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Agenda

OCTOBER 6, 2020. FULL COMMISSION MEETING

I. Enslaving Benefactors, Exploited 
Bodies, Erased Lives: The Barbee 
Cemetery
A discussion on the history of the Barbee Cemetery

II. The Critical Oral History Approach
A presentation on methodology and community 
engagement

III. A Conversation with the Clark Family
Local community members and descendants of the 
Strayhorn Family share their experiences and 
legacy with the Commission.
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Enslaving Benefactors, Exploited 
Bodies, Erased Lives: The Barbee 

Cemetery



z

Enslaving Benefactors,
Exploited Bodies, 

Erased Lives: 
The Barbee Cemetery

University Commission on 

History, Race, and a Way Forward

Professor Brandon Bayne

10.6.20



z

Rizzo Center and DuBose 
Mansion



z

Celebrating Christopher and William 
Barbee,  “Early University Benefactors”



z

The Barbee-Kenan Connection



z

“Contiguous Land Donations to the University of North Carolina, 1792-
1806.,” Carolina Story: Virtual Museum of University History , accessed August 

27, 2019, https://museum.unc.edu/items/show/1331.

The Barbee Donation



z

• Oldest (1792)

• Largest (221 Acres)

• Most Central 
(McCorkle Place

and Polk Place) 

Christopher “Old Kit” 
Barbee’s “Old Chapel 

Tract”



z

▪ Christopher “Old Kit” 

Barbee enslaved 21 

people in 1820

▪ William Barbee enslaved 

at least 41 people in 1850

▪ Son Willis enslaved 13 

people in 1850 (including 

a 27 year old woman)



z

Christopher Barbee’s Ad for a liberated, formerly 
enslaved man named “Bob” 

Hillsborough Recorder, July 25th, 1831



z

Orange County Slave Records

▪ 17 Transactions involving Barbees giving and receiving enslaved 

people in business, land deals, deeds, and wills. Orange County, NC 

Slave Records, September 2019

▪ Example: Hudson M Cave to William Barbee, 25 Jul 1839: 

▪ “Doth give grant bargain sell and deliver to the said William Barbee the 

following property to whit, the Negro slaves Bill, London, Melinda and 

her thee children James, Louisa & Henry, also Lucinda with her two 

children Joe & Mary, and a Negro boy called John.,” ODB, 28/399



z

The Barbee 
“Plantation”



z
Rizzo Center 

Resort and the 
Remains 



z

Barbee Cemetery



z
William and Gaskey Barbee



z

“About 
120 Graves”



z

Unmarked Grave of Enslaved Person on the 
Barbee Labor Camp/Meadowmont



z

Unmarked Grave of Enslaved Person on 
Barbee Labor Camp/Meadowmont



z

“To Harriet Barbee and 
her children Haywood, 
David, and Silvy one 

hundred acres of land 
lying on the south side 

of Chapel Hill and 
Raleigh Road….and so 

as to include my 
dwelling.” 

Will of Willis Barbee, 
1869



z

Harriett Barbee’s Legacy

1870 

and

1880 

Censuses,  

Orange 

County, 

Patterson 

Township



z

Barbee’s Chapel (est. 1866) 
and School



T H E  UNI V E R SI T Y  O F NO R T H  C AR O L I NA AT  C H APE L  H I L L

The Critical Oral History 
Approach
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Components of the Critical Oral History Approach
• Principal Participants (6 or 7) – These are people who were principal decision makers or participants it the 

particular historical event.

• Community Members – These are people who were connected to the historical event or who saw it happen.

• Facilitators: These are people who are knowledgeable about the incident and are skilled at facilitating a group 
discussion.

• Scholars: These are people who have researched and written about the incident and have extensive knowledge 
which will help to provide context and missing pieces of the event.

• Youth Participants – 3-5 Young people who will be able to observe and ask questions at the end of each session 
about the event and its historic significance.
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Components of the Critical Oral History Approach
• Adjacent Actors: These are people from places or institutions which may have been adjacently involved with the 

incident such as the press, police department, hospital etc.

• Archive: The principal participants will offer guidance as to what might be important areas to research. This will 
result in an extensive data base with primary source documents, articles and relevant content for future research.

• Video and Audio Recorders – The production of an archival video and transcript will be developed with the 
assistance of the archive for further documentation and research.

• Dossier: The archive will then be sculpted down to a 12-15 page dossier of research to be reviewed for the basis 
of discussion.

• Researchers: Teams ideally consisting of community members, scholars and students to contribute to the 
research data base and sensory items for the COH sessions.
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Critical Oral History Timeline
• Step 1 – Meeting with campus and community partners to develop a plan for 

collaboration

• Step 2- Select participants for research

• Step 3- Meet with core research participants to develop larger list of participants

• Step 4 - Develop master list of documents and dossier

• Step 5 – Provide small dossier to participants four weeks prior to the COH session

• Step 6 – Execute COH conference

• Step 7 – Edit video and audio recordings and prepare for public-facing archive
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Sample Critical Oral History Agenda
Participants

• Movement Actors: Rita Bender, Charlie Cobb, Courtland Cox, 
Dave Dennis, Ed King, Dorie Ladner, Jennifer Lawson, Charles 
McLaurin, Leslie McLemore, Bob Moses, Janet Moses, Hollis 
Watkins

• Adjacent Actors: Hodding Carter (journalist), Timothy Jenkins 
(National Student Association), Curtis Wilke (journalist)

• Facilitators: Emilye Crosby (SUNY-Geneseo), Hasan Jeffries 
(Ohio State)

• Scholars: Daphne Chamberlain (20th century Mississippi), 
Geri Augusto (critical oral history methodology)

• Youth respondents: Phil Agnew (Dream Defenders), Rebekah 
Barber (Moral Mondays), Ajamu Dillahunt-Holloway (BYP 100 
and Incite NC), Akanke Mason-Hogans (Rise to Run), Aja 
Monet (Smoke Signals Studio), Sunny Osment, Courtney 
Sebring (BYP-100)

Day 1/ Session 1 (Franklin Humanities Institute, Amadieh Lecture 
Hall)

THE NECESSITY FOR THE MFDP: Denial of the Political Franchise 
Focused on the 1960s

• Problems to Address:
• The nature of the Mississippi Sharecropper Economy and its 

declining importance
• The legal underpinnings reinforcing white supremacy in 

Mississippi.
• The methods and processes for disenfranchising the Black 

community

• The use of state and non-state violence and the use of economic 
reprisal and mechanisms to maintain white supremacy

• Collaboration by the national Democratic Party and Mississippi’s 
state party to ignore and/or support the disenfranchisement of 
the Black community in Mississippi

• The Media Narrative, specifically myths of Black apathy and 
ignorance.

• Self-abnegations inside the Black Community

12:00-12:30 – Youth respondents reflect on session and ask 
questions:

12:30-1:30 lunch on site
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Sample Critical Oral History Agenda
Session 2 – 1:30pm – 5:00pm

WHAT ACTIONS WERE UNDERTAKEN TO OPPOSE THE IMPACT OF THE 
MISSISSIPPI SHARECROPPER ECONOMY

• Roots and Formation of the Council of Federated Organizations (COFO) 
to provide support for released Freedom Riders

• SNCC, Local NAACP and CORE Begin Voter Registration Activities in 
Mississippi

• The Adoption of a Strategy to Bring America’s attention on the State of 
Mississippi that Includes:
• The Press

• Federal Justice Department
• National civil rights organizations
• Labor unions
• Others

• The 1963 Freedom Vote Campaign and its Purpose of Combatting the 
Negative Narrative that the Disenfranchised Black Community Did Not 
Want to Vote.

• The Introduction of White Volunteers from Stanford University to 
Assist in the 1963 Freedom Vote and their relationship to Allard 
Lowenstein.

• The Role of Adjacent Actors in Support of the Mississippi Freedom 
Democratic Party; expanding efforts to reach out nationally

4:15- 5:00pm: Youth Respondents reflect on session and pose questions

5:00pm DINNER on site

DAY 2/ Session 3 – 9:00am to 12:30pm

THE 1964 MISSISSIPPI FREEDOM SUMMER: The Discussions that Led to 
the Idea for the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party Challenge

• The Freedom Summer debates within SNCC/COFO.

• Emergence of the MFDP idea

• Challenging the “regulars” at the 1964 convention.

• Building the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party; the work on 
the ground

• The Legal Arguments that Supported Creation of the Mississippi 
Freedom Democratic Party

• The National Narrative for the Formation of the Mississippi 
Freedom Democratic Party

• The Role of Adjacent Actors in Support of the Mississippi Freedom 
Democratic Party

• The “Establishment” opposition and suspicion of to the 
Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party, SNCC, CORE and COFO.

12:00-12:30 Youth respondents reflect on session and ask questions:

12:30 – 1:30 LUNCH on site
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Sample Critical Oral History Agenda
Session 4 – MFDP MOUNTS A CHALLENGE IN ATLANTIC CITY

• The Organizing for the MFDP Challenge in Mississippi

• Opposition to the MFDP on the convention floor in Atlantic 
City, media mischaracterizations Actions and expressed 
commitments by the Adjacent Actors in Support of the MFDP 
Challenge

• Liberal Democrats

• Labor organizations

• National Council of Churches

• Legal organizations

• National civil rights organizations

• Black politicians

• Medical organizations

• Others

5:00pm DINNER

DAY 3/Session 5– THE MISSISSIPPI FREEDOM DEMOCRATIC PARTY 
CHALLENGE AND ITS AFTERMATH

• The Use of Power by the President to Suppress the Support of the 
Adjacent Actors for the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party 
Challenge

• The “compromise” offered

• The Resistance of the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party to the So-
called Compromise Offered in Atlantic City

• Support of the So-called Compromise by adjacent actors

• The Rejection of the So-called Compromise by the Mississippi Freedom 
Democratic Party. Media reaction, the Black political and civil rights 
establishment, COFO reaction

• The moves to Ensure that SNCC, and the MFDP did not Play an 
Important Role in Mississippi and the South Going Forward.

• The Decision by the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party to Support 
Lyndon Johnson for President Despite the National Democratic Party 
not to Support the MFDP Challenge

• The Decision of the MFDP Challenge on SNCC’s Decisions to Continue 
in Mississippi and to Engage in Other Political Organizing. SNCC and 
the MFDP.

12:30-1:15 – Youth respondents reflect on session ask questions

1:15-1:45 LUNCH on site

1:45-3:00pm Final Session on MFDP Challenge and aftermath (movement 
veterans and youth)







T H E  UNI V E R SI T Y  O F NO R T H  C AR O L I NA AT  C H APE L  H I L L

A Conversation with the Clark 
Family
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Deloris Clark
Carrboro Community Member




