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Present: 
Co-Chairs – Sharon Felton; Jimmy Wood 
Members – Michael Berlucchi; Kenneth Harris; Michael Hucles; Stephen Mansfield; Amelia 
Ross-Hammond; Israel Zoberman 
City Staff – Mark Reed; Jonathan Sanders; Aubrey Trebilcock; Lisё Chandler-White 
 
Sharon Felton and Jimmy Wood welcomed the committee members and thanked them for 
attending.  Mr. Wood asked Mark Reed to review the April 13 meeting notes. 
 
Mr. Reed took the opportunity to introduce Aubrey Trebilcock, a relatively recent hire in the 
City’s Planning Department.  Mr. Trebilcock previously worked as a Planner with the City of 
Yuma, Arizona.  Mr. Reed also recognized Jonathan Sanders from the Planning Department and 
Lisё Chandler-White from the Communications Department. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that he tries his best to record the discussion as accurately as he can.  He said he 
did miss a point made by Stephen Mansfield about public perception as noted near the top of 
page 3.  Dr. Mansfield said he thought his point was in reference to the planned public meeting 
and he had wondered if the Roundtable should present some sense of our deliberations for the 
attendees at the outset. 
 
There were no additional changes to the April 13 meeting notes. 
 
Mr. Wood then brought the recommendations forward to the PACCSR members for discussion.  
He noted that Dr. Mansfield and Michel Berlucchi had submitted some suggested adjustments 
and he asked if they wanted to discuss them.   Mr. Reed noted that their suggestions appear in 
red text in the bulleted recommendations document. He said that Dr. Mansfield had pointed out 
that African Americans were also elected and/or appointed to other offices, in addition to the 
Board of Supervisors.  He also noted that Mr. Berlucchi had asked for the ordering of some of 
the bulleted items to be rearranged. 
 
Dr. Mansfield noted that African Americans held several offices in Princess Anne County in the 
immediate post-Civil War era and that was a significant achievement.  Mr. Reed asked if that 
was confined to the Reconstruction era and Dr. Mansfield confirmed that it was.  Mr. Reed said 
he also expected that women never held any elected positions in Princess Anne County’s history.  
Mr. Berlucchi asked if he meant women of any background and Mr. Reed said yes.  Dr. 
Mansfield confirmed that it was the case. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi noted that his suggestion was made to introduce cultural sensitivity into the 
document.  By placing contributions of African Americans as the top bullets in a list it shows a 
more sensitive approach in the recommendations. 
 



Mr. Wood asked if we could go point by point through the recommendations. He started with the 
Immediate Actions in the recommendations. 
 
Michael Hucles asked about the two signs.  He said we had talked about a plaque at one time, 
too. Dr. Mansfield asked if signs are agreed on will we need to match the design standards of the 
Parks and Recreation Department.  Mr. Reed noted that there had been discussed 
recommendations related to a park and if there was a formal park created it would likely fall 
under the responsibilities of that department.  He had distributed the information at the last 
meeting so the committee would be aware of those standards. 
 
Dr. Hucles asked if we are talking about a freestanding sign.  Mr. Reed said a freestanding, 
laminate type of sign in a metal frame on a metal stand was the likely choice in keeping with 
Parks and Recreation standards.   
 
Mr. Wood noted that this recommendation does not include the plaque we had discussed.  Dr. 
Hucles asked if we are then talking about three things.  Mr. Reed pointed out the language in the 
first paragraph that says “sign panels or plaques.” He noted that he would want to avoid placing a 
plaque on a building and would want that type of thing to be freestanding, too. 
 
Mr. Wood said he thought a nice bronze plaque with a direct statement of fact would have more 
impact than an interpretive sign that addresses several issues.  He said it certainly could be 
freestanding. 
 
Dr. Hucles then noted that we are looking for three things.  One is a plaque on a stand in front of 
the courthouse. The second is a sign in some proximity to the courthouse.  The third is a sign 
near the statue.  Mr. Wood responded affirmatively. He said we can go outside and look, but 
something like that. 
 
Israel Zoberman asked if we envisioned that more people coming to this location would be an 
issue.  He noted that it is not a very central location. He said that it may not have the audience it 
deserves once we go to these lengths.  Rabbi Zoberman said he wondered about public 
opportunities to display these signs in Virginia Beach. 
 
Mr. Wood noted that Rabbi Zoberman had voiced several good points. He said that what he 
envisions is having a public event when these items are unveiled and can be celebrated for 
honoring this part of history.  From the perspective of this site he said he would see the Mayor 
coming out and issuing a proclamation. 
 
Dr. Hucles said that he hoped there would be several events as part of this long-term process and 
that the City will advertise these events and the local historic resources, like the historic houses 
and museums. 
 
Rabbi Zoberman asked if the group expected people to come to this location.  Dr. Mansfield said 
that there is some irony that in the 1810s the argument was that this location is in the center of 
the county. 
 



Kenneth Harris noted that the Civil War Trails program could be on opportunity to help 
encourage visitors to seek several sites around the city, including here at the courthouse. 
 
Mr. Wood noted the research grants program of the Historic Preservation Commission and that 
this year they are giving a grant for a state historical highway marker for Miles James, the 
African-American Medal of Honor recipient. He said that James grew up in Blackwater, but he 
wondered if we really wanted a marker down there.  He thought it would be better to have it near 
here than in such an out of the way place. 
 
Rabbi Zoberman said it is possible that tourists may find interest in this history that you don’t 
have at the beach.  He noted the new lynching museum in Alabama (Note: there is a memorial 
called “The National Memorial for Peace and Justice” and a related museum called “The Legacy 
Museum: From Enslavement to Mass Incarceration”) and he asked what we know about any 
lynchings in Princess Anne County.   
 
Mr. Reed said that there is one known lynching that occurred in1885.  Mr. Reed told the story of 
Noah Cherry, a black man, who was accused of murdering a little white girl.  After the girl’s 
funeral, a mob of people took Mr. Cherry from his jail cell located very near to here and marched 
him down the road and hung him from a tree limb.  (Note: The newspaper account of this event 
is provided at the end of these notes.) 
 
Mr. Wood said that he sees placing a sign in a position of prominence near the statue, the second 
sign near the courthouse and the plaque in a prominent place near the courthouse.  Dr. Hucles 
said he is trying to envision the plaque. He asked if it would be placed on something like a brick 
stand.  Mr. Wood said yes, that it would not be placed in the sidewalk but on a stand where it 
can’t be missed.  
 
Dr. Hucles said that what has been structured here is fine and we are adding a plaque to this.  Mr. 
Wood said that also a ceremony to dedicate them.  He also noted that the PACCSR would have a 
review function before design and/or text are finalized. 
 
A motion was made and seconded to recommend as the immediate action steps the design, 
manufacture and installation of an interpretive sign panel near the Confederate monument to 
provide additional balanced and inclusive information about the history and historical context 
related to the Confederate Statue and the Civil War in Princess Anne County; and, the design, 
manufacture and installation of an interpretive sign panel near the courthouse building about the 
history and historical context for the Princess Anne County Courthouse; and, the design, 
manufacture and installation of a bronze plaque on a stand in a prominent location near the 
courthouse recognizing the injustices done there as a primary location in the county for the sale 
of enslaved persons.  The motion further specified that the PACCSR will serve in a review 
function for the design and text and there shall be a ceremony or ceremonies for the dedication of 
the signs and plaque. 
 
Mr. Wood asked for discussion. 
 



Dr. Ross-Hammond asked for the time frame for getting this accomplished.  Mr. Reed referred to 
the discussion from the April 13 meeting that put the accomplishment of the immediate 
recommendations in 6 to 12 months.  
 
Rabbi Zoberman said that they could be timed together for a ceremony.  Mr. Wood noted that he 
thought it would be acceptable to have more than one ceremony. 
 
Dr. Ross-Hammond noted her difficulties in attending monthly meetings.  Mr. Wood said that 
after this meeting and the public meeting he thought that much of the continuing business of the 
committee could be done outside of a formal meeting. 
 
The vote was taken and all committee members present voted in favor of the motion. 
 
Mr. Wood then turned the committee’s attention to the short term recommendations.  He noted 
that working on these can be initiated right away and that there was no need to wait until after 
the immediate action steps are completed to start on the short term items. 
 
Mr. Wood read the items under the draft short term recommendations, including the specific 
points related to the statue/sculpture and the park. 
 
Dr. Hucles asked if we are talking about two committees.  Mr. Wood asked Mr. Reed if the Parks 
and Recreation Department would be involved.  Mr. Reed said that if what is recommended is an 
official City park then his expectation would be that the Parks and Recreation Department would 
be the lead agency for the project. 
 
Mrs. Felton noted that the City has a new Parks and Recreation Director that just came on board 
from the Mecklenburg/Charlotte area of North Carolina. 
 
Dr. Mansfield asked if the committee thinks we are anticipating questions that the Historic 
Preservation Commission will have. Mr. Wood noted that the committee’s deliberations have 
been pretty thorough.  Mr. Reed noted that he tries to anticipate questions from the Commission 
and he doesn’t always do a good job of that. 
 
Dr. Hucles said he thought the park would come first and the statue would take longer to 
accomplish.  He asked if we would have two ceremonies.  Mr. Wood said yes, they would not 
need to happen at the same time. 
 
Mr. Wood asked if we were to choose one, the park or the statue, which would be our priority.  
He said we need to make sure the statue is prioritized.  He noted that this would not likely be 
something that could be covered in the Planning Department budget. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi noted that we have a great opportunity to incorporate public art in our 
recommendation. He said that you can do many things to commemorate history including 
dynamic landscaping and architectural elements.  He noted that we often miss the opportunity to 
have good public art in this community. He said it can involve a statue or some other element of 
artistic designs.  There are many ways to achieve this goal. 



 
Dr. Mansfield asked if there would be any benefit to referring to this plan as an enhancement of 
the existing parklike area. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi said there are other ways to strike a balance to the existing statue.  He said we 
need to keep our minds open. 
 
Dr. Hucles said to think back to what we have already done.  He said that we took a poll and one 
area of thought was an interpretive statue and one was an equal statue. He agreed that we need to 
have an open mind but we should also keep in mind what we have decided and what the budget 
impact will be.  He said that open minded often costs more. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi asked if we have considered approaching the public arts committee. 
 
Mr. Wood noted that the discussion is focusing on an enhancement with a statue or public art in 
a parklike setting with the committee leaning toward a statue of equal size.  He noted that the 
public was engaged in choosing the design on the stairs at Mt. Trashmore. 
 
Dr. Hucles asked if Mr. Wood was saying that we would be taking proposals for the statue.  Mr. 
Wood answered yes and no.  He said he didn’t think we had ever agreed on whether or not it 
would be a soldier statue. 
 
Mr. Wood noted that the soldier statue received 7 points in the poll.  Mr. Berlucchi said that was 
a poll based on a vague idea. 
 
Mr. Wood said the end game is something to commemorate African American history and we 
need to remain flexible.  Dr. Ross-Hammond said we did vote on that but it is something that we 
need to be flexible about.  She said we need to be sure that we don’t force something into the 
process. 
 
Dr. Hucles pointed out that the language we have here has a lot of flexibility.  He noted that it 
says statue/sculpture.  He said the statue could range from a soldier to something modern. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi suggested that we may need to incorporate all of this into one thing – a park and 
sculpture. Mr. Reed noted the language of the last bullet under the park – “The park design 
should incorporate the African-American statue/sculpture in both an aesthetic and meaningful 
way.” 
 
Mrs. Felton asked about the Courthouse Freedom Park name.  Mr. Reed said it is not something 
he heard from the committee it is just what he put in the draft as an initial descriptor.  He noted 
that if the committee does not recommend a name then someone else will.  He said it is certainly 
up for discussion. 
 
Dr. Ross-Hammond suggested Courthouse Reconciliation Park. Dr. Hucles said we could have a 
contest to name the park. 
 



Rabbi Zoberman said that the word “Hope” would be good to include.  He said the word 
reconciliation speaks to something bad in the past. 
 
Dr. Mansfiled noted that there was four years of debate about the courthouse location here and 
for even decades after that so reconciliation could have other meanings. 
 
A motion was made and seconded to recommend as the short term action steps the initiation of 
planning and design for a Reconciliation Park on the north side of the Princess Anne Courthouse 
to incorporate artistic and historic elements into the landscape, including a 
statue/sculpture/public art piece to commemorate the City’s African-American heritage that will 
provide proportional balance to existing historic commemorative elements in that location. 
 
After some discussion about use of the term “height” in the motion the vote was taken and all 
committee members present voted in favor of the motion. 
 
Mr. Wood then read the draft recommendation for medium term actions.  He said it is basically 
the implementation stage for what is planned in the short term actions. 
 
Dr. Hucles said it seems to be good as it is. 
 

• A motion was made and seconded to recommend as the medium term action steps the 
implementation of construction and installation of Reconciliation Park on the north side 
of the Princess Anne Courthouse, incorporating artistic and historic elements into the 
landscape, including a statue/sculpture/public art piece to commemorate the City’s 
African-American heritage that will provide proportional balance to existing historic 
commemorative elements in that location. The park will be more spiritual than 
recreational and its aesthetic will merge the historic with the modern to provide a space 
that is uniquely Virginia Beach. 

 
The vote was taken and all committee members present voted in favor of the motion. 
 
Mr. Wood turned the committee’s attention to the long term draft recommendations and read 
them as listed. 
 
Dr. Mansfield suggested that it would be appropriate to add “one or more” in front of “history 
museums” in the first bullet. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi noted that a feasibility study would be an expensive action step and he said he 
wasn’t sure that the old Princess Anne Courthouse building was the right choice for several 
reasons. Mr. Reed noted that converting a historic building to a museum function can be 
challenging and can be more expensive and limiting than constructing a new building.  General 
discussion followed about the viability of the 1822 courthouse building to achieve the desired 
outcome versus another facility. 
 



Mr. Wood said that we could change the recommendation to a more general statement where the 
Department of Museums is directed to investigate the establishment of a general history 
museum. 
 
Dr. Mansfield asked if this might also include a facility for keeping archival records.  He 
suggested that there might be a need to have a central repository for such records as they are 
current dispersed among many agencies and institutions. 
 
Rabbi Zoberman asked if the Central Library might be a good location where a history museum 
might be established.  He noted that it is a location that has regular traffic and it would reach 
young people. 
 
Dr. Hucles noted that First Landing State Park has a small exhibit in their ranger station about 
the African Americans who built the park in the 1930s. He said that a lot of people walk through 
the park and visit the ranger station and end up seeing the exhibit. 
 
Dr. Ross-Hammond said that the Central Library was going to be renovated and not replaced in 
the near future so there may not be much of an opportunity for a museum at that site. 
 
A motion was made and seconded to recommend as the long term action steps for City Council 
to direct the Department of Museums (Aquarium and Historic Houses) to investigate the need 
and feasibility to establish a general history museum for the City of Virginia Beach to provide a 
balanced, fair and inclusive story of the community’s collective history. 
 
The vote was taken and all committee members present voted in favor of the motion. 
 
Mr. Wood requested that Mr. Reed pull the recommendations together in a document that can be 
provided to the public and to send it to the PACCSR members for review. 
 
Dr. Hucles asked that Mr. Reed also send the minutes with the revised recommendations. 
 
Mrs. Felton thanked everyone for their work on this and for being committed to seeking a fair 
resolution. She said that finding a good balance will be most important when we go to the public.  
She noted that we will be in that bubble and once turned over to the public the discussion can 
change.  In the end we are not able to move the statue. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi asked if we are saying that no matter what the law states we, as a committee, 
prefer to not move the statue and instead incorporate design elements to include representation of 
African American history.  Everyone agreed that his statement is correct. 
 
Mrs. Felton then asked Lisё Chandler-White to discuss some of the options regarding meeting 
with the community.  Ms. Chandler-White asked if the committee wants to go to the public prior 
to making a recommendation to the Historic Preservation Commission.  The response was 
affirmative. 
 



The timing of the meeting and press releases was discussed.  Ms. Felton noted that the high 
school graduation dates for Virginia Beach Public Schools are June 12 – 16.  Ms. Chandler-
White said it would be possible to schedule the meeting prior to the graduations. She suggested 
doing a press release with bullets that would lead the reader to a web page with full language for 
the recommendations.  Mr. Reed asked Ms. Chandler-White about the necessary lead time for 
issuing the press release prior to the meeting.  She responded that is should be two to three 
weeks. 
 
Ms. Chandler-White said that she could get with her team about doing a Facebook Live event.  
She also said that down the road we might want to put the questions up on PublicInput.com.  She 
noted that the question about the Mount Trashmore steps resulted in the highest number of 
responses ever for the city in that forum.  She said we might need to develop more open ended 
questions for this format.    
 
Mr. Reed asked about the committee’s preference for the public hearing format.  He asked if they 
favored a public hearing where a member of the public can sign up and have three minutes to 
speak or if they preferred a meeting where the public sits at tables and engages in a small group 
discussion.  He noted the recent Entertainment District public meeting where there were eight to 
ten persons per table and a facilitator at each table. 
 
Mr. Wood asked if we could have a group presentation and then break up into four corners of the 
room with each corner corresponding to the four action time frames. 
 
Dr. Ross-Hammond said that a similar format worked well with the College Beach Weekend 
issue.  She said they divided into two groups after an initial overview.  She said she likes the idea 
of having a general overview first. 
 
Mr. Wood said that maybe we could just have four groups in four corners and not limit what 
segment of the recommendations are discussed in each. 
 
Mr. Berlucchi said he thought the College Beach Weekend meeting was too heavy on the front 
end and there never seemed that there was a good opportunity for public feedback. He said he 
thinks it is good to have an airing of views. 
 
Mr. Wood said he was concerned about the amount of time that potentially could be consumed 
by individual speakers.  He noted that three minutes for each speaker means that after only 
fifteen speakers you are at forty-five minutes. 
 
Mr. Wood asked Mr. Reed to send out a Doodle Poll for PACCSR member’s availability to 
attend a public meeting in June. 
 
The meeting was adjourned. 
 
 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 


