5-78

Sterrett, Douglas B., Keith, Arthur,
and, Tin resources of
the Kings Mountain
district, N.C-8.C.. 123-146
Stevens, Chester, acknowledgment

Still mine, Ark., description of_ 63, 92-93
Stone placer mine, Mont.,, descrip-
thon.  of b st 235-236

giplaseis. sogenie aus 271-296
discovery of, mnear Barstow,

occurrence of, near Barstow,
Cal_______ 259-261, 260-270
production of, in Germany__. 268-269
resemblance of caleite to__.___ 263
FRIDE A0 i = B it 264-265
Strontianite rock, analyses of___ 260, 261
Strontium, sources of __________ 266—-269
usEs Gol © o e L aatt 265-266, 270

Strontium  hydrate, use of, in re-
fining sugar- ... 265-266

Stroup tin prospect, N. C., deserip-

Sugartree Mountain, Ark.,, novacu-
Jite. bede dn. oo oo T5-78
Sugartree Mountain prospects, Ark.,
deseription of _____ 106-107
Summit silver-lead mine, Mont., de-
scription of _______ 246-247
Sumpter gold prospect, Mont., loca-
i » P YT e 5 L T S 227
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Lake Superior region, deformation Manganese, area of, in northwestern
RENE T PO N 11-12 YVirginia, origin of de-
Lannen placer mine, Mont., descrip- vositmadn e -l T o 281
R e 238-239 PO O e e e 273-277
Lead, occurrence of, in the Dunkle- structural features of__ 277-280
berg mining distriet, surface features of-.__- 280-281
MONE & e e e 243-244 tracts recommended for ex-
Lead King mine, Mont., locationof- 190 ploration ine- .- 282-296
Lead King wvein, Mont., discovery oceurrence of, in the Cuyuna
of 171 district, Minn ______- 22-23
Leader Mountain, Ark., novaculite ores of, analyses of ... T4, 81-84,
beds i e 517 98, 108, 118,119

Leader Mountain prospects, Ark.,
deseription of __ 63,113-115
Ledoux, old, tin prospects, N. C,,

description of oo 140
Leesville, La., nature of clay at___ 151
Lehsou placer mine, Mont., deserip-

T i e N 236

Leith, C. K., Van Hise, C. R.,, and,
correlation of  pre-

Cambrian rocks by__._ 8,10
Lena, La. nature of clay at___. 151-152
Leonard copper mine, Mont.,, de-

seription of - 223-224
Lichen, yellow patches of . _____ 222

Limonite, occurrence of, in the
Cuyuna distriet, Minn_ 15-17

20-21
Little Manganese Mountain, Ark.,
cave lode on_ -~ 121
Little Musgrove Mountain, Ark,
manganese prospect
OIRALS Jaipg ] sy 112-113
Louisiana, clay-bearing formations
in, map showing____ 148
clay-bearing formations in, see-
tions of _______ ———— 156-158
formations that crop out in,
table showing ______- 148
Lowery, R., acknowledgment to____ 62

Luray, Va., manganese deposit south

of, probability of__.. 292-294
Lynx gold mine, Mont., description

(1] “TRnt LT R S e 205

McKevitt & Iverson placer mine,
Mont., description of_ 238
McKinley Mountain prospect, Ark.,

description of —______ 108
MeQueston  (Otto) silver prospect,
Mont., location of____ 229

Magnetite, occurrence of, in the Ca-
yuna district, Minn_.. 17-19,

20, 21, 26

Magone & Anderson mine, Mont.,
deseription of - 188-189

Mammoth vein, Mont., develop-
iy R S 195-198

Manganese, area of, in northwest-
ern Virginia, fleld
work om ______._.- 272-273

in the Caddo Gap and
De Queen guadrangles,

Ark.-OElf e 73-85
Manganese Mountain, Ark., man-
ganese clalms on_____ 119
Manganite, description of -~ T4
uses for 85
Mansfield, La., clays in oo 149
Marksville, Va., manganese deposit
northeast of, probabil-
1 g ) AR R P 202-294
Marl, nee of Term . _ oS ueces ar
Maryland, greensand samples from_ 4344
map of part of, showing green-
sand-bearing forma-
1) 1] - I, g R e 36
Masculine gold mine, Mont., de-
seription: of v canine 204
Mauney Park tin prospect, N. C., de-
seription of _______ 142-143
Mesler, R. D., field work by_ Hhid 61
AEeyer, M Chreltpdo St S10 Ul 265-266
Middletown, Del,, map of area adja-
cent oL TEIgoese 1L 40

