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A Note on the Cover Illustration 

The photograph on the cover of this report is of a genuine Underground Railroad hideaway at 
Dobbin House in Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, and is the most authentically depicted Underground 
Railroad hiding place we are aware of.  
The tableau of wax figures shown is in the 
actual place where freedom seekers were 
hidden in a secret crawl space between 
the home’s first and second stories. 

Reverend Alexander Dobbin who built the 
Dobbin House was an early frontier pioneer 
who helped settle and civilize the area.  
Born in Ireland in 1742, he played a major 
role in the founding of Gettysburg.  In 1774, 
Dobbin purchased 300 acres of land in and 
around what is now the town of Gettysburg 
and built Dobbin House for use as his fam-
ily’s dwelling and as a classical school, today's equivalent of a combined theological seminary 
and liberal arts college, the first of its kind in America west of Pennsylvania’s Susquehanna River. 

According to a letter written by the later property owner who acted as the safe-house operator 
and to the oral tradition since passed down from property owner to property owner, at some 
time in the1800s Dobbin House began serving as an Underground Railroad safe-house.  This puts 
Dobbin House among the four percent of Underground Railroad sites nationwide to be conclu-
sively documented, the other 96 percent relying on oral tradition.  Dobbin House and its Under-
ground Railroad hideaway have been featured in National Geographic, are listed on Map-
Muse.com’s national Underground Railroad map, and are on the National Register of Historic 
Places. 

After the battle of Gettysburg and the armies had marched off, Dobbin House served as a hos-
pital for wounded soldiers of both North and South.  Dobbin House is located within close sight of 
the spot where Abraham Lincoln delivered his Gettysburg Address.   

Dobbin House is owned today by Rick Beamer who has painstakingly restored the entire building 
shown here.  Today, the historic house appears virtually the same as it did over 200 years ago. Its 
native stone walls, seven fireplaces and hand-carved woodwork have been carefully restored 
to their original beauty and character, with the home’s traditional eighteenth century interior 
décor throughout.  Many of the home's antique furnishings are identical to those listed in the in-
ventory of Rev. Dobbin's estate. The china and flatware exactly match fragments which were 
unearthed during the excavation of the cellar.  

Today, Dobbin House operates as a much acclaimed inn, restaurant and gift shop.  For more in-
formation or to make reservations, visit DobbinHouse.com. 
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I.  Summary of Survey Results 

Underground Railroad Free Press's 2009 Underground Railroad Survey of the International Under-
ground Railroad Community is the third annual survey administered to a wide cross-section of 
the international Underground Railroad community, the first being Free Press's 2007 survey.  Free 
Press is pleased to have commissioned these surveys and to provide their results at no cost to all 
interested parties.  Bound copies of the 2009 survey report have been provided to the chief ex-
ecutive officers and senior staff of major Underground Railroad organizations.  Readers of this 
report are welcome to download and distribute it as they like from the Free Press web site at 
urrFreePress.com.  We hope you find the survey and report of good use in your Underground 
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 301.874.0235 or publisher@urrFreePress.com. 

Following is a summary of the findings from the 2009 Underground Railroad Survey.  Full results are 
presented in section IV of this report.   

The Underground Railroad Community's Knowledge and Status 

Respondents’ ratings of their overall Underground Railroad knowledge has remained stable for 
three years at above average but not high.  Sources of Underground Railroad knowledge re-
main as in previous years with books, the internet and Underground Railroad Free Press as the 
most frequent sources.  Underground Railroad Free Press continues to be the top Underground 
Railroad news source.  The proportion of survey respondents having ever visited Underground 
Railroad sites is growing about five percent per year. 

The Underground Railroad Community's Site Knowledge, Opinions and Operations 

Apparent drops in application of the Wellman Scale to rate Underground Railroad sites, visits to 
MapMuse and listing sites there are due only to differences in the samples of respondents be-
tween 2008 and 2009. 

Current Environment of the Underground Railroad Community 

Three of every five respondents are directly involved with an Underground Railroad program, 
about evenly split between the private and public sectors.  A majority of programs operate on 
annual budgets of under $10,000 with a third having no revenues.  Only one in ten has an an-
nual budget exceeding $250,000.  Two-thirds of all Underground Railroad program revenues are 
contributed income.  The recession has taken a heavy toll on Underground Railroad organiza-
tions with only half as many experiencing growth as before the recession and three times as 
many now contracting.  On a brighter note, better than nine-tenths respondents want Under-
ground Railroad sites listed as World Heritage sites, and three-quarters of Underground Railroad 
organizations are trying to involve younger people, though not often through staff recruitment. 

Underground Railroad Free Press 

Readership of Underground Railroad Free Press continues to expand, though its Lynx registry and 
Datebook calendar are slow to gain wide use despite their high ratings.  Awareness of the an-
nual Free Press Prizes is much higher.  Subscribers’ content preferences remain the same with his-
torical articles the clear favorite.  Topic relevance, quality of reporting and Free Press’s overall 
rating are high to very high.   

Contemporary Underground Railroad Institutions 

From 2008 to 2009, there were significant shifts in both the familiarity and importance of Under-
ground Railroad organizations in respondents’ evaluations.  Perhaps most notable is the emer-
gence of the Smithsonian Institution’s National Museum of African-American History and Culture, 
a federal government program, which will not even open until 2015.  Also notable is that overall 
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familiarity and importance rose.  The National Park Service’s Network to Freedom continues to 
top both lists and its fundraising arm, the Friends of the Network to Freedom Association, rose sig-
nificantly.  The two federal government programs are ranked virtually equally as most important.  
Underground Railroad Free Press continues to rank high in both familiarity and importance. 

Underground Railroad Community Demographics 

Survey respondent demographics have remained much the same since 2007 when the Free 
Press surveys began, the most typical respondent being a well-educated female manager or re-
searcher in her fifties working for an east-coast private-sector entity. 

Other Questions Answered 

Private-sector Underground Railroad organizations are being hit harder by the recession than 
public-sector organizations which have marginally higher funding and, counter-intuitively, more 
from contributed income. Outlook and level of involvement distinguish public-sector versus pri-
vate-sector Underground Railroad organizations with the latter far more often using site rating 
and listing tools, and involving younger people. Those with more Underground Railroad involve-
ment are more likely to favor inclusion of Underground Railroad sites on the World Heritage List. 

II.  Background of the 2009 Underground Railroad Survey 

Survey Population and Sample 

Invited to participate in the 2009 Underground Railroad Survey were the more than 2,100 sub-
scribers on the Underground Railroad Free Press mailing list as of May, 2009, all of whom were 
emailed invitations to participate in the survey.  Free Press's mailing list mainly comprises a very 
broad cross-section of Underground Railroad site owners, descendants, elected officials and 
their staff, Underground Railroad program executives and employees, researchers, writers, en-
thusiasts and others.  There are perhaps 900 recipients of unknown Underground Railroad affilia-
tion who have been added to the mailing list at their or others' request since Free Press began 
publication in 2006.  We invited subscribers to ask others interested in the Underground Railroad 
to participate in the survey.  The extent to which this occurred in unknown. 

With survey invitees consisting mostly of those with a special interest in the Underground Railroad, 
the 2009 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, five-sixths of this survey's respondents have visited an Un-
derground Railroad site, a proportion bound to be far higher than for the general population. 

The invitation to participate in the 2009 Underground Railroad Survey was sent by email in early 
May, 2009, and was followed up by a notice in the May 15, 2009, issue of Underground Railroad 
Free Press.  The resulting sample numbered 131 respondents. 

Sub-Samples 

To analyze results of certain survey questions as indicated later herein, survey results were some-
times disaggregated into sub-samples.  For example, it was useful to know if opinions on several 
matters differed according to whether respondents were involved with public-sector or private-
sector Underground Railroad organizations as asked in question 15 of the survey. 

Administration of the Survey 

The survey was administered by a 45-question instrument at the web site of SurveyMonkey.com, 
Underground Railroad Free Press's online survey administration vendor, during the first three 
weeks of May, 2009.  Survey data were analyzed by proprietary survey analysis software pro-
vided by Michael Strategic Analysis and customized for this survey, and further analyzed through 
personal inspection by a well-qualified statistical analyst.  There were no difficulties encountered 
in collecting, tabulating, analyzing or reporting survey data. 
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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 are used for analysis 
yielding less error and higher confidence in results.  The 2009 sample’s 131 respondents comprise 
a large sample. 

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 sample proportion occurs for a sample proportion of fifty percent, error for other pro-
portions being less.  

Reduction of Error Through the Sampling Fraction 

When a significant fraction of a population is sampled, random error from the sampling is re-
duced.  In the extreme, when an entire population is sampled, i.e., when a census is taken, ran-
dom error is reduced to zero.  In the 2008 Underground Railroad Survey, error was reduced in this 
fashion in the amount shown below.  Please see Appendix One for a discussion of error reduc-
tion 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 ≈2,100 
Sample size: the number of responses 131 
Sampling fraction: Sample size/population size 6.2% 
Reduction of random error from the sampling fraction 3.1% 

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 131 responded is ±8.7 
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 meas-
ures 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 calcu-
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lated by adding all the points he or she has scored in a season and then dividing by the number 
of games played. 

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, 50000 is 500 which 
has two observations 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 observations. 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 2009 survey involving the full sample 
of 131 are shown as follows.   The largest possibility for error involving proportions 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 inter-
val for this proportion is: 

And the 95% confidence inter-
val for this proportion is: 

5% 0.2% to 9.8% 1.4% to 8.6% 
50% 39.1% to 60.9% 41.7% to 58.3% 

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 calculated, that is, how scattered the data were about their mean.  Most questions in the 
present survey involve proportions but some involve means from the one-to-ten Likert Scale used 
for ratings or from other measures.   

The minimum random error for any question in this survey, is from question 40 on respondents’ 
age.  The resulting mean was 53.84 ± 1.04 years or a range from 52.80 to 54.88 years.  In other 
words, we can be 95-percent certain that the true mean age of respondents is not less than 
52.80 years or higher than 54.88 years, a comfortably narrow range permitting high confidence 
in the measured mean age.  

The maximum random error for any question in this survey, is from the part of question 38 on re-
spondent familiarity with the MapMuse.com Underground Railroad map with a 95-percent con-
fidence interval of 3.04 ± 2.91 on the one-to-ten Likert Scale rating or a range from 0.13 to 5.91.  
Here, we can be 95-percent certain that the true one-to-ten scale rating is not less than 0.13 or 
higher than 5.91, a broad range which requires cautious interpretation of the mean rating here. 
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Using Means in The Survey 

Means from this survey may be used with reasonable confidence and usually taken at face 
value though with caution in some cases.  The same caveats as apply for proportions generally 
apply for means from the survey.   

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 some-
times 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 2009 Underground Railroad Survey, differences between, for example, Underground Rail-
road researchers 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 interpre-
tations. 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 n.n 
Median n 
Mode n 

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

The following interpretation of a one-to-ten Likert Scale may be used to interpret survey ratings 
using this scale.  "Average" appears twice 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 
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Comparisons of 2007 Through 2009 Survey Results 

Several questions in the 2009 survey were carried forward from the 2007 and 2008 surveys and re-
sults from the three years therefore permit year-to-year tracking and trend analysis.  In such in-
stances below, results, and in some cases explanatory charts, are presented for the three years.  

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 Un-
derground 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? 

 2009 2008 2007 
Mean 6.8 6.8 6.4 
Median 7 7 7 
Mode 7 7 7 

Question 2 

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

Source 2009 2008 2007 
Books on the Underground Railroad 24.2% 25.0% 24.4% 
Academic articles or publications on the Underground Railroad 19.7% 20.4% 20.2% 
Internet searches 17.7% 18.6% 17.6% 
Underground Railroad Free Press 14.8% 13.6% 13.0% 
Other [Respondents were asked to enter a response] 10.8% 11.4% 11.5% 
Network to Freedom Conductor newsletter 7.4% 4.7% 6.5% 
Underground Railroad Freedom Center on-line community 3.4% 4.7% 1.5% 
Menare Foundation newsletter 1.1% 4.1% 1.9% 
Georgetown College Voice of Freedom newsletter 0.9% 0.3% 0.8% 

Frequency distributions shown here are proportions of total mentions of a source.  "Other" 2009 
responses above included particular Underground Railroad collections, primary source research, 
respondents' own research into local oral traditions, and tours. 

Market Shares of Underground Railroad News Publications 

On a day-to-day basis, 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 re-
searchers, writers and university faculty.  Among the five news publications above, frequency 
distributions of their readership normalized to include just these five publications are as follows.  
Below, the index for a publication other than Underground Railroad Free Press indicates a publi-
cation's readership as a fraction of Underground Railroad Free Press readership. 

 2009 2008 2007 
 
Publication 

Market  
Share 

 
Index 

Market  
Share 

 
Index 

Market  
Share 

 
Index 

Underground Railroad Free Press  53.6% 100 55.0% 100 49.2% 100 
Network to Freedom Conductor  26.8% 50 18.9% 34 24.6% 50 
Freedom Center on-line community 12.4% 23 5.8% 11 5.7% 12 
Menare Foundation newsletter 4.1% 8 18.9% 34 7.2% 15 
Georgetown College Voice of Freedom  3.1% 6 1.4% 3 3.0% 6 



 2009 SURVEY OF THE INTERNATIONAL UNDERGROUND RAILROAD COMMUNITY Page 10 

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  

Markets shares and their changes for the three years are shown in the following chart. 

 

Question 3 

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

 2009 2008 2007 
Yes 83.5% 76.3% 73.6% 
No 16.5% 23.7% 26.4% 

Question 4 

Other than pleasure or professional reading, how long have you been actively involved with Un-
derground Railroad matters? [Answer choices were in five-year spans starting with 1-5 years.] 

 2009 2008 2007 
Mean 12.0 years 11.5 years 10.7 years 
Median 7.2 years 8.0 years 7.0 years 
Mode 1-5 years 6-10 years 1-5 years 

Question 5 

To the best of your knowledge, was a branch of your family involved in the Underground Rail-
road in any of the following ways?  Please check as many as apply. 

Freedom seeker........................................................................................................................22 respondents 
Conductor .................................................................................................................................12 respondents 
Safe-house operator ...............................................................................................................16 respondents 
Abolitionist .................................................................................................................................18 respondents 

   Summary On Underground Railroad Knowledge and Status 

Respondents’ ratings of their overall Underground Railroad knowl-
edge has remained stable for three years at above average but 
not high.  Sources of Underground Railroad knowledge remain as 
in previous years with books, the internet and Underground Rail-
road Free Press as the most frequent sources.  Underground Rail-
road Free Press continues to be the top Underground Railroad 
news source.  The proportion of survey respondents having ever 
visited Underground Railroad sites is growing about five percent 
per year. 
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Panel B- Site Knowledge, Opinions and Operations 

Question 6 

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 recogni-
tion, 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 49 Underground Railroad listings of thirty-six safe-houses, four routes, eight 
communities and one other listing.  The sites and their locations are provided in Appendix Three 
herein.  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.   

Question 7 

If you answered the question above, please continue with the present question.  Otherwise, 
please skip to question eight.  The Wellman Scale is used to rate the likelihood that a claimed site 
was part of the Underground 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 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 in ques-
tion 6 is as follows.  

Rating Count Proportion 
5 26 53.1% 
4 11 22.4% 
3 8 16.3% 
2 3 6.1% 
1 1 2.0% 

Totals 49 100.0% 

Question 8 

Other than in the question above, have you ever used the Wellman Scale to evaluate the likeli-
hood that a site was part of the Underground Railroad? 

 2009 2008 
Yes 16.9% 20.7% 
No 83.1% 79.3% 

With higher than 99-percent confidence, usage of the Wellman Scale in rating Underground 
Railroad sites by respondents has dropped since the 2008 survey when this question was first 
asked.  Since the question asks “ever”, the true universal rate could not have dropped.  The drop 
between the two surveys is therefore attributable to different respondents with different experi-
ences answering this question in the two surveys. 
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Question 9 

Have you ever visited Google's MapMuse web site for the Underground Railroad? 

 2009 2008 
Yes 16.0% 26.1% 
No 84.0% 73.9% 

The same comment as in the previous question applies here. 

Question 10 

Have you ever listed an Underground Railroad site at Google's MapMuse web site for the Under-
ground Railroad? 

 2009 2008 
Yes 2.5% 6.4% 
No 97.5% 93.6% 

The same comment as in the previous question applies here. 

   Summary On Site Knowledge, Opinions and Operations 

Apparent drops in application of the Wellman Scale to rate Un-
derground Railroad sites, in visiting MapMuse and in listing sites 
there are due to differences between the samples of respondents 
between 2008 and 2009 surveys. 

Panel C- Current Environment of the Underground Railroad Community 

Question 11 

The United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) seeks identifica-
tion, protection and preservation around the world of cultural and natural heritage sites consid-
ered to be of outstanding value to humanity. The World Heritage List currently includes 878 cul-
tural and natural World Heritage sites having such outstanding universal value.  Of these, 15 are 
in Canada and 20 in the United States but none yet is an Underground Railroad site.  Do you feel 
that well-documented Underground Railroad sites should qualify to be listed as World Heritage 
sites? 

Yes .............................................................................................................................................................91.3% 
No................................................................................................................................................................8.7% 

Question 12 

Are you directly involved with an Underground Railroad site, organization or program?  If you are 
involved as a volunteer, answer yes here. 

Yes .............................................................................................................................................................59.5% 
No .............................................................................................................................................................40.5% 

Question 13 

In which of the following ranges is your Underground Railroad organization’s or site’s current an-
nual budget?  If your organization or site has both operating expenditures and capital expendi-
tures, include both. 

No budget ...............................................................................................................................................33.9% 
Up to $10,000...........................................................................................................................................25.4% 
$10,001 to $25,000 ....................................................................................................................................6.8% 
$25,001 to $50,000 ....................................................................................................................................8.5% 
$50,001 to $100,000................................................................................................................................10.2% 
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$100,001 to $250,000................................................................................................................................5.1% 
$250,001 to $500,000................................................................................................................................0.0% 
$500,001 to $1,000,000.............................................................................................................................3.4% 
More than $1,000,000 ..............................................................................................................................6.8% 

Mean $9,434 
Median $6,060 
Mode No budget 

Question 14 

Which of the following choices is closest to your organization’s split between earned income 
from such sources as sales, admission fees, rents, classes, performances and other things for 
which you charge versus contributed income from donations, grants, gifts and the like? 

100% earned income ............................................................................................................................11.9% 
80% earned income, 20% contributed income .................................................................................2.4% 
60% earned income, 40% contributed income .................................................................................9.5% 
40% earned income, 60% contributed income ...............................................................................19.0% 
20% earned income, 80% contributed income ...............................................................................19.0% 
100% contributed income ....................................................................................................................38.1% 

Mean 69.1% contributed income 
Median 67.6% contributed income 
Mode 100% contributed income 

Question 15 

Is your organization in the public-sector (i.e., government) or the private-sector? 

Public sector............................................................................................................................................44.1% 
Private sector ..........................................................................................................................................55.9% 

Question 16 

Which of the following best describes the most recent year-to-year change in your Underground 
Railroad organization’s revenues before the economy went into recession? 

Strong growth .........................................................................................................................................12.7% 
Modest growth .......................................................................................................................................40.0% 
Neither growing nor declining.............................................................................................................38.2% 
Modest decline ........................................................................................................................................7.3% 
Steeper decline ........................................................................................................................................1.8% 

Question 17 

Which of the following best describes the change in your Underground Railroad organization’s 
revenues since the economy went into recession? 

Strong growth ...........................................................................................................................................7.4% 
Modest growth .......................................................................................................................................22.2% 
Neither growing nor declining.............................................................................................................44.4% 
Modest decline ......................................................................................................................................11.1% 
Steeper decline ......................................................................................................................................14.8% 

The shifts in growth patterns are shown in the following chart. 
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 Since Before 
Growing 29.6% 52.7% 
Declining 25.9% 9.1% 
Growth/Decline 1.14 5.79 

Question 18 

On a one-to-ten scale where one means not all and ten means severe, to what extent has the 
current economic climate adversely affected the Underground Railroad site, institution or pro-
gram with which you are most closely associated? 

Mean Median Mode 
5.0 5 5 

In this case, a rating of five as above indicates a midpoint between no adverse effects from the 
current economic climate (0) and the most severe effects (10), in other words, being definitely 
affected but not severely on the whole.  However, 29.2 percent of respondents judged the se-
verity economic effects on their organizations with ratings of seven to ten, heavy to severe de-
grees of impact. 

Question 19 

With more than three-fourths of last year’s survey respondents in their fifties or older, the Under-
ground Railroad community is graying.  Underground Railroad Free Press has editorialized on the 
need for Underground Railroad organizations to bring along younger people to insure the future 
of the Underground Railroad.  Which of the following choices describe what your organization is 
doing to involve younger people?  Check as many as are applicable. 

Ongoing programs for youth or young adults through your organization’s  
work with schools or other institutions ...............................................................................................35.2% 
Encouragement to young people but no formal programs to reach them .............................25.0% 
No specific efforts ..................................................................................................................................23.9% 
Ongoing programs for youth or young adults by your organization directly.............................21.6% 
Specific recruitment of younger people into your organization ..................................................12.5% 

Note:  Proportions sum to more than100 percent because some organizations use more than 
one of the above methods to involve younger people. 

Above, 76.1 percent of respondents are involved with Underground Railroad programs which 
make active efforts to involve younger people, but only one in eight involves recruitment into 
Underground Railroad organizations. 
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Question 20 

In a few key words, what is your site, institution or program doing to involve younger people? 

Fifty-one responses yielded the following distribution of ways of involving younger people in the 
Underground Railroad.  Nearly all of the mentions involved students, almost entirely below the 
college level. 

Ongoing or regularly scheduled programs   32.7% 
Instruction to students  26.9% 
Site tours  15.4% 
General encouragement  7.7% 
General outreach  7.7% 
Alliances with other organizations  3.8% 
Other  3.8% 
Internships  1.9% 

     Summary on the Current Underground Railroad Environment 

Three of every five respondents are directly involved with an Un-
derground Railroad program, about evenly split between private 
and public sectors. A majority of programs operate on annual 
budgets of under $10,000 with a third having no revenues.  Only 
one-tenth have annual budgets exceeding $250,000.  Two-thirds of 
all Underground Railroad program revenues are contributed in-
come.  The recession has taken a heavy toll on Underground Rail-
road organizations with only half as many experiencing growth as 
before the recession and three times as many now contracting.  
On a brighter note, better than nine-tenths of respondents want 
Underground Railroad sites listed as World Heritage sites, and 
three-quarters of Underground Railroad organizations are involving 
younger people though not often through staff recruitment. 

Panel D- Opinions on Underground Railroad Free Press 

Question 21 

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 Rail-
road Free Press? 

 2009 2008 2007 
Yes 75.8% 64.9% 64.4% 
No 24.2% 35.1% 36.6% 

Question 22 

As a result of suggestions made by members of the Underground Railroad community who par-
ticipated 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 comprehen-
sive international listing of contemporary Underground Railroad organizations intended as a cen-
tral nexus for the Underground Railroad community.  Lynx operates at the Free Press web site at 
urrFreePress.com.  Have you ever viewed Lynx at the Free Press web site? 

 2009 2008 
Yes 8.2% 6.5% 
No 91.8% 93.5% 
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Question 23 

If you answered yes to the previous question, please continue here.  If you answered no, please 
skip to question 25.  On a one-to-ten scale where one is least and ten is most, how useful did you 
find Lynx?  

 2009 2008 
Mean 8.0 8.2 
Median 9 8.5 
Mode 9 10 

Question 24 

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

 2009 2008 
Mean 8.3 8.7 
Median 10 9 
Mode 10 10 

Question 25 

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 from this question in the 2008 survey were 
listed, nearly doubling the number of Underground Railroad organizations available through Lynx 
at that time.  Another 20 have been listed from the present question in the 2009 survey.  There 
are now 61 Underground Railroad organizations in the United States and Canada listed at Lynx. 
We thank respondents who put forth new Lynx listings. 

Question 26 

Also based on 2007 survey-takers' recommendations, Free Press inaugurated Datebook, a free 
comprehensive 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? 

 2009 2008 
Yes 7.3% 11.5% 
No 92.7% 88.5% 

Question 27 

If you answered yes to the previous question, please continue here.  If you answered no, please 
skip to question 29.  On a one-to-ten scale where one is least and ten is most, how useful did you 
find Datebook?  

 2009 2008 
Mean 6.6 7.8 
Median 7 8 
Mode 10 8 
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Question 28 

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

 2009 2008 
Mean 8.0 8.4 
Median 8 8.5 
Mode 10 10 

Question 29 

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 con-
tact email address in the box below. 

The ten events submitted by respondents were calendared at Datebook.  We thank survey re-
spondents for letting the Underground Railroad community know of these events. 

Question 30 

Free Press awards annual prizes for leadership, preservation and advancement of knowledge to 
deserving individuals and organizations in the contemporary international Underground Railroad 
community, the community’s top honors. (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 Free Press prizes before taking this survey? 

Yes ................................................................................................................................................................31.5% 
No................................................................................................................................................................. 68.5% 

Note:  The 2009 Underground Railroad Free Press Prizes for leadership, preservation and ad-
vancement of knowledge in the contemporary Underground Railroad will be announced in the 
September 15, 2009, issue of Free Press. 

Question 31 

Where one is least and ten is most, please provide an overall rating of the usefulness to the Un-
derground Railroad community of Underground Railroad Free Press programs such as Lynx, 
Datebook and the annual Free Press Prizes. 

 2009 2008 
Mean 6.9 7.3 
Median 7 8 
Mode 8 10 

Question 32 

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 ........................................................................................................................................ 75.3% 
Notice of major upcoming Underground Railroad events...............................................................56.5% 
Reporting on education on the Underground Railroad.................................................................... 51.8% 
Reporting on contemporary issues or controversies of the Underground Railroad.....................49.4% 
Book reviews .............................................................................................................................................. 48.2% 
Reporting on threats to Underground Railroad sites.......................................................................... 48.2% 
Reporting on individual Underground Railroad safe-houses or routes........................................... 43.5% 
Reporting on protection of Underground Railroad sites ................................................................... 41.2% 
Reporting on major Underground Railroad organizations................................................................36.5% 
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Reporting on contemporary Underground Railroad plays, art, music and entertainment ......  31.8% 
Reporting on financing of Underground Railroad programs ...........................................................31.8% 
Link to Datebook, Free Press's calendar of events of Underground Railroad organizations ..... 28.2% 
Reporting on contemporary Underground Railroad political and legal matters ........................27.1% 
Link to Lynx, Free Press's list of other Underground Railroad organizations.................................... 25.9% 
Editorials ......................................................................................................................................................17.6% 
International articles ................................................................................................................................. 17.6% 
Letters to the editor................................................................................................................................... 15.3% 
Reporting on executive changes at major Underground Railroad organizations......................... 9.4% 

This 2009 distribution of content preferences above is very similar to preferences from the 2007 
and 2008 surveys indicating that reader preferences are stable. 

Question 33 

Where one is worst and ten is best, please provide a rating of the overall relevance of topics re-
ported on in Underground Railroad Free Press. 

 2009 2008 
Mean 7.3 7.7 
Median 8 8 
Mode 8 10 

Question 34 

Where one is worst and ten is best, please provide a rating of how well topics are reported on in 
Underground Railroad Free Press. 

 2009 2008 
Mean 7.4 7.5 
Median 8 8 
Mode 9 10 

Question 35 

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

 2009 2008 2007 
Mean 7.4 7.1 7.8 
Median 8 8 8 
Mode 8 8 10 

Question 36 

In the box below, please briefly describe what you feel is your best single suggestion for improv-
ing 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 encour-
aged.  Thank you. 

How We Will Act On Suggestions From the 2009 Survey 

Suggestions in 2009 centered on further broadening awareness and distribution of Free Press, the 
third year in a row this has been the top suggestion, and having Free Press further strengthen its 
coordinating roles in the international Underground Railroad community. 

New Initiatives In Bringing the International Underground Railroad Community Together 
At their requests and ours over the past few months, Underground Railroad Free Press is in discus-
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sions with other Underground Railroad organizations about how we should best improve Free 
Press’s coordinating services to the international Underground Railroad community.  We will be 
reporting on these initiatives as they develop. 

Broadening Awareness and Distribution of Free Press  
Free Press always welcomes new subscribers and constantly seeks to serve more readers.  The 
main way we expand our emailing list is by referrals from existing subscribers which has worked 
very well leading to large percentage increases in our subscriber base over the past three years.  
But, as this year’s survey-takers have once again pointed out, the more subscribers served, the 
better for the Underground Railroad community, and so Free Press must continue to look for new 
audiences to serve.  Of course, we are delighted to do this.  The quickest way we have been 
able to add to our subscriber list is when organizations and individuals have provided us with lists 
of prospective subscribers.  If you or your organization would like Free Press sent to a list of yours, 
please email us the email addresses of those who you would like to receive Free Press and we 
will be sure to add them and begin their subscriptions with the next issue.  [Free Press does have 
customary opt-out and discontinue options with every issue.] 

How We Acted On Suggestions From the 2008 Survey 

We more widely publicized Free Press to make it available to wider audiences which increased 
our circulation about 40 percent, and tailored Free Press content to feature articles on a wider 
variety of topics. 

How We Acted On Suggestions From the 2007 Survey 

Following survey-takers’ suggestion in 2007, we launched Lynx, began involving readers more by 
featuring articles and reviews written by them, and broadened circulation more than 70 percent 
over the following year. 

Question 37 

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 is-
sue. 

The many email addresses provided have been added to the Underground Railroad Free Press 
subscription list.  We are grateful to survey participants for providing these and helping Free Press 
to reach a broader audience. 

   Summary on Underground Railroad Free Press 

Readership of Underground Railroad Free Press continues to ex-
pand rapidly, though its Lynx central registry and Datebook central 
calendar are slow to gain wide use despite their high ratings. 
Awareness of the annual Free Press Prizes is much higher.  Sub-
scribers’ article preferences remain the same with historical articles 
the clear favorite. We are grateful for respondents’ ratings that 
topic relevance, quality of reporting and Free Press’s overall use-
fulness are high to very high.   
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Panel E- Contemporary Underground Railroad Institutions 

Question 38 

Where one is least and ten is most, how familiar would you say you are with the following mod-
ern Underground Railroad institutions?   

 Annual Mean Ratings 2008-09 
 2009 2008 2007 Change1 
National Park Service Network to Freedom  7.0 5.8 6.3  

Underground Railroad Free Press 5.8 4.7 4.4  

Friends of the Network to Freedom Association 4.4 3.3 3.4  

National Underground Railroad Freedom Center 4.3 4.7 4.5  

National Museum of African-American History and Culture2 3.7   ~ 

The Menare Foundation 3.3 3.2 2.7  

Yale University’s Gilder-Lehrman Center 3.3   ~ 

Swarthmore College’s Friends Historical Library 3.2   ~ 

Google's MapMuse Underground Railroad map  3.0 2.6 2.7  

Georgetown College Underground Railroad Institute 2.7 2.2 2.6  

   Mean Familiarity 4.1 3.8 3.8  

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

 Annual Indexes 2008-09 
 2009 2008 2007 Change 
National Park Service Network to Freedom 100 100 100  

Underground Railroad Free Press 83 81 70  

Friends of the Network to Freedom Association 63 57 54  

National Underground Railroad Freedom Center 61 81 71  

National Museum of African-American History and Culture 53   ~ 

The Menare Foundation 47 55 43  

Yale University’s Gilder-Lehrman Center 47   ~ 

Swarthmore College’s Friends Historical Library 46   ~ 

Google's MapMuse Underground Railroad map 43 45 43 ~ 

Georgetown College Underground Railroad Institute 39 38 41 ~ 

   Mean Familiarity 58 65 60  

Here, the National Park Service's Network to Freedom program remains as the most recognized 
modern Underground Railroad institution with Underground Railroad Free Press again the closest 
runner-up.  Since its 2007 launch, Friends of the Network to Freedom Association has gained in 
familiarity.  The Menare Foundation, the Underground Railroad Institute and MapMuse have all 
registered level familiarity over the three surveys.  The National Underground Railroad Freedom 
Center, tied for second in 2008 but at fourth in 2009, has inexplicably shown larger variation in 
familiarity, perhaps due to year-to-year changes in its publicity. 

Question 39 

That completes our questions on your familiarity with today's Underground Railroad organiza-
tions.  Now, please give us your ratings on the importance of these same organizations.  Where 
one is least and ten is most, how important in promoting and building awareness of contempo-
                                                        
1 The tilde ~ indicates that there was no statistically significant change in familiarity from 2008 to 2009 as in-
dicated by mean ratings. 
2 The Smithsonian Institution’s National Museum of African-American History and Culture, Yale University’s 
Gilder-Lehrman Center and Swarthmore College’s Friends Historical Library are new to the 2009 survey. 
3 This index is the sum of mean, median and mode normalized to 100 against the top-ranked index. 
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rary Underground Railroad matters would you say is each of the following Underground Railroad 
institutions?  

 Annual Mean Ratings 2008-09 
 2009 2008 2007 Change 
National Park Service Network to Freedom  8.3 7.6 8.1  

National Museum of African-American History and Culture 8.1   ~ 

Friends of the Network to Freedom Association 7.7 6.2 6.6  

Underground Railroad Free Press 7.6 7.1 6.6  

Yale University’s Gilder-Lehrman Center 7.3   ~ 

National Underground Railroad Freedom Center 7.2 7.0 6.4  

Swarthmore College’s Friends Historical Library 7.0   ~ 

Google's MapMuse Underground Railroad map  6.9 6.1 6.5  

Georgetown College Underground Railroad Institute 6.8 5.6 6.1  

The Menare Foundation 6.4 5.7 5.4  

   Mean Importance 7.3 6.5 6.5  

 

 Annual Indexes 2008-09 
 2009 2008 2007 Change 
National Park Service Network to Freedom 100 100 100 ~ 

National Museum of African-American History and Culture 98   ~ 

Friends of the Network to Freedom Association 93 82 81  

Underground Railroad Free Press 92 93 81 ~ 

Yale University’s Gilder-Lehrman Center 88   ~ 

National Underground Railroad Freedom Center 87 92 79  

Swarthmore College’s Friends Historical Library 84   ~ 

Google's MapMuse Underground Railroad map 83 80 80  

Georgetown College Underground Railroad Institute 82 74 75  

The Menare Foundation 77 75 67  

   Mean Importance 88 85 81  

  Conclusions On Contemporary Underground Railroad Institutions 

From 2008 to 2009, there were significant shifts in both the familiarity 
and importance of Underground Railroad organizations in respon-
dents’ evaluations.  Perhaps most notable is the emergence of the 
Smithsonian Institution’s National Museum of African-American His-
tory and Culture which will not even open until 2015.  Also notable is 
that overall familiarity and importance rose.  The National Park Serv-
ice’s Network to Freedom continues to top both lists and its private-
sector arm, the Friends of the Network to Freedom Association, rose 
significantly.  The two federal government programs are ranked vir-
tually equally as most important. 

Panel F- Underground Railroad Community Demographics 

Question 40 

The following demographic questions are important in being able to analyze how the knowl-
edge, attitudes 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 fol-
lowing categories is your age? 
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 2009 2008 2007 
Mean 53.8 years 52.2 years 48.3 years 
Median 59.6 years 58.2 years 55.4 years 
Mode Sixties Fifties Sixties 

Question 41 

Which is your gender? 

 2009 2008 2007 
Female 59.3% 59.6% 60.0 % 
Male 40.7% 40.4% 40.0% 

Question 42 

Please indicate which one of the following types of Underground Railroad involvement best de-
scribes 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 freedom seeker, conductor, safe-house operator or abolitionist 8.4% 
2. Elected public official 1.2% 
3. Staff of elected public official 1.2% 
4. Staff of other public official 0.0% 
5. Public-sector Underground Railroad program operator, employee or volunteer  6.0% 
6. Federal government employee but not 2, 3 or 4 above 7.2% 
7. State or local government employee but not 2, 3 or 4 above  3.6% 
8. Underground Railroad site owner or site operator 8.4% 
9. Private-sector program operator, employee or volunteer including nonprofits but not 7 above 16.9% 
10. Donor to one or more Underground Railroad programs or employee or volunteer of donor  6.0% 
11. University or college faculty 2.3% 
12. Grade school, middle school or high school faculty  2.3% 
13. Writer or researcher 17.4% 
14. None of the above but interested in the Underground Railroad 19.8% 

This distribution of types of Underground Railroad involvement is very similar to distributions from the 
2007 and 2008 surveys.  In broader categories of involvement consolidated from above, we have 
the following rather balanced distribution of the international Underground Railroad community. 

Private-sector involvement in the Underground Railroad including donors 31.3% 
General public interested in the Underground Railroad  19.8% 
Public-sector involvement in the Underground Railroad  19.2% 
Writers and researchers 17.4% 
Descendants of Underground Railroad figures 8.4% 
Educators 4.6% 

Question 43 

Which one of the following occupational title levels best describes your primary position in em-
ployment whether or not your employment involves the Underground Railroad?  If retired, please 
select the title which best describes the highest position which you occupied before retiring. 

Title 2009 2008 
CEO/Chairman/board of directors/Administrator/Executive Director/General Manager 17.8% 18.4% 
COO/President4/Vice President/ Associate or Assistant Administrator or General Manager 2.7% 3.4% 
CFO/Controller/Treasurer [not board director]/Staff-level director [but not board director] 5.5% 1.1% 

                                                        

4 Unless CEO 
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Full Professor 2.7% 5.7% 
Associate or Assistant Director/Associate or Assistant Professor 6.8% 13.8% 
Manager 21.9% 11.5% 
Analyst/Accountant/Professional/Staff officer [but not corporate officer] 17.8% 16.1% 
Supervisor/Coordinator 15.1% 23.0% 
Clerical staff 8.2% 5.7% 
Student 1.4% 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, again with a particularly good repre-
sentation of chief executive officers. 

Question 44 

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

 2009 2008 2007 
Less than high school 0.0% 1.1% 0.0% 
High school degree 3.5% 5.4% 5.8% 
Some college 14.0% 15.2% 9.6% 
Bachelor's degree 14.0% 9.8% 10.6% 
Some graduate school 17.4% 10.9% 8.9% 
Master's degree 40.7% 39.1% 51.9% 
Doctorate 9.3% 12.0% 9.6% 
Post-graduate program 1.2% 6.5% 3.9% 

 
 2009 2008 2007 
Mean Master’s Some grad. school Master’s 
Median Some grad. school Some grad. school Some grad. school 
Mode Master’s Master’s Master’s 

Question 45 

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. 

 2009 2008 2007 
United States respondents 97.5% 96.6% 99.0% 
Canadian respondents 2.5% 3.4% 1.0% 
Respondents from other countries 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

The distribution of respondents within the United States is: 

 2009 2008 2007 
Mid-Atlantic 36.7% 31.5% 40.4% 
Northeast 34.2% 46.1% 26.9% 
Midwest 19.0% 9.0% 8.7% 
South 7.6% 7.9% 19.2% 
West 2.5% 2.2% 4.8% 

 
    Conclusions On Respondent Demographics 

Survey respondent demographics have remained much the same 
since 2007 when the Free Press surveys began, the most typical re-
spondent being a well-educated female manager or researcher 
in her fifties working for an east-coast private-sector entity. 
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V. Other Questions Answered 

Are private-sector and public-sector Underground Railroad organizations being affected differ-
ently by the economy? 

Yes.  While 14.3 percent of public-sector respondents say that their organizations have experi-
enced revenue declines since the recession began, 32.3 percent of private-sector respondents 
say that their organizations have experienced declines, more than a two-to-one difference. 

What differences exist between private- and public-sector Underground Railroad organizations? 

Generally, outlook and level of involvement. First from above, we have budget insulation in fa-
vor of public-sector organizations. While the modal response for what organizations are doing to 
involve young people was “ongoing programs” for private-sector respondents, it was “nothing” 
for public-sector respondents.  As detailed under the next question, public-sector Underground 
Railroad institutions evidence considerably less involvement with site rating and listing.  

What similarities and differences exist between private- and public-sector survey respondents? 

Demographically similar but with different degrees of Underground Railroad involvement.  Re-
spondents from the two sectors in the 2009 survey show statistically indistinguishable or very simi-
lar age distributions, educational attainment and ratings of all aspects of Underground Railroad 
Free Press.  Also, the most frequent type of Underground Railroad involvement is that respon-
dents of both groups are program operators or employees of these programs.  In contrast, pri-
vate-sector organizations far more often use site rating and listing tools: use of the Wellman Scale 
site rating system had been used by 36.4 percent of private-sector respondents but only 8.7 per-
cent of public-sector respondents, a ratio of five to one.  Analogous figures for use of MapMuse 
are 21.2 and 12.0 percent, nearly two to one.  No public-sector respondent had ever listed a site 
at MapMuse.  Two-thirds of respondents who do not want Underground Railroad sites listed as 
World Heritage sites were public-sector respondents. These findings come as a surprise. 

Who doesn’t feel that Underground Railroad sites should be nominated as World Heritage sites? 

Those with less Underground Railroad involvement.  Of those who answered no to question 11 
asking if Underground Railroad sites should be nominated as World Heritage sites, only one was 
an Underground Railroad descendant, one had ever used the Wellman Scale, none had visited 
MapMuse, Lynx or Datebook, and only half had ever read Underground Railroad Free Press. 

How does funding vary by type of Underground Railroad organization? 

Somewhat by funding source but by not funding amount.  Income of public-sector organizations 
is half again higher than that of private sector organizations but both median annual incomes 
are extremely low at $8,315 and $5,620 respectively.  The contributed-versus-earned split in in-
come is 81:19 for public-sector organizations and 59:41 for private sector organizations.  The typi-
cal private sector organization is an Underground Railroad site or small unincorporated commu-
nity organization.  The typical public-sector organization is a state, county or municipal depart-
ment with an Underground Railroad unit, program or interest. 

   Conclusions From Multivariate Analysis 

Private-sector Underground Railroad organizations are being hit 
harder by the recession. Public-sector organizations have margin-
ally higher funding and, counter-intuitively, more from contributed 
income. Private-sector Underground Railroad organizations far 
more often use site rating and listing tools, and involve younger 
people. Respondents with more Underground Railroad involve-
ment are far more likely to favor inclusion of Underground Railroad 
sites on the World Heritage List. 
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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 be-
gins to be appreciably reduced and therefore a smaller sample size to insure no more than a 
given percentage error, e, becomes possible.  Then, the Finite Population Multiplier, FPM, re-
duces 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 
government 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 sampling, an appreciable amount. 

In the case of the 2009 Underground Railroad Survey, we have: 

• n = 131 

• N ≈ 2,100 

• n/N = .062 

and the finite population multiplier is .938 leading to a 3.1percent reduction in random error from 
sampling, a marginal but useful amount. 
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Appendix Two 
Survey Welcome and Thank You 

Part I-  Welcome 

Thank you for taking your time to complete the 2009 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 provided 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 the chief executive officers of several Underground Railroad organizations 
and to Free Press subscribers who suggested useful questions which appear in the 2009 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, 2009, 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 suggestions offered by survey respondents. 
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Appendix Three-  Site Listings and Wellman Scale Ratings From Questions 6 and 7 

Listings are provided verbatim as registered online by survey respondents. 

 

Site Type 
Fort Mose, FL - 18th Century sanctuary for fugitive slaves from So. Carolina  Safe-house 

Fort Gadsden, FL (aka "Negro Fort") - Sanctuary for fugitive slaves from Ala-
bama and Georgia until it was destroyed by Gen. Andrew Jackson. 

Safe-house 

The community of Blackfork/Pokepatch in Southeastern Ohio. It was one of the 
few mentions of African American participation in the UGRR in Wilbur Seