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A Note on the Cover Illustration 

 
 

The illustration on the cover of this report is of Charles T. Webber's painting The Under-
ground Railroad which hangs in the Cincinnati Art Museum, CincinnatiArtMuseum.org. 
Famed Underground Railroad safe-house operators and conductors Levi and Catherine 
Coffin and Hannah Haddock, all friends of the artist, are shown leading a group of Un-
derground Railroad freedom seekers to freedom on a winter morning. According to the  
Museum, the setting of the painting is possibly the Coffin farm near Cincinnati.  This 
painting is today one of the best known and most often-seen images of the Underground 
Railroad. 
 
Webber was commissioned to paint The Underground Railroad for the 1893 World's 
Columbian Exposition held in Chicago. The painting measures 52.2 by 76.1 inches (132.6 
by 193.3 cm). 
 
Charles T. Webber (1825-1911) was a native of New York state and lived in Cincinnati 
from 1860 until his death.  Webber created hundreds of works including portraits, land-
scapes, genre subjects and historical scenes. He belonged to many Cincinnati arts orga-
nizations and was considered the dean of the Cincinnati art community in the nineteenth 
century. 
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I.  Summary and Recommendations 
Underground Railroad Free Press's 2008 Underground Railroad Survey is the second survey administered 
to a wide cross-section of the Underground Railroad community, the first being Free Press's 2007 survey.  
We are pleased to have commissioned these annual surveys and to provide them at no cost to all inter-
ested parties.  Bound copies of the 2008 survey report have been provided to the chief executive officers 
and senior staff of all major Underground Railroad organizations.  Readers of this report are welcome to 
download and distribute it as they like.  We hope you find the survey and report of good use in your Un-
derground Railroad work and encourage you to employ it as you formulate your organization's plans.  We 
would be pleased to answer any questions you might have about the survey and can be reached at pub-
lisher@urrFreePress.com or 301.874.0236. 
 
Following is a summary of the findings from the Underground Railroad Free Press 2008 Underground 
Railroad Survey.  Full results are presented in section IV of this report.  The report is downloadable from 
our web site at urrFreePress.com.  Feel free to use and distribute it as you like. 

The Underground Railroad Community's Knowledge and Status 

The Underground Railroad community's rating of its overall knowledge of the Underground Railroad re-
mains above average but not high.  Sources of Underground Railroad knowledge continue to be mainly 
the internet, books and articles with Underground Railroad Free Press again the leading source among 
news publications.  Three-fourths of survey respondents have visited an Underground Railroad site.  This 
year's respondents have on average one more year's involvement with Underground Railroad matters 
than did 2007's respondents which is to be expected if the two years' respondents had much overlap.  
Significant changes in market share of Underground Railroad periodical publications occurred between 
2007 and 2008 with Underground Railroad Free Press now having a 55-percent market share. 

Contemporary Underground Railroad Institutions 

The Underground Railroad community's perceptions of the seven major modern Underground Railroad 
organizations underwent a fairly substantial realignment between the 2007 survey and the 2008 survey.  
Generally, there is growing parity revealed by the 2008 survey among the three leading Underground 
Railroad organizations — the federal government's Network to Freedom program, Cincinnati's Freedom 
Center and Free Press — and consequently between those in the public sector and those in the private 
sector. 

The Underground Railroad Community's Site Knowledge and Operations 

The largest surprises from this survey are the degree to which the Wellman Scale for evaluating Under-
ground Railroad sites and the MapMuse Underground Railroad map have come into use.  In the July, 
2008, issue of Underground Railroad Free Press we will be encouraging the Underground Railroad com-
munity to list more sites with MapMuse and rate all sites by the easy-to-use Wellman Scale.  More than 
three-fourths of responding Underground Railroad site owners and operators offer tours and employ ex-
hibits, signs, demonstrations or the like.  About a third offer live, costumed interpretative presentations 
and evaluate their offerings, most often by informal visitor feedback or written questionnaires. 

Underground Railroad Free Press 
Mean ratings of Free Press, its reporting and its Lynx, Datebook and Free Press Prize programs ranged 
from 7.3 to 8.7 on a one-to-ten rating scale, and all but one of the modal scores for these same matters 
was a full 10.  Free Press is vary gratified by these ratings.  After their introduction in Fall of 2007, use of 
Datebook and particularly of Lynx is still low, probably because of the need for continued publicizing of 
these services. Survey respondents' preferences for content in Underground Railroad Free Press have 
remained the same with historical articles leading the preferences.  Free Press will have as it main 2008-
2009 goal organized publicity to broaden its reach and audience. 
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Underground Railroad Community Demographics 

Demographics of the international Underground Railroad community have not changed in the past year. 
The most typical member remains a mid-level female in her fifties from the East Coast with a master's 
degree. The 2007 and 2008 surveys both showed that the Underground Railroad community needs to re-
cruit younger people. 

Recommendations 
For the Underground Railroad Community 

Coordinating and Expanding the International List of Sites 
The international Underground Railroad community is beginning to discover and use MapMuse's on-line 
Underground Railroad map and to display sites there.  We urge the listing of all Underground Railroad 
sites at the MapMuse web site, the only comprehensive, publicly available Underground Railroad map we 
are aware of.  As of June, 2008, MapMuse lists nearly 300 Underground Railroad sites. The map is inter-
active and easy to use.  Go to http://find.mapmuse.com/re1/brand.php?brandID=UNDERGROUND_RR. 

    Request 
Go to the MapMuse site and check to see if Underground Railroad sites 
of which you are aware are listed there and, if not, list them. 

Broadening the Use of the Wellman Scale 
This is the first Free Press survey which measured use of the Wellman Scale, the rating scale commis-
sioned by the federal government to aid in the rating of authenticity of Underground Railroad site claims.  
Both Professor Judith Wellman who developed the Scale and we are surprised at the extent to which the 
Scale, which has not received much publicity or promotion, has come into use.  The Underground Rail-
road community and the public will be well served when the Wellman Scale has been used to rate as 
many Underground Railroad sites as possible and to publicize ratings to aid in assessing the likelihood 
that a claimed site actually was one.  Extensive ratings have been performed in two New York counties 
and one Maryland county with excellent and consistent results.  Comprehensive use of the Wellman Scale 
will provide a much truer rendition of the Underground Railroad than anything available now. 

    Request 
Use the Wellman Scale available at urrFreePress.com to rate the authen-
ticity of Underground Railroad safe-houses and routes which you are fa-
miliar enough to rate.  Free Press is working with MapMuse to add a fea-
ture to its Underground Railroad map that will let you display Wellman 
Scale ratings for sites which you post. 

Getting More Young People Involved In the Contemporary Underground Railroad 
The 2008 Free Press Underground Railroad survey shows only 8.6 percent of respondents younger than 
40 and barely one in five younger than 50.  It is a certainty that there are younger people who are very 
interested in the Underground Railroad but who have not made there way onto the Free Press subscrip-
tion list and/or who are not active in Underground Railroad affairs.  The Underground Railroad commu-
nity needs to engage these young people and others to insure continuing interest in their and future gen-
erations in the Underground Railroad. 

    Request 
Involve younger [and not so young] people in your Underground Rail-
road work.  Enthuse and mentor them.  Give them a free subscription to 
Underground Railroad Free Press by going to our web site. 

For Underground Railroad Free Press 

Survey respondents provided a number of very useful suggestions to improve Underground Railroad Free 
Press.  We will be implementing the following actions. 
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Publicize Free Press to Bring Underground Railroad News and Programs to a Wider Audience 
Through the 2008 survey and in other ways, many subscribers have encouraged Free Press to broaden 
the publication's circulation and programs to reach wider audiences and use.  This will be Free Press's top 
goal of 2008-2009. 

    Request 
Please send the email addresses of those who you would like to receive 
Underground Railroad Free Press to us at publisher@urrFreePress.com.  
As mentioned below, we are especially eager to add Canadian, Midwest 
and younger subscribers. 

Concentrate On Reaching New Canadian, Midwest and Young Readers 
In the 2007 survey, we identified the need to bolster our readership in the Midwest and Canada.  We are 
beginning to make modest additions of Canadian subscribers but need to do more.  Cracking the Midwest 
has been more difficult.  Now, the 2008 survey has revealed the need to reach more younger readers as 
well.  Attaining new Canadian, Midwest and young subscribers will be the focus of our 2008-2009 goal to 
reach more readers. 

Expand Solicitation of Nominations for the Free Press Prizes Beyond Subscribers to the Wider Community 
Free Press received a gratifying number of nominations for the 2008 Underground Railroad Free Press 
Prizes for leadership, preservation and the advancement of knowledge of the contemporary Underground 
Railroad.  These annual prizes will be awarded for the first time in September, 2008.  Solicitations for 
nominations for the 2008 Prizes were issued only to Free Press subscribers.  The Prizes' Panel of Judges 
has suggested making the nominations open to the general public beginning with the 2009 Prizes which 
we intend to do. 

II.  Background of The 2008 Underground Railroad Survey 

Survey Population and Sample 

Invited to participate in the 2008 Underground Railroad Survey were the approximately 1,700 persons on 
the Underground Railroad Free Press mailing list as of May, 2008, all of whom were emailed invitations to 
participate in the survey. Free Press's mailing list mainly comprises a very broad cross-section of Under-
ground Railroad site owners, descendants, elected officials and their staff, Underground Railroad program 
executives and employees, researchers, writers, enthusiasts and others.  There are perhaps 800 recipi-
ents of unknown Underground Railroad affiliation who have been added to the mailing list at their or oth-
ers' request since Free Press began publication in 2006.  We asked subscribers to invite others interested 
in the Underground Railroad to participate in the survey.  The extent to which this occurred in unknown. 
 
With the survey's invitees consisting mostly of those with a special interest in the Underground Railroad, 
the 2008 Underground Railroad Survey is not a survey of the public but one of an affinity group of people 
especially interested in Underground Railroad matters and should be regarded as such when interpreting 
results.  For example, three-fourths of this survey's respondents have visited an Underground Railroad 
site, a proportion bound to be far higher than for the general population. 
 
The invitation to participate in the 2008 Underground Railroad Survey was sent by email in early May, 
2008, and was followed up by a notice in the May 15, 2008, issue of Underground Railroad Free Press.  
The resulting sample numbered exactly 100 respondents. 

Sub-Samples 

To analyze results of certain survey questions as indicated later herein, survey results were disaggregated 
into sub-samples.  For example, it was useful to know if opinions on several matters differed according to 
type of Underground Railroad involvement as measured in question 50.   
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Administration of the Survey 

The survey was administered by a 53-question instrument at the web site of SurveyMonkey.com, Under-
ground Railroad Free Press's survey administration vendor, during the first three weeks of May, 2008.  
Survey data were analyzed by proprietary survey analysis software provided by Michael Strategic Analysis 
and customized for this survey, and further analyzed through personal inspection by a well-qualified sta-
tistical analyst.  There were no difficulties encountered in collecting, tabulating or analyzing survey data. 

III. Resulting Degrees of Confidence in This Survey 

Margins of Error 
Three Levels of Accuracy 

Statistically, there are three general levels of accuracy attainable from surveys. 

Small Samples 
The least accurate sample is what is referred to as a small sample which involves samples of less than 
30.  Small-sample analysis requires looser tools of analysis, sacrifices flexibility through use of these tools 
and results in the least confident conclusions.  Small-sample analysis was not used for this survey. 

Large Samples 
At sample sizes of 30 and beyond, different, less sacrificing statistical tools may be used for analysis 
yielding less error and higher confidence in results.   

Optimal Samples 
Generally, a total sample size of 384 is necessary for a survey in order to guarantee never more than five 
percent error in the worst case, no matter the proportion examined.  The worst case for error for a sam-
ple proportion occurs for a sample proportion of fifty percent, error for other proportions being less.  

Reduction of Error Through the Sampling Fraction 

When a significant fraction of a population is sampled, random error from the sampling is reduced.  In 
the extreme, when an entire population is sampled, random error is reduced to zero.  In the 2008 Under-
ground Railroad Survey, error was reduced in this fashion in the amount shown below.  Please see Ap-
pendix One for a discussion of error reduction from this effect.  Following are the population size, sample 
size, sampling fraction and error reduction from the sampling fraction for this survey.   

Population size: the number receiving invitations to take the survey ≈1,700 
Sample size: the number of responses 100 
Sampling fraction: Sample size/population size 5.9% 
Reduction of random error from the sampling fraction 3.0% 

Random Error in Survey Statistics 

Taking into account the reduction in random error because of this survey's sampling fraction, worst-case 
random error for survey results in which the entire sample of 100 responded is ±9.5 percent.  Random 
error is greater for questions to which the full sample did not respond.  Levels of random error in this 
survey may generally be regarded as comfortable in interpreting survey results. 

Measures of Central Tendency 

We find it useful to refresh readers of survey reports on the differences among the three measures of 
central tendency of a series of data — the mean, the median and the mode.   These three measures of 
central tendency are the most basic of summary statistics and among the most useful and often used. 

Mean 
The  mean is the same as an average and is the sum of the observations in a data series divided by the 
number of observations.  For example, a basketball player’s scoring average is calculated by adding all 
the points he or she has scored in a season and then dividing by the number of games played. 
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Median 
The median is the middle observation of a ranked data series, and has as many observations above it as 
below it in the ranking.  The median of the series 5, 50, 500, 5000, 50,000 is 500 which has two observa-
tions on either side of it.  The median of the series 1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 3 is 1 which has three observations on 
either side of it.   A median can be expressed as a fractional number which was not an actual observed 
number in a data series, for example, 8.5.  While respondents in a one-to-ten Likert Scale choice in this 
survey had no choice of a rating of 8.5, this value as a median could result when there were equally 
many responses with a rating of 8 or below as 9 or above.  

The Mode 
The mode of a data series is the observation that occurs most often in the series.  In the second series 
above, the mode, is 1.  The first series above has no mode as no one observation occurs most often.  
When data are categorized, the modal category is the one containing the highest number of observa-
tions. A bimodal distribution is one in which two observations tie for being most frequent. 

Confidence Intervals For Survey Statistics 

For Proportions 

Comparisons of confidence intervals for proportions in the survey involving the full sample of 100 are 
shown as follows.   The largest possibility for error in this survey occurs when a proportion is 50 percent, 
for example if, in a yes-or-no question, half answered yes, half no. 
 
If the proportion of respondents an-
swering a question a certain way is: 

Then the 99% confidence in-
terval for this proportion is: 

And the 95% confidence in-
terval for this proportion is: 

5% -0.6% to 10.6% 0.7% to 9.3% 
50% 37.1% to 62.9% 40.2% to 59.8% 

Using Proportions in The Survey 
Generally, proportions from the survey may be used with reasonable confidence and taken at face value.  
Comparisons of proportions across two questions in the survey can be made with weaker confidence and 
should be more cautiously interpreted.  

For Means 

The confidence interval for a mean depends on the variance of the data from which the mean was calcu-
lated, that is, how scattered the data were about their mean.  Some questions in the present survey in-
volve proportions but more involve means from the one-to-ten Likert Scale used for ratings.   
 
The minimum random error, measured as the 95-percent confidence interval as a fraction of its mean for 
any one-to-ten Likert Scale question in this survey, is from question 38 on how easy respondents found it 
to use the Datebook feature of the Free Press web site.  The resulting rating was 8.40 ± .93 or a range 
from 7.47 to 9.33.  In other words, we can be 95-percent certain that the true rating is not less than 7.47 
or higher than 9.33.  
 
The maximum random error, measured as the 95-percent confidence interval as a fraction of its mean for 
any one-to-ten Likert Scale question in this survey, is from question 10 on respondent familiarity with the 
Menare Foundation with a 95-percent confidence interval of 3.16 ± .63 or a range from 2.54 to 3.79.  
Here, can be 95-percent certain that the true rating is not less than 2.54 or higher than 3.79. 

Using Means in The Survey 
Means from this survey may be used with reasonable confidence and taken at face value.  The same ca-
veats as apply for proportions generally apply for means from the survey.   
 
 
 



 2008 UNDERGROUND RAILROAD SURVEY Page 9 

U N D E R G R O U N D  R A I L R O A D  F R E E  P R E S S  

Caution In Using Pooled Results 

For some questions in this survey, pooling of results could lead to misleading interpretations, masking 
otherwise well-defined results of different groups of respondents.  The experiences of the groups, and 
therefore their respective knowledge, attitudes and practices, can vary significantly and attempting to 
draw conclusions based on their mix of different experiences might sometimes be unwarranted.   
 
As an exaggerated example, if a survey were conducted in Ottawa and Miami on knowledge, attitudes 
and practices regarding snow blowers, pooling the two very different sets of results would not reflect the 
experiences of either group and would be utterly misleading in drawing any conclusions on snow blowers.   
 
In the 2008 Underground Railroad Survey, differences between, for example, Underground Railroad re-
searchers versus program operators or site owners could be blurred when their results are pooled, and 
pooled results might be misleading to the user if subjected to unsupported interpretations. Therefore, 
depending on the question, caution is urged in taking interpretations of pooled results too far.  

IV.  Survey Results 

Format of Presentation of Responses 
For Frequency Distributions 

For questions whose responses result in frequency distributions, summary statistics are presented as 
proportions in the following format. 
 

 Proportion 
Answer Choice 1 % 
—  —  — % 
Answer Choice n % 

For Measures of Central Tendency 

For questions whose responses result in the three measures of central tendency — the mean, median 
and mode — summary statistics are presented in the following format. 

 Measure 
Mean  
Median  
Mode  

How to Interpret Ratings From a One-to-Ten Likert Scale 

The following interpretation of a one-to-ten Likert Scale may be used for interpreting the survey's ratings 
using this scale.  "Average" appears twice here since mean and median of a one-to-ten scale are 5.5. 
 

Rating Meaning  Rating Meaning 
10 Highest possible  5 Average 
9 Very high  4 Below average 
8 High  3 Low 
7 Above average   2 Very low 
6 Average  1 Lowest possible 

Comparisons of 2008 Versus 2007 Survey Results 

A number of questions in the 2008 survey were carried forward from the 2007 survey and the results 
from the two years therefore permit year-to-year tracking and trend analysis.  In such instances below, 
results, and in some cases explanatory charts, are presented for both years.  
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Panel A- The Underground Railroad Community's Knowledge and Status 

Questions as presented in the on-line survey are shown verbatim in italics below. 

Question 1 

For purposes of useful year-to-year tracking of trends, some questions are repeated in the Underground 
Railroad Free Press surveys from year to year as is this first question.  On the one-to-ten scale following, 
where one is unaware and ten is expert knowledge, how would you rate your overall knowledge of the 
Underground Railroad? 

 2008 2007 
Mean 6.8 6.4 
Median 7 7 
Mode 7 7 

 
The apparent rise in the rating of respondents' overall knowledge is not statistically significant. 

Question 2 

Please check as many as three of the following which you regard as your primary recent sources of in-
formation on the Underground Railroad. 
 

Source 2008 2007 
Books on the Underground Railroad 25.0% 24.4% 
Academic articles or publications on the Underground Railroad 20.4% 20.2% 
Internet searches 18.6% 17.6% 
Underground Railroad Free Press newsletter 13.6% 13.0% 
Other [Respondents were asked to enter a response] 11.4% 11.5% 
Network to Freedom Conductor newsletter 4.7% 6.5% 
Menare Foundation newsletter 4.1% 1.9% 
Underground Railroad Freedom Center on-line community 4.7% 1.5% 
Georgetown College Voice of Freedom newsletter 0.3% 0.8% 

 
"Other" responses above included specialized Underground Railroad programs, respondents' friends and 
colleagues, research into the respondent's own family's Underground Railroad involvement, respondents' 
own research into local oral traditions, primary source research and newspapers. 
 
With the exception of the Freedom Center's on-line community which more than tripled its presence and 
the Menare Foundation newsletter which more than doubled its, relative use of the other Underground 
Railroad information sources remained much the same as last year. 

Market Shares of Underground Railroad News Publications 
On a day-to-day basis as above, many respondents use the internet, books and academic articles or pub-
lications most often as sources of information on the Underground Railroad, especially true of respon-
dents who in question 50 identified themselves as researchers, writers or academicians. 
 
From respondents who listed the five news publications above, the frequency distribution of their reader-
ship normalized to include just these five publications is as follows.  Below, the index for a publication 
other than Underground Railroad Free Press indicates a publication's readership among respondents as a 
fraction of Underground Railroad Free Press readership. 
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 2008 2007 
Publication Market Share Index Market Share Index 
Underground Railroad Free Press newsletter 55.0% 100 49.2% 100 
Network to Freedom Conductor newsletter 18.9% 34 24.6% 50 
Menare Foundation newsletter 18.9% 34 7.2% 15 
Underground Railroad Freedom Center on-line community 5.8% 11 5.7% 12 
Georgetown College Voice of Freedom newsletter 1.4% 3 3.0% 6 
 
Markets shares and their changes for the two years are shown graphically in the following chart. 

 
We hypothesize the changes in market shares to have occurred for the following reasons. 
 
Underground Railroad Free Press Increased from growing number of subscribers, breadth of 

reporting, and ancillary Free Press features [Lynx, Datebook 
and annual Free Press prizes] 

Network to Freedom Conductor newsletter Decreased because of infrequent publication [semi-annually] 
and specialization of reporting [Network to Freedom only] 

Menare Foundation newsletter Increased from more frequent publication and recently mod-
ernized format 

Question 3 

Have you ever visited an Underground Railroad safe-house or route? 

 2008 2007 
Yes 76.3% 73.6% 
No 23.7% 26.4% 

Question 4 

Other than pleasure or professional reading, how long have you been actively involved with Underground 
Railroad matters? 

 Mean Median Mode 
2008 11.5 years 8.0 years 6-10 years 
2007 10.7 years 7.0 years 1-5 years +  

6-10 years1 
 

                                                
1 This result is an example of the earlier-mentioned bimodal distribution, one in which two categories tie for being 
most frequent. 
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Question 5 

To the best of your knowledge, was a branch of your family involved in the Underground Railroad in any 
of the following ways?  Please check as many as apply. 
 
Freedom seeker ........................................................................................................... 13 respondents 
Conductor...................................................................................................................... 7 respondents 
Safe-house operator ..................................................................................................... 16 respondents 
 
This comprises virtually the same proportion of survey respondents who were descendants of Under-
ground Railroad figures in the 2007 survey, about 40 percent. 

    Conclusions On Underground Railroad Knowledge and Status 
The Underground Railroad community's overall knowledge of the Under-
ground Railroad, sources of Underground Railroad knowledge, and 
whether on not they have ever visited an Underground Railroad site 
have not changed since the 2007 survey.  This year's respondents have 
on average one more year's involvement with Underground Railroad 
matters than did 2007's respondents which is to be expected if both 
year's respondents has much overlap.  Significant changes in market 
share of Underground Railroad periodical publications occurred between 
2007 and 2008. 

 

Panel B- Contemporary Underground Railroad Institutions 
Questions 6 Through 12 

Questions 6 through 12 each asked the following question: Where one is least and ten is most, how fa-
miliar would you say you are with the following modern Underground Railroad institutions?   
 

 2008 2007  
 Mean Mean Change2 
6. National Underground Railroad Freedom Center 4.7 4.5 ~ 

7. National Park Service Network to Freedom  5.8 6.3  

8. Friends of the Network to Freedom Association 3.3 3.4 ~ 

9. Underground Railroad Free Press 4.7 4.4  

10. The Menare Foundation 3.2 2.7  

11. Google's MapMuse Underground Railroad map  2.6 2.7 ~ 

12. Georgetown College Underground Railroad Institute 2.2 2.6  

 
The rank order of familiarity according to the index3 in the following table is: 

 2008 2007 
The National Park Service's Network to Freedom program 100.0 100.0 
Underground Railroad Free Press 44.8 36.1 
Cincinnati's National Underground Railroad Freedom Center 44.6 36.5 
Friends of the Network to Freedom Association 29.2 31.8 
The Menare Foundation 23.7 20.2 
Google's MapMuse map of Underground Railroad sites 21.2 20.2 
Georgetown College's Underground Railroad Institute 19.2 19.7 

                                                
2 The tilde ~ indicates that there was no statistically significant change in familiarity as indicated by mean ratings 
from 2007 to 2008. 
3 This index is the sum of mean, median and mode normalized to 100 against the top-ranked index. 
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Here, the National Park Service's Network to Freedom program remains as in 2007 far and away the most 
recognized modern institution involved with the Underground Railroad with more than twice the recogni-
tion of the runner-up Underground Railroad Free Press.  However, the Network to Freedom and its com-
panion organization, Friends of the Network to Freedom Association, dropped in both relative and abso-
lute familiarity as did Georgetown College's Underground Railroad Institute.  Largest increases in relative 
familiarity were experienced, in rank order, by Underground Railroad Free Press, the Underground Rail-
road Freedom Center and the  Menare Foundation. 

Questions 13 Through 19 

This set of questions was prefaced by the following statement preceding question 13: That completes our 
questions on your familiarity with today's Underground Railroad organizations.  Now, please give us your 
ratings on the importance of these same organizations. 
 
Questions 13 through 19 each then asked the following question: Where one is least and ten is most, 
how important in promoting and building awareness of contemporary Underground Railroad matters 
would you say is each of the following Underground Railroad institutions?  
 

 2008 2007  
 Mean Index Mean Index Change 
13. National Underground Railroad Freedom Center 7.0 97.7 6.4 86.3  

14. National Park Service Network to Freedom  7.6 100.0 8.1 100.0  

15. Friends of the Network to Freedom Association 6.2 67.1 6.6 87.1 ~ 

16. Underground Railroad Free Press 7.1 98.0 6.6 87.1  

17. The Menare Foundation 5.7 61.3 5.4 56.8 ~ 

18. Google's MapMuse Underground Railroad map  6.1 86.3 6.5 86.7 ~ 

19. Georgetown College Underground Railroad Institute 5.6 61.0 6.1 85.2  

 
According to the index, the rank order of importance in promoting and building awareness of contempo-
rary Underground Railroad matters is: 
 
1. The National Park Service's Network to Freedom program...................................................... 100.0 
2. Underground Railroad Free Press............................................................................................ 98.0 
3. Cincinnati's National Underground Railroad Freedom Center ..................................................... 97.7 
4. Google's MapMuse map of Underground Railroad sites ............................................................. 86.3 
5. Friends of the Network to Freedom Association ....................................................................... 67.1 
6. The Menare Foundation ......................................................................................................... 61.3 
7. Georgetown College's Underground Railroad Institute .............................................................. 61.0 
 
Three tiers have clearly emerged in 2008.  

 The Network to Freedom, the Freedom Center and Underground Railroad Free Press share virtually 
equal importance in the minds of the Underground Railroad community and comprise the top tier. 

 Google's MapMuse map does not rise to the level of these three but is clearly ranked more highly by 
survey respondents than the following tier. 

 A third tier consists of Friends of the Network to Freedom Association, The Menare Foundation and 
Georgetown College's Underground Railroad Institute. 

Conclusions On Contemporary Underground Railroad Institutions 
The Underground Railroad community's perceptions of the seven major 
modern Underground Railroad organizations underwent a fairly substan-
tial realignment between surveys.  There is an emerging parity among the 
three or four leading Underground Railroad organizations and between 
those in the public-sector and those in the private-sector. 
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Panel C- The Underground Railroad Community's Site Knowledge and Operations 

Question 20 

Some Underground Railroad safe-houses and routes are well known today but many others are not.  If 
you are aware of an Underground Railroad site which you feel deserves better recognition, please enter 
its name, location and a brief description up to 450 characters below.  Site owners will not be contacted. 
If you would rather, you may email this information in any length to publisher@urrFreePress.com. 
 
Respondents offered 44 Underground Railroad listings of 39 sites and two museums.  [Some sites were 
listed more than once.]  The sites, the Wellman Scale ratings which respondents ascribed to each site in 
question 21, and general site locations are provided in Appendix Three herein.  We note that of the sites 
mentioned, all are safe-houses with the exception of one Underground Railroad route, the Potomac River. 
 
These listings have been provided by Underground Railroad Free Press to the National Park Service's 
Network to Freedom program for its investigation and research of the sites.  The geographic distribution 
of the sites offered by respondents is as follows.  This particular geographic distribution indicates to us 
that, despite our efforts over the past year, the Free Press subscription base still needs to be strength-
ened in the Midwest. 
 

New York 19 
Maryland 13 
Canada 2 
Ohio 2 
Pennsylvania 2 
Virginia 2 
Delaware 1 
West Virginia 1 
Wisconsin 1 
Unknown 1 

Question 21 

If you answered the question above, please continue with the present question.  Otherwise, please skip 
to question 22.  The Wellman Scale is used to rate the likelihood that a claimed site was part of the Un-
derground Railroad.  Please rate the site you named above according one of the five following Wellman 
Scale ratings. 
 
Level 1—Story probably not true.  
Level 2—Story possibly true with no reason to doubt the story but no evidence so far. 
Level 3—Good chance the story is true. Evidence of abolitionist sympathies, abolitionism or African-

American background but no direct evidence of Underground Railroad activity so far. 
Level 4—Story almost certainly true. Considerable evidence of involvement. 
Level 5—Story almost certainly true. Conclusive evidence of involvement. Strong primary source evidence 

of Underground Railroad activity. 
 
The distribution of Wellman Scale ratings ascribed to sites named by survey respondents is as follows. 
The ratings could be somewhat inflated by optimism on the part of those who provided the ratings. 

Rating Count Proportion 
5 23 59.0% 
4 9 23.1% 
3 2 5.1% 
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2 3 7.7% 
1 1 2.6% 

Mixed 1 2.6% 
Totals 394 100.0% 

Question 22 

Other than in the question above, have you ever used the Wellman Scale to evaluate the likelihood that a 
site was part of the Underground Railroad? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 20.7% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 79.3% 
 
Nineteen of 92 respondents to this question, more than one in five, had used the Wellman Scale in rating 
Underground Railroad sites.  We find this gratifying in that the Wellman Scale is new and, to the best of 
our knowledge, has not yet been widely promoted or publicized.  It deserves to be. 

Question 23 

Have you ever visited Google's MapMuse web site for the Underground Railroad? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 26.1% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 73.9% 

Question 24 

Have you ever listed an Underground Railroad site at Google's MapMuse web site for the Underground 
Railroad? 
 
Yes............................................................................................................................................. 6.4% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 93.6% 

Question 25 

Are you an owner, operator, employee or volunteer of an Underground Railroad safe-house, route, live 
interpretive program or display? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 38.3% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 61.7% 

Question 26 

If you answered no to the previous question, please skip to question 30. If you answered yes to the pre-
vious question, please continue.  We are grateful to a Free Press subscriber for suggesting this and the 
next three questions.  Does your Underground Railroad site, program or display offer tours? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 83.3% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 16.7% 

Question 27 

Does your Underground Railroad site, program or display offer live, costumed interpretative presentations 
about the Underground Railroad? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 30.6% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 69.4% 

                                                
4 For five of the 44 sites named, respondents did not provide a Wellman Scale rating. 
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Question 28 

Does your Underground Railroad site, program or display use exhibits, signs, demonstrations or the like? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 73.0% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 27.0% 

Question 29 

Does your Underground Railroad site, program or display evaluate its offerings? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 37.5% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 62.5% 

Question 30 

If you answered yes to the previous question, please enter in the box below what method or methods of 
evaluation are used.  Thank you. 

Means of Evaluation 
Proportion  

Using 
Informal visitor feedback  42.9% 
On-site written evaluation form or questionnaire  28.6% 
Off-site surveys  19.0% 
Outside evaluators  9.5% 

 
Conclusions On Site Knowledge, Opinions and Operations 
The largest surprises from this survey are the degree to which the Well-
man Scale for evaluating Underground Railroad sites and the MapMuse 
Underground Railroad map have come into use.  Beginning with the July, 
2008, issue of Underground Railroad Free Press we will encourage the 
Underground Railroad community to list all sites with MapMuse and rate 
all sites using the Wellman Scale. More than three-fourths of Under-
ground Railroad site owners and operators offer tours and employ exhib-
its, signs, demonstrations or the like.  About a third offer live, costumed 
interpretative presentations and evaluate their offerings, most often by 
informal visitor feedback or written questionnaires. 
 

Panel D- Underground Railroad Free Press 
Question 31 

We would very much value your opinions on Underground Railroad Free Press and its programs to help us 
improve the publication and the programs.  First, have you ever read Underground Railroad Free Press? 

 2008 2007 
Yes 64.9% 64.4% 
No 35.1% 36.6% 

Question 32 

As a result of suggestions made by members of the Underground Railroad community who participated in 
the 2007 Underground Railroad Free Press Survey, Free Press inaugurated several new programs.  We 
would like to ask your opinion on these. The first is Lynx, a free comprehensive international listing of 
contemporary Underground Railroad organizations intended as a central nexus for the Underground Rail-
road community.  Lynx operates at the Free Press web site at urrFreePress.com.  Have you ever viewed 
Lynx at the Free Press web site? 
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Yes............................................................................................................................................. 6.5% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 93.5% 

Question 33 

If you answered yes to the previous question, please continue here.  If you answered no, please skip to 
question 35.  On a one-to-ten scale where one is least and ten is most, how useful did you find Lynx?  
 
Mean............................................................................................................................................. 8.2 
Median .......................................................................................................................................... 8.5 
Mode.............................................................................................................................................. 10 

Question 34 

On the same scale, how easy to use did you find Lynx? 
 
Mean............................................................................................................................................. 8.7 
Median ............................................................................................................................................. 9 
Mode.............................................................................................................................................. 10 

Question 35 

If you would like your or some other organization listed on Lynx, please provide the name, web address 
and brief description of the organization in the box below. 
 
The 15 organizations requesting to be listed on Lynx have now been listed, nearly doubling the number 
of Underground Railroad organizations available through Lynx. 

Question 36 

Also based on 2007 survey-takers' recommendations, Free Press inaugurated Datebook, a free compre-
hensive international calendar of events of today's Underground Railroad organizations. Datebook also 
operates at the Free Press web site at urrFreePress.com.  Have you ever viewed Datebook at the Free 
Press web site? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 11.5% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 88.5% 

Question 37 

If you answered yes to the previous question, please continue here.  If you answered no, please skip to 
question 39. 
 
On a one-to-ten scale where one is least and ten is most, how useful did you find Datebook?  
 
Mean............................................................................................................................................. 7.8 
Median ............................................................................................................................................. 8 
Mode................................................................................................................................................ 8 

Question 38 

On the same scale, how easy to use did you find Datebook? 
 

Mean............................................................................................................................................. 8.4 
Median .......................................................................................................................................... 8.5 
Mode.............................................................................................................................................. 10 
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Question 39 

If you would like your or some other organization's upcoming event listed at Datebook, please provide 
the name of the sponsoring organization, the event description, venue, dates and contact email address 
in the box below. 
 
The eleven events submitted by respondents were calendared at Datebook. 

Question 40 

In January of this year, Free Press announced that it will award annual prizes for leadership, preservation 
and advancement of knowledge to deserving individuals and organizations in the contemporary interna-
tional Underground Railroad community. If you would like to submit a nomination for one of the prizes, 
please visit the Free Press web site at urrFReePress.com to download a nomination form and instructions.  
Were you aware of the prizes before taking this survey? 
 
Yes........................................................................................................................................... 26.1% 
No............................................................................................................................................ 73.9% 
 
Note:  The 2008 Underground Railroad Free Press Prizes for leadership, preservation and advancement of 
knowledge in the contemporary Underground Railroad will be announced in the September 15, 2008, is-
sue of Free Press. 

Question 41 

Where one is least and ten is most, please provide an overall rating of the usefulness to the Underground 
Railroad community of Underground Railroad Free Press programs such as Lynx, Datebook and the an-
nual Free Press Prizes. 
 
Mean............................................................................................................................................. 7.3 
Median ............................................................................................................................................. 8 
Mode.............................................................................................................................................. 10 

Question 42 
What features below would you most like to see in Underground Railroad Free Press's reporting?  You 
may check as many as five. 
 
Historical articles ........................................................................................................................11.9% 
Notice of major upcoming Underground Railroad events ................................................................ 9.8% 
Reporting on contemporary issues or controversies of the Underground Railroad ............................. 8.0% 
Reporting on education on the Underground Railroad .................................................................... 8.0% 
Book reviews .............................................................................................................................. 7.6% 
Reporting on individual Underground Railroad safe-houses or routes............................................... 7.3% 
Reporting on protection of Underground Railroad sites................................................................... 7.3% 
Link to Lynx, Free Press's list of other Underground Railroad organizations...................................... 5.2% 
Reporting on threats to Underground Railroad sites ....................................................................... 5.2% 
Reporting on financing of Underground Railroad programs ............................................................. 5.0% 
Reporting on major Underground Railroad organizations ................................................................ 5.0% 
Link to Datebook, Free Press's calendar of events of other Underground Railroad organizations ........ 4.6% 
Reporting on contemporary plays, art, music and entertainment of the Underground Railroad .......... 4.0% 
Reporting on contemporary political and legal matters regarding the Underground Railroad.............. 3.1% 
Editorials .................................................................................................................................... 2.5% 
International articles.................................................................................................................... 2.3% 
Letters to the editor..................................................................................................................... 2.3% 
Reporting on executive changes at major contemporary Underground Railroad organizations ........... 1.1% 
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This distribution of content preferences is very similar to that from the 2007 survey. 

Question 43 

Where one is worst and ten is best, please provide a rating of the overall relevance of topics reported on 
in Underground Railroad Free Press. 
 
Mean............................................................................................................................................. 7.7 
Median ............................................................................................................................................. 8 
Mode.............................................................................................................................................. 10 
 

Question 44 

Where one is worst and ten is best, please provide a rating of how well topics are reported on in Under-
ground Railroad Free Press. 
 
Mean............................................................................................................................................. 7.5 
Median ............................................................................................................................................. 8 
Mode.............................................................................................................................................. 10  

Question 45 

Where one is worst and ten is best, please provide an overall rating of Underground Railroad Free Press 
as a news publication. 

 Mean Median Mode 
2008 7.8 8 10 
2007 7.1 8 8 

Question 46 

In the box below, please briefly describe what you feel is your best single suggestion for improving either 
the reporting and content of Underground Railroad Free Press or Free Press programs.  Briefer responses 
to open-ended questions such as this are easier to analyze so brevity is encouraged.  Thank you. 

How We Acted On Suggestions From the 2007 Survey 

This is the second year we have asked this question.  The three most frequent suggestions from last 
year's survey and how we addressed them were as follows. 

Broaden Circulation: Publicize Free Press to Make It Available to More Readers 
Our subscriber list expanded by nearly 70 percent since the last survey and circulation by some unknown 
amount greater than 70 percent.  We appealed to readers and the major Underground Railroad organiza-
tions to make their colleagues, family members, friends, elected officials and others aware of Free Press 
and in several issues we requested that readers provide us with email addresses of those they would like 
to receive Free Press or tell their acquaintances.  This appeal was quite successful judging by growth in 
the number of subscribers. 

Involve Readers 
We used the results from last year's survey to write articles on topics which the Underground Railroad 
community said it was most interested in reading.  We also sharpened our appeal to readers to submit 
articles and letters to the editor and printed several of these. 

Provide Links to Other Organizations 
Beginning with the July, 2007, issue, each issue of Free Press included a link to a page on our web site 
with direct links to other Underground Railroad organizations large and small.  This became Lynx which, 
as far as we know, is now the largest listing of Underground Railroad and allied organizations. 
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Suggestions From the 2008 Survey 

There were many fewer suggestions to this question in the 2008 survey, we like to think because of good 
execution on last year's suggestions.  This year's suggestions centered on the following two kinds. 

Publicizing Free Press to Make It Available to a Wider Audience 
Readers' suggestions on this topic are well taken.  We are aware of the need to do this and are planning 
ways to make it happen.  Bringing Free Press to a wider audience and to particular audiences is our top 
goal for the coming year. 

Suggestions for Specific Content 
The second most frequent suggestion was for articles on a variety of specific topics.  We continue to lis-
ten to our readers' preferences and tailor Free Press content accordingly. 

Question 47 

If there are officials, colleagues, family members, friends or other persons who you would like to receive 
Underground Railroad Free Press, please type their email addresses in the box below and we will be sure 
that they begin receiving Underground Railroad Free Press with the next issue. 
 
The many email addresses provided have been added to the Underground Railroad Free Press subscrip-
tion list.  We are grateful to survey participants for providing these and helping Free Press to reach a 
broader audience. 
 

    Conclusions On Underground Railroad Free Press 
Mean ratings of Free Press, its reporting and its Lynx, Datebook and Free 
Press Prize programs ranged from 7.3 to 8.7 on the one-to-ten scale, 
and all but one of the modal scores for these same questions was a full 
10.  Free Press is vary gratified by these ratings.  Use of Datebook and 
particularly of Lynx is surprisingly low, perhaps because of their recent 
introduction and the need for better publicizing these services. Survey 
respondents' readership remained constant over the past year and their 
preferences for content in Underground Railroad Free Press have re-
mained the same, with historical articles leading the list.  Free Press will 
have as its main 2008-2009 goal organized publicity to broaden its reach 
and audience. 

 

Panel E- Underground Railroad Community Demographics 
Question 48 

The following demographic questions are important in being able to analyze how the knowledge, atti-
tudes and practices of different groups of respondents might vary on issues regarding the Underground 
Railroad.  Again, you are taking this survey anonymously.  In which of the following categories is your 
age? 
 

 Mean Median Mode 
2008 52.2 years 58.2 years Fifties 
2007 48.3 years 55.4 years Sixties 

Question 49 

Which is your gender? 
 Female Male 
2008 59.6% 60.0% 
2007 40.4% 40.0% 
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Question 50 

Please indicate which one of the following types of Underground Railroad involvement best describes 
your involvement.  If you are involved in more than one way, please select which you feel is your primary 
type of involvement. 
 
1. Descendant of an Underground Railroad freedom seeker, conductor or safe-house operator 8.0% 
2. Elected public official 0.0% 
3. Staff of elected public official 0.0% 
4. Public-sector Underground Railroad program operator, employee or volunteer  5.7% 
5. Federal government employee but not 2, 3 or 4 above 3.4% 
6. State or local government employee but not 2, 3 or 4 above  11.4% 
7. Underground Railroad site owner or site operator 10.2% 
8. Private-sector program operator, employee or volunteer including nonprofits but not 7 above 11.4% 
9. Donor to one or more Underground Railroad programs or employee or volunteer of donor  1.1% 
10. University or college faculty 10.2% 
11. Grade school, middle school or high school faculty  1.1% 
12. Writer  8.0% 
13. Researcher 15.9% 
14. None of the above but interested in the Underground Railroad 13.6% 
15. None of the above 5.7% 
 
This distribution of types of Underground Railroad involvement is very similar to that from the 2007 survey.  

Question 51 
Which one of the following occupational title levels best describes your primary position in employment 
whether or not your employment involves the Underground Railroad?  If you are retired, please select the 
title which best describes the highest position which you occupied before retiring. 
 
CEO/Chairman/Member of board of directors/Administrator/Executive Director/General Manager 18.4% 
COO/President5/Vice President/Deputy Administrator/Associate or Assistant General Manager 3.4% 
CFO/Controller/Treasurer [but not board director]/Staff-level director [but not board director] 1.1% 
Full Professor 5.7% 
Associate or Assistant Director/Associate or Assistant Professor 13.8% 
Manager 11.5% 
Analyst/Accountant/Professional/Staff officer [but not corporate officer] 16.1% 
Supervisor/Coordinator 23.0% 
Clerical staff 5.7% 
Student 1.1% 
 
This distribution is very similar to last year's and indicates a good mix of title levels among readers and in 
the international Underground Railroad community with a particularly good representation of chief execu-
tive officers. 

Question 52 

Which of the following is your highest level of educational attainment? 
 

 2008 2007 
Less than high school 1.1% 0.0% 
High school degree 5.4% 5.8% 
Some college 15.2% 9.6% 

                                                
5 Unless CEO 
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Bachelor's degree 9.8% 10.6% 
Some graduate school 10.9% 8.9% 
Master's degree 39.1% 51.9% 
Doctorate 12.0% 9.6% 
Post-graduate program 6.5% 3.9% 

 
 Mean Median Mode 

2008 Some graduate school Master's degree Master's degree 
2007 Master's degree Master's degree Master's degree 

Question 53 

In the box below, please type the Postal Service's two-letter abbreviation of the name of the state in 
which you work, for example, RI for Rhode Island.  For respondents working outside the United States, 
please indicate your country of work.  For retired respondents, please indicate your state or country of 
primary residence. 

 2008 2007 
United States respondents 96.6% 99.0%  
Canadian respondents 3.4% 1.0%  
Respondents from other countries 0.0% 0.0% 

 
The distribution of respondents within the United States is: 

 2008 2007 
Mid-Atlantic 31.5% 40.4% 
Northeast 46.1% 26.9% 
Midwest 9.0% 8.7% 
South 7.9% 19.2% 
West 2.2% 4.8% 

 
    Conclusions 
Demographics of the international Underground Railroad community 
have not changed in the past year. The most typical member remains a 
mid-level East Coast female in her fifties with a master's degree.  As 
noted last year, Free Press needs more younger readers. The two sur-
veys show the Underground Railroad community having the same need. 
 

Multivariate Analysis 

What characterizes respondents who had never read Underground Railroad Free Press? 

Less affinity to the Underground Railroad.  Responses to the following survey questions were exam-
ined for readers and nonreaders of Underground Railroad Free Press, as self-identified in the 2008 sur-
vey, to spot differences in respondents' knowledge, attitudes and practices which might explain what 
characterizes nonreaders.  The six attributes highlighted in blue below were statistically different between 
readers and nonreaders.  In summary, nonreaders have less Underground Railroad knowledge, involve-
ment and familiarity, tend to be employed in research occupations as opposed to operational occupa-
tions, and are not as senior in their positions as are readers. 

Conclusion 
What is at work in this case is that those less involved with the Underground Railroad less often read Un-
derground Railroad Free Press even though they are subscribers.  Lower involvement is indicated by hav-
ing visited Underground Railroad sites less than half as often as readers, one-fifth the likelihood of having 
used the MapMuse map and far lower familiarity with the Underground Railroad of today.  Despite having 
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been involved with the Underground Railroad as long as readers have, nonreaders have a lower interest 
and involvement.  Nonreaders also tend to be in research-oriented as opposed to operations-oriented 
work, and to be in lower positions than readers despite the two groups having the same mean age. 

Question Topic Readers Nonreaders 
1 Underground Railroad knowledge rating 7.2 6.2 
3 Ever visited Underground Railroad site 82% 39% 
4 Mean years involved in Underground Railroad 12 years 13 years 
5 Descendant of an Underground Railroad figure 38% 38% 

6-12 Modern organization familiarity rating 4.4 2.7 
13-19 Modern organization importance rating 6.3 6.9 

23 Ever used MapMuse map 36% 7% 
25 Site owner, operator or employee 39% 36% 
48 Mean age 52 52 
50 Modal Underground Railroad role Donor, operator Faculty, writers 
51 Modal title level Analyst, CEO Associate, supervisor 
52 Modal educational attainment Masters Masters + 

Who is using Datebook and Lynx? 

Those with higher interest and involvement with the Underground Railroad. In an analysis 
similar to that above, responses to the same survey questions were examined for users and nonusers of 
Underground Railroad Free Press's Lynx and Datebook programs to spot differences in respondents' 
knowledge, attitudes and practices which might explain what characterizes nonusers.  The four attributes 
highlighted in blue below were statistically different between users and nonusers.  In summary, nonusers 
are less knowledgeable of the Underground Railroad, less familiar with today's Underground Railroad or-
ganizations and less likely to be involved with an Underground Railroad site. 

Conclusion 
The findings here are consistent with those above on Free Press readership: lower use is associated with 
lower Underground Railroad involvement. 

Question Topic Users Nonusers 
1 Underground Railroad knowledge rating 8.3 6.8 
3 Ever visited Underground Railroad site 88.9% 76.3% 
4 Mean years involved in Underground Railroad 14 13 
5 Descendant of Underground Railroad figure 38% 42% 

6-12 Modern organization familiarity rating 6.0 3.8 
13-19 Modern organization importance rating 6.1 6.5 

23 Ever used MapMuse map 60% 26% 
25 Site owner, operator or employee 60% 38% 
48 Mean age 55 52 
50 Modal Underground Railroad role Mixed Operator, donor, faculty 
51 Modal title level Supervisor, CEO Supervisor, CEO 
52 Modal educational attainment Masters Some graduate school 

Who are those with the longest involvement with Underground Railroad matters? 

Descendants of Underground Railroad figures.  In a similar analysis, responses to the same survey 
questions were examined for those with 20 or more years of experience with the contemporary Under-
ground Railroad versus those with fewer than 20 years of experience to spot differences in respondents' 
knowledge, attitudes and practices which might explain what characterizes those with longer versus 
briefer involvement. The three attributes highlighted in blue below were statistically different between 
those with longer versus those with briefer involvement.  In summary, those with longer involvement 
have more Underground Railroad knowledge, are all descendants of Underground Railroad figures and 
have visited at least one Underground Railroad site. 
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Conclusion 
What is at work here is that those who grew up with the Underground Railroad by virtue of being a de-
scendant naturally have longer involvement, higher knowledge and more site contact. 

Question Topic 20+ Years 0-20 Years 
1 Knowledge 7.9 6.8 
3 Visits 100% 76% 
4 Mean years involved in Underground Railroad 20+ 0-20 
5 Descendant 100% 42% 

6-12 Familiarity 4.3 3.8 
13-19 Importance 5.3 6.5 

23 Map use 22% 26% 
25 Owner/operator 44% 38% 
48 Mean age 60 52 
50 Modal type of involvement Varied Operator, donor 
51 Title level Associate, CEO Supervisor, CEO 
52 Education Some graduate school Some graduate school 

 

Conclusions 
Readers of Underground Railroad Free Press and users of the Free Press 
Lynx and Datebook programs tend to be those who are otherwise also 
more involved in Underground Railroad matters.  Those involved over 
the longest periods with the Underground Railroad are, naturally, Under-
ground Railroad descendants.  None of these findings is a surprise but 
they are useful nevertheless. 

 
 
 



 2008 UNDERGROUND RAILROAD SURVEY Page 25 

U N D E R G R O U N D  R A I L R O A D  F R E E  P R E S S  

Appendix One 
Reduction of Sampling Error Through the Sampling Fraction 

 
Let n equal a sample size and N equal the size of the population from which the sample is drawn.  When 
the sampling fraction, n/N, is more than five percent, random sampling error begins to be appreciably re-
duced and therefore a smaller sample size to insure no more than a given percentage error, e, becomes 
possible.  Then, the Finite Population Multiplier, FPM, reduces the standard error of a sampling statistic 
such as a mean or proportion as follows: 
 

FPM = 

€ 

N − n
N −1

 

 
Error reduction = 1 - FPM 

 
For example, a survey of 105 of 1655 property owners in a community for an agency of a state govern-
ment involved the following population and sample sizes.  In this case, random error from sampling was 
reduced as follows: 
  
• n = 105 
• N = 1655  
• n/N = .063 
 
Thus, 6.3 percent of the population was sampled.  While it is possible that the sample included more than 
one response from the same parcel, we still have 105 responses from 1655 parcels.  
 
Then, using the formula above, the finite population multiplier, FPM = .968 and error is reduced by the 
complement of this, or 3.2 percent, not a very significant amount. 
 
In another example, exactly half of the Fortune 500 companies responded to a survey.  In this case, 
 
• n = 250 
• N = 500 
• n/N = .500 
 
and the finite population multiplier is .707 leading to a 29.3 percent reduction in random error from sam-
pling, an appreciable amount. 
 
In the case of the 2007 Underground Railroad Survey, we have: 
 
• n = 111 
• N = 863 
• n/N = .129 
 
and the finite population multiplier is .934 leading to a 6.6 percent reduction in random error from sam-
pling, an appreciable amount. 
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Appendix Two 
Survey Welcome and Thank You 

Part I-  Welcome 

Thank you for taking your time to complete the 2008 Underground Railroad Free Press Survey which you 
are taking anonymously and should require only about five to ten minutes of your time. Your input will be 
of great value to the international Underground Railroad community to which survey results will be pro-
vided by Underground Railroad Free Press which sponsors these annual surveys. Your input will also help 
Free Press in shaping its future content and programs. You will be privy to full survey results when they 
are posted on our web site in June. Thank you again. We are grateful to Free Press subscribers who sug-
gested several useful questions which appear in the 2008 survey. 

Part II- The Survey 

Part II consisted of the survey's questions shown in section IV of this report. 

Part III- Thank You 

Thank you very much for taking your time to complete this survey.  Results will be summarized in the 
July, 2008, issue of Underground Railroad Free Press, shown in downloadable detail on our web site and 
provided to major Underground Railroad organizations and others for their use.  Survey results will also 
be used to improve Underground Railroad Free Press and align its content and programs with sugges-
tions offered by survey respondents.  
 
 
 



 2008 UNDERGROUND RAILROAD SURVEY Page 27 

U N D E R G R O U N D  R A I L R O A D  F R E E  P R E S S  

Appendix Three-  Site Listings and Wellman Scale Ratings From Questions 20 and 21 

Note that several sites were offered by more than one survey respondent. 
 

Location of Underground Railroad Site 

Wellman 
Scale 
Rating Type of Site 

A cave in Ripon, Wisconsin.  For more, see The Ripon Journal Sentinel, July 23, 
2001, and The Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, July 24, 2001. 2 Safe-house 

A church in downtown Brooklyn, New York 3 Safe-house 

A home on Rolling Road approximately a half block from Liberty Road in Balti-
more, Maryland. The owners are white and their last names are Siefert, I be-
lieve. It has been declared a historic site. 4 Safe-house 

A Keeseville, New York, farm 4 Safe-house 

Abolitionist Place, Brooklyn, New York 5 Safe-house 

Bertie Hall 1 Safe-house 

Bethel Church, Port Ontario (Selkirk) Town of Richland, Oswego County, New 
York, 13142.  Organized and built as a non-denominational church in 1848/49 
by a wide regional group of people, many known to have been active abolition-
ists, especially the Bragdon Family of Selkirk, involved as station on the Under-
ground Railroad.  "A hotbed of Abolitionists!" was one comment about Bethel 
Church. 5 Safe-house 

Cooling Springs Farm, Maryland 4 Safe-house 

Cooling Springs Farm, Maryland6 5 Safe-house 

Cooling Springs Farm, Maryland 5 Safe-house 

Elmira, New York, is important.  John W. Jones was a freedom seeker from Vir-
ginia who settled in Elmira.  He helped over 800 other freedom seekers escape 
to Canada.  He also buried almost 3,000 Confederate soldiers who died at the 
Elmira Prison Camp.  He kept personal records of each death on his own and 
the records were turned over to the U.S. government.  As a result of his work, 
we have a national cemetery here in Elmira.  Another abolitionist in Elmira was 
Jervis Langdon, Mark Twain's father-in-law. 5 Safe-house 

Emmart United Methodist Church,  corner of Rolling and Dogwood Roads,  Bal-
timore, Maryland, 21244  Safe-house 

Emmart-Piepont Safehouse, 3537 Rolling Road,  Rockdale, Maryland, 21244 in 
western Baltimore County, Maryland.  Owners are Mr. Jeffrey and Mrs. Shirley 
Supik.    5 Safe-house 

Emmart-Pierpont House  4 Safe-house 

Emmart-Pierpont House, Rolling Road at Liberty Road in Randallstown, Mary-
land.  This house is in the process of being renovated in such a manner that 
people will be able to see what the house looked like to run-away slaves, with 
its special brick used for identification at night.  A state grant was received by 
the Friends of the Cherry Hill AUMP, Inc., to make the renovation. 5 Safe-house 

                                                
6 This site is rated by its owners as a 4 on the Wellman Scale. 
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Frances Hitchens House, Summit Street, Lockport, New York 3 Safe-house 

Frederick Douglass Landing, New York City  5 Safe-house 

Friends Meeting House re: Thomas Garrett  Wilmington, DE 19801  5 Safe-house 

Gammon House, Springfield, Ohio.  Undergoing restoration by the Gammon 
House Restoration Committee. Sorely in need of additional funding. Built ca 
1850-51 by George Gammon as family home. Frequently used as a safe-house 
for escaping fugitive slaves. 5 Safe-house 

Gum Springs, Virginia.  Founded by West Ford, the foreman of slaves at George 
Washington's Mount Vernon Plantation in 1833. Three miles north of Mount 
Vernon and four miles south of Old Town, Alexandria, Virginia.   4 Safe-house 

Home of C. P. Johnson, corner of Route 38 and Glen Rd., Berkshire, New York. 
Article on this site can be at the Newark Valley Historical Society website: 
www.nvhistory.org   

Home of Hammon Pinney, 351 Main St., Owego, New York.  Article on this site 
can be at the Newark Valley Historical Society website: www.nvhistory.org 5 Safe-house 

John Jay Homestead, Katonah, New York. Multigenerational involvement in abo-
lition movement, and Underground Railroad. Documentary evidence. 5 Safe-house 

John W. Jones Museum.  The Museum is not a safe house, but the former home 
of an Underground Railroad station master.  When renovation of the house is 
complete in about two years, it will be a museum about New York southern tier 
Underground Railroad activity. 5 Museum 

McKim Center, 1120 East Baltimore Street, Baltimore, Maryland 4 Safe-house 

Montrose, Pennsylvania  Safe-house 

Our grant-funded study and survey of people, sites and events associated with 
anti-slavery, abolitionism, Underground Railroad and African-American life for 
the period 1820 to 1880 in Wayne County, New York, has revealed about 200 
sites involved in the Freedom Movement. A full survey report will be published 
in about six months. You may request a copy of the report. 1-5 Safe-house 

Parkhurst Manor, home of conductor and safe-house operator, Jabez Parkhurst, 
54 Covington Street, Fort Covington, New York, 12937 (518)-358-2012 5 Safe-house 

Pass over the Bull Creek bridge into Pleasants County West Virginia and it is the 
first house on the right on Route 2. House is in terrible condition and cattle are 
around it. 2 Safe-house 

Rockville, Maryland 5 Safe-house 

Routes in Canada should be mapped, extending north to Owen Sound Ontario. 
The destination of the Underground Railroad was, in many cases, in Eastern 
Canada. 5 Safe-house 

Safe-Houses in Lower and Upper Canada 5 Safe-house 

Spring Bank, Virginia.  Eighty-eight acres were purchased by Charles Henry 
Quander, who had been held in slavery 2-4 years after the Emancipation Proc-
lamation.   The Quander family, dating back at least to 1684, are the oldest 
documented African-American family in America.  Spring Bank, Virginia, is two 
miles south of Old Town, Alexandria, Virginia.  Safe-house 

Star Hill Museum, Auburn, New York  Museum 



 2008 UNDERGROUND RAILROAD SURVEY Page 29 

U N D E R G R O U N D  R A I L R O A D  F R E E  P R E S S  

Stephen and Harriet Myers Residence, 194 Livingston Avenue, Albany, New 
York. They sheltered freedom seekers at their home.  Stephen and Harriet 
Myers were major figures in the Underground Railroad. Myers was a key leader 
in the Underground Railroad and his home was a hub of sorts for the region.  
He published an anti-slavery newspaper and was the head of the local Vigilance 
Committee.  5 Safe-house 

The Indian Museum on Route 209 in Marshall's Creek, Pennsylvania has a 
commemorative sign stating that it was a station on the Underground Railroad. 5 Safe-house 

The Matilda Joslyn Gage Home Underground Railroad safe-house site, 210 East 
Genesee Street, Fayetteville, New York.  Recognized by the Network to Free-
dom and Heritage New York.   See matildajoslyngage.org for documentation. 
The Gage Home is undergoing restoration and will reopen in 2010. 4 Safe-house 

The Pettit Home in Fredonia, New York.  Eber Pettit helped slaves escape and 
wrote articles for the local 19th century newspaper The Censor which were pub-
lished as the book Sketches of the Underground Railroad an excellent source on 
this topic and very interesting to read. 5 Safe-house 

The Potomac River 5 Route 

The Warrant Homestead, 1956 West Henrietta Road in the town of Brighton in 
Monroe County, New York 4 Safe-house 

There are several Underground Railroad safe houses in Washington County, 
Ohio.  See this site: http://henryburke1010.tripod.com. 5 Safe-house 

There is a safe-house in Baltimore Maryland at the corner of Liberty and Rolling 
Roads.  You cannot go in because it's contaminated. 5 Safe-house 

Tunnels under Emmanuel Episcopal Church, Cumberland, Maryland 4 Safe-house 

Webster, New York is on the shore of Lake Ontario.  Reverend McMath is men-
tioned in our history as a person who participated in the Underground Railroad 
as a safe-house operator.  The Museum and Historical Society in Webster is be-
ginning to research this. 2 Safe-house 

 
 
 