Midvale manganese mine, Va., strue-

tural features near__ 279-280

Midway formaticn, oceurrence of, in
Lo 1Nl A S
Mills Creek, Va., manganese deposit

148

on, probability of__ 287-288

Minnesota, east-central, map of____

2

general geology of. 3-6
Minnesota Geological Survey, co-
operation by_ - 1
Miger, Hugh D., Manganese deposits
of the Caddo Gap and
De Queen quadrangles,
TN < 59-122

manganese ore in Virginia___ 271-296

Missisippi Valley Iron Co.'s prospects
Nos. 2 and 3, descrip-
Hol of iy e = 63,
Missouri Mountain prospect, Ark.,
deseription of - ———-—
Mixter, W. G., analysis of bind-
heimite by - _——___
Molasses, desugarization of, with

93-94

104

strontium hydrate__ 265-266

Monroe, La., clay near- .. A 154
Montana Gold Mines Co., workings
of il E s i 197-198

0.
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Page.
Montezuma silver - lead - antimony
mine, Nev,, description
L e e 252-2564
Mooringsgport, La., clay in_________ 149

Morrell claim, Ark., deseription of . 105-106
Morse & Kennedy copper mine, Mont.,

description of ______ 230-231
Mcunt Torry, Va., manganese de-

posit, structural fea-

tures mear______-____ 279
Mount Torry mine, Va., operation of . 288
Mountain gold mine, Mont., descrip-

fon Orst=l 0T L2 210-211
Mulky Creek, Mont., silver-lead de-
posits near. . _——_ 229, 230
Mussigbirod, Ludwig, acknowledg-
Mentiboi- SRS e 159
N.

Naked Creek, Va., manganese deposit
near, probability of_ 289-290
Nancy Hanks mine, Mont., descrip-

tion of 182-184
discovery ofcacasc it JE_ 220 171
Naney Hanks zone of veins, Mont.,
deseription of _____ 173-174
minerals in_ - 176
tenor of ore in 175
workings in, plate showing____ 182
Natchitoches, La., 150
Neal, Walter, acknowledgment to___ 241
Nellie gold prospect, Mont., location
ofiEd Arwey Ol sJ1 s 227
Nelgon mine, Ark.,-description of__ G3,
g 85-86G
New Jersey, greensand in_ . ____ a7-40
greensand in, map showing_ - 36
Nicholson, D. M., acknowledgment 2
to 62
Nicklin, T. ., acknowledgment to_. 257
Morth Carolina, greensand samples
T T T G e 45-46
North Mountain mine, Ark., desecrip-
Ay 1) TR ) S o el 99-102
Novaculite, nature and occurrence of,
in the Caddo Gap and
De Queen quadrangles,
T Y 68-71, 75-T9
0.
Ohio gold prospect, Mont., descrip-
ety of L 0 seiuEsls 203
Ohnsorg, N. H., acknowledgment to_ 62
Ophir copper prospect, Mont., loca-
Rlom et ST 229
Ormond-Carr tin prospect, N. C,, de-
seription of - 143
Ouachita Mountains, character of,
in Caddo Gap quadran-
Slo, HUFRaMs B —— 64-65

P.

Pardee, J, T., Ore deposits of the
northwestern part of
the (Garnet Range,
T T . S e B 159-239

Page.
Iardee, J. T., The Dunkleberg min-
ing district, Granite
County, Mont ———_- 241, 247
Pascagoula clay, oceurrence of, in
Lounisiana oo - 151, 157
Pearl gold mine, Mont., description
7 e el Tt Y 211-212
FPear! lead mine, Mont., description
OF - e e 244G
Pegmatite, nature and distribution
of, in the Kings Moun-
taln district, N. C.—
b ] el B e b 130, 133-135
origin of A 134
Penrose, R. A. F., jr.,, acknowleg-
v meft T e —— .61
(e v, e e ool e e - 62-63, T8, B4,

97-98, 101, 102-103, 106,
108, 111, 112-113, 115-121
Piedmont Plateau, geologic features
[ S S ey e o e 124-125
Placer deposits in the Garnet Range,
Mont., distribution and
character of ————-- 232-234
history of mining oD e 231
mines on i - 235-239
origin ol s e 234-235
production from__ - 231-232
TPleistocene clays, oceurrence of, in
Louisiana _———————~ 152, 167
Plonk tin prospect, N. C., desecrip-
TN b o S 139
Tointed Rock Tunnel, Ark., desecrip-
Hon ofie e baatan 116-117
Porter, Robert, acknowledgment to_ 62
prospect, Ark., description of__ 97-98
Porter, W. R., acknowledgment to__ 62
prospect, Ark., description of__ 98-99
Potash, minerals containing_______ 27-28
See also Greensand,
Potassium chloroplatinate, solubility
of, in aleohol acidified
with hydrochlorie acid_ 56-57
FPotomac River, section on, cutting

greensand -~ - 45
Powers placer mine, Mont., descrip-
tion of_____ e 238
Psilomelane, description of . ___ 73, T4
MERH , TOT o i i it i 85
Purdue, A. H., fleld work by 61
Pyrolusite, description of _________ T3-T4
uses for. - 85
Q.
Quartzite, occurrence of, in the Cu-
yuna district, Minn___ 24
R.
Rainwater, W. E., acknowledgment
TR T S DT o i 00
Rainwater prospects, Ark., desecrip-
thon ol i 107-108
Ramseur Mill tin prospect, N. C,,
description of .- 143-144
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Page Page.
Sunset silver-lead mine, Mont., de- W,
scription of - 246
Wad, deseription of - - _________ T4
T, DT e O G R o e 85
Walcott, Charles D., cited___ - 259
Tall Peak Mountain, Ark., man- Warner placer mine, Mont., descrip-
ganese ore in______ 117-118 Hon-pfez 10 Bl - 237-238
Tellurides, occurrence of, in the Wasa lode, Mont., description of .___. 244
Garnet district, Mont- 176 | Wasa mine, Mont., description of _ 244-246

Templeman, J. L., acknowledgment

1 e R S LS 8 O i St 159
Penmile Creek, Mont., placer  de-
170121 §o'- S ¢ ORI B Lo S 239
Tennessee, greensand reported in___ 46
Tiger mine, Mont., description of___ 187
Tin, deposits of, in the Kings Moun-
tain district, N. C.-8. C,,
LT ) OV N 135
oceurrence of, in the Kings
Mountain district, N.
C.-8. C.___ 182-133, 134-135

Top o'-Deep district, Mont., geogra-

phy and geology of __ 205-206
mines and prospects in__ 205, 210-214

ore deposits of__.
Triangle copper mine, Mont.,, de-

-~ 206-210

scription of . ___ .+ 228
Turner, A. A., acknowledgment to__ 257
U,
United States Geological Survey,
method of, for analyz-
ing greensand ——_____ 53-56
United States Manganese Co., mine
operated DY -eeceeae-a 285
Y.
Van Hise, C. R, and Leith, C. K,,
correlation of pre-Cam-
brian rocks by____--- 8,10
Veins in the Garnet district, Mont.,
features of —__-—_- 173-174
movements in_ oo 179
persistence of, downward_____ = g L b
Vesuvius manganese mine, Va., struc-
tural features near___ 277
Vicksburg limestone, occurrence of,
in Louisiana_________ 151
Virginia, greensand samples from__ 44-45
map of part of, showing green-
sand - bearing forma- -
tions___ 36
Virginia Geeclogieal Survey, coopera-
tom By ciioe ool

Virginia slate, use of term
Volcanic rocks. See Igneous rocks,

“Wash ore,” occurrence of, in the
Cuyuna district, Minn_ 21

Washington, strontium from___ . __ 266

Watauga shale, occurrence of, in the
manganese area of

northwestern Virginia_ . 276
Watkins, H. L., acknowledgment to_- 62
Watkins-White prospects, Ark., de-
scription of __________ 87-88
Watson manganese mine, Va., loca-
v gl ) o e B et 289
operatiomofs L i el 290
Watts mauganese mine, Va., location
R e e e e e 291

Waynesboro, Va., managanese de-
posit  northeast of,

probability of .- 290-292
Weasel Gulch, Mont,, placers on__.. 232
Wells, R. C., analyses by____ 260, 261, 262
“West Hannah Mountain,” Ark,

manganese claim on__ 118
Westphalia, strontium production

i s ek 268-269
Whisenhunt, Will, acknowledgment

¥ e et s Sager g L 62
White, N. F., prospect, Ark. de-

geription of - e 7
White, W. T., prospect, Ark., descrip-

tion, oft buvion . Sl 91

Whiteside granite, nature and distri-
bution of, in the Kings
Mountain district,

N a@i @i s onl 130-152°
Wilcox formation, occurrence of, in

Louisiana______. ——— 148-149
_Williams placer mine, Mont., de-

seription of e 238
Willie lode, Mont., description of___ 195
Winnfield, La., clay near_ - 150
Wolff, J. E., study of the Biwabik

formation byoceeeae-- 9-10

Y.

Yancy, WVa., manganese prospects

1. S e e O A BT
Yegua formation, occurrence of, in

Louislanf .- acicaea 150
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF ALACHUA

Personally appeared before me, fred D, Bryant, a Notary
Public of the State of Florida, S. M. Yancey, who by me first
being duly sworn, deposes and says:

That for a number of years affiant has known and been
femiliar with the W, B. Yancey Woodland tract of land in
Rockingham County, Virginia; that several years age he
prospected thereon for mineral deposits and that the ore
from which the formula hefeto attached, was obtained from
said W, B. Yancey, Woodland tract of land, East of Yencey
Station, Rockingham County, ¥irginia; that he knows same
to be true and genuine and the orgiginal formula was made
and obtained through his agency from“the Dupont Compeany.

Dated at Gainesville, Florida, this 17th day of August,
4.D, 1931,

DR N '

Notary Public stej€ of Florida
t large. My commission expires
%ﬁ-/é‘/?jryi

Fe SO T




VIRGINIA, IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ROCKINGHAM COUNTY.

THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION ON CONSERVATION
AND DEVZLOPMENT OF THE STATE OF VIRGINIA
Filed in the Clerk's Office

- Rockingham County, Va.

CASSANDRA LAWSON ATKINS and others, and 53,561 NGV ?’ 1932
acres, more or less, of land in Rockingham County, s

Virginia. = T
S Wéj}c&( ' Jlerk
/7
Statement made this 8th day of November, 1932, by Emma V. Gibbons,
Hunter M. Gibbons and Mrs, Mary Gibbons Smapp, in response to an

order entered in the above entitledcause on October 25, 1932,

Your respondents say that they are the owners of 124-1/2 acres of land
situatad about one and a half miles east of Yancey, ia Rockingham County, ad-
joining ths lands of Catlett, Trustee, Crawford and others, and the lands now
owned by A. L. Moubray and J. F. Moubray, as shown on the plat on file in the
Clerk's Office of Rockingham County. That the said plat as returned by the Board
of Appraisers for Park Purposes lists said land as No. //Egaj , and as con-
taining 110 acres, whereas, as a matter of fact, it contains 124-1/2 acras,

Your respondents refer specifically to the exceptions filsd hersin and ask that
they be read in connection harewith.

And respondents further state they are the owners of a one-eighth int-
erast in and to the mineral rights in the lands known as the W. B. Yancey land,
which are not mentioned at all in the said report as far as mineral rights are con-
cerned, which mineral rights respondents and their associates allege are worth at
the lowest, $I¥7000.00,

And having fully answered, respondents pray that their excepiions to the

report of the said commission be sustained,and they will ever pray, stc.
«V Mosbonsar

_ga_c_wa/ By Counsel

Counssel

Bl
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CHAS. A.HAMMER
ATTORNEY AT LAW

ﬁ/ HARRISONBURG, VA.

JETY
;.
TS

To The
Hon. Phillip Williams,
Chairman of the Land Tract Arbitration Board:

We, Thomas L.Yancey, Eum V.Gibbons, S.ll.Yancey, Nettie
I.Manzyy Julia Bstes, A.S.Yancey and Prank W.Yancey, have employed
Messrs. Hammer & Hammer of Harrisonburg, to represent us in all con-
demnation proceedings in connection with our land tract #163 in the
Shenandoah National Park Area, as it appears upon the maps filed in
the Clerk's Office of Rockingham County.

Given under our hands this 28nd day of August, 1933.

A

sz ce g/ —




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ROBKINGHAM COUNTY, VIRGINIA.

THE STATE COMMISION ON GONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
OF THE STATE OF VIRGINIA,

Vs.
CASANDRA LAWSON ATKINS, et als., and 52,561 Acres
M: Land in Rockinghem County. Filed in the Clerk’s Office
Rockingham County, Va.
AUG 251933

TO THE /Mﬂeﬂ(
HON. H. W. BERTRAM, JUDGE OF THE CIRCULT COURT:

(1) The motion of Thomas L. Yancey, Emma Va, Gibbons, S.lM,Yancey, Nettie
I.Meuzy, Julia Estes, A.S.Yancey, and Frank W.Yancey, all of the heirs at law of
the late William B. Yancey, except the children of Williem L. Yancey, dec'd.,
praying the said Court to disapprove and decline to accept the findings on Tract
#163 of the Board of Appreaisal Commissioners heretofore appointed by the said
_Court in the above matter as filed in the Clerk's Office of the said Court, where-
in the said Board reported certain inadequate values for the land and mineral
rights of the William B. Yancey estate, and which now belongs to moveants, along
with the children of the late William L. Yancey. The grounds of said motion are
that the- said Board of Appraisal utterly ignored all mineral rights in and to
the tract of 124-1/2 acres of land in which moveants own the mine rights, the
land being owned by Hmma V, Gibbons, Hunter M. Gibboné, and Mary bons Snepp.

This tract of land is owned in fee simple by Emma V.Gibbons, Hunter M,
Gibbons, and Mary Gibbons Snapp, the mineral rights therein belonging to move-
:lnts. The mineral rights in these lands are valuable and have been opened and
explored, and moveants ancestors spent considerable momney in developing them,
lMoveants reserved in the sale of these lands the mineral rights because of thgir
value, The tract of land lies in the manganese ore belt in the spurs at the

foothills of the Blue Ridge, on the west side thereof, as shown by the Virginia

6l
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Geological Reports, which lands were recommended for pwospecting _and develop~
ment by the State for the development of menganese for war purposes. Special
reference is made to Builatin 660-J of the United States Geological Survey, at
pages 282-3-4-5-6, which contains a full statement as to the prospective value
of these lands for minersl development., lMoveants at one time were offered and
refused to accept the sum of EIGHT THOUSAND ($8,000.00) DOLLARS for the mineral
rights upon this tract of land, For this mineral right the appraisers allowed
nothing. The lands lie within easy reach of the railroad, and the means of
transportation of the ores would be readily available. Noveants claim that
the mineral rights upon this land are easily worth the sum of TEN THOUSAND
(410,000,00) DOLLARS, and they therefore ask that the Board of Arbitration
disapprove and decline to accept the said findings of the Appraisal Board,

and that a reasonable and fair appresisement of the mineral rights be made.

Given under our hands this 22nd day of August, 1933,

Counsel

:
:
N

VIRGINIA, CITY OF HARRISONBURG; TO-WIT:

This day personelly appeared Emma V.Gibbons, one of the moveants in the

. above-named cese, who is acting for them all, and whose name is signed on the

margin hereof for purposes of identification, personally appeared before me and

made oath that the fac#s stated above of her own knowledge are tmme, end those
mede upon information derived fram others, she believes to be trus.
Given under my hand and seal this 22nd day of August, 1933,

Koo . Lons/

Notary Publice

[ %2



in the Clerk's Office

Rocking

GIBBONS, EMMA V., ET ALS
163

ROCKINGHAM COUNTY

IN RE., ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS submitted to the Governor arising
in or out of Condemnation Proceedings pending in the Circuit Court
of Virginia under authority of the Shenandozh National park aect.

SUMUARY STATEMENT OF PETTTIONER: )
EXCEPTANTS: Gibbons, Eme V., et als
ORIGINAL CLAIM: Acreasge 125 : Value $31,000.00 ; Inc.Damages,None
VALUE PLACED ON TRACT BY PETITICNER'S APPRAT SERS:

TRACT NO. . VALUE INCIDENTAL DAMAGES
163 $416,00 None

BOARD OF APPRATISAL COMMISSIONERS FINDINGS:

MAP NUMBER OF TRACT: 163
VALUE OF TRACT:

TRACT NO. VALUE INCIDENTAL DAMAGES
163 $560,00 None

b



The basic differences between Petitioner and these
exceptants_are as to the classification and ﬁalue of the land,
timber values, and mineral rights,

Although we believe the values reported by the
Petitioner'!s appraisers were very liberal and that the findings
of the Board of Appraisal Commissioners as to values are sub=
stantially too high, we have accepted and will not seek a lower
valuation than their findings as shown on the above tables in this
case,

As to the classification of the land and the other
elements of value we submit that these matters are correctly set
forth in the Work Sheet of the Board with reference to this case,
and not as-set forth in exceptants! statements. This Work Sheet
is filed with the record and a copy of this Work Sheet is submitted
with copy of the record tendered herewith, and additional copies
of the Work Sheet in this case will be furnished if desired,

Ny /
.J:

./ )
DAY TP, Y tl
W. C. Armstrong, Attorney
for Petitioner.

"
Subscribed to and verified before me this the 5( day of September,

1933,

1%



Commwonwealth of Wirginia

TREASURER'S OFFICE
RICHMOND, VA,

JOHN M. PURCELL = o _
TREASURER OF VIRGINIA vec emb er 2("1 s 19 33

This is to certify that I, J. M. Purecell, Treasurer
of Virginia have this_29 day ofDecember in accordance

with an order of the circuit court of _Rockingham County
dated 12/27/33 in the cause of the State Commission

on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia

vs. Cassandra Lawson Atkins

paid to Emma V. Gibbons, Exkton, Virginia

$_1,354.70 __being in full settlement of tract # 230

in the above mentioned cause.

T



Commwouwealth of Hirginia

TREASURER'S OFFICE
RICHMOND, VA.

JOHN M. PURCELL December 29, 1933

TREASURER OF VIRGINIA

_FEmma V. Gibbons

Received of J. M. Purcell, Treasurer of
Virginia, the sum of $_1,354.70 , in accordance
with an order of the Circuit Court of the county

of Rockingham entered on the  27th gay

of December 1933 = in the matter of the State

Commission on Conservation and Development Vv

____ Cassandra Tawson Atking  and others, being
full and complete settlement for the tract of land

known in said proceeding as #__230 =

Sign original and duplicate
and return to the Treasurer
of Virginia.



S =

Commonwealth of Hirginia

TREASURER'S OFFICE
RICHMOND, VA,

g S Y December 29, 1933
TREASURER OF VIRGINIA

This is to certify that I, J. M. Purcell, Treasurer
of Virginia have this 29 day ofDecember in accordance

with an order of the circuit court of Rockingham County

dated 12/27/33 in the cause of the State Commission

on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia

vS. Cassandra Lawson Atkins

paid to_Iarmers Agriculture Credit Corporation and the Federal
Intermddiate Credit Bank of Baltimore c/o Ward Swank, Atty.
$1,130.30  Dbeing in full settlement of tract #2339 Harrisom
burg, Va

in the above mentioned cause.

X

Treasurer of Virginia.

e
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Commwonmealth of Wirginia

TREASURER'S OFFICE
RICHMOND, Va.

JOHN M. PURCELL
TREASURER OF VIRGINIA } December 29, 1933

/

Farmers Agriculture Credit Corporation and the
Federal Intermediate Credit Bank of Baltimore

Received of J. M. Purcell, Treasurer of
Virginia, the sum of $ 1,130.30 , in accordance

with an order of the Circuit Court of the county

of___Rockingham entered on the 27th _ day
of_December 193_3, in the matter of the State

Commission on Conservation and Development v

Cassandra Lawson Atkins and others, being

full and complete settlement for the tract of land

known in said proceeding as #_230 .

By J MAAIANNADAN 4 Trens.

Sign original and duplicate (
and return to the Treasurer 3
of Virginia.




JOHN M. PURCELL
TREASURER OF VIRGINIA

Comwonwealth of Hirginia

i TREASURER'S OFFICE
RICHMOND, VA,

December 29, 1933

Phis ia to certify that I, J. W, Puareell., Tressurer
of Virginia have this_29 day of _December in accordance

with an order of the circuit court of _Rockingham County

dated 12/27/33  in the cause of the State Commission

on Conservation and Development of the State of Virginia

Vs, Cassandra Lawson Atkins

paid'tQ_LOUise M. Thompson, ¢/o W. A. Gibbons, Roanoke,

$_1,200.00 vpeing in full settlement of tract #230

in the above mentioned cause.

B
V&



JOHN M. PURCELL
TREASURER OF VIRGINIA

Commwonmealth of Hirginia

TREASURER'S OFFICE
RICHMOND, VA,

Decemwsr 29, 1933

Louise M. Thempson

Received of J. M. Purcell, Treasurer of
Virginia, the sum of $_1,200,00 , in accordance
with an order of the Circuit Court of the county

of_Rockingham County entered on the 27th  day

of_December 1933 | in the matter of the State
Commission on Conservation and Development v

Cassandra Lawson Atkins and others, being

full and complete settlement for the tract of land

known in said proceeding as # 230 .

1

T e
&1 U .

Sign original and duplicate
and return to the Treasurer
of Virginia.

1
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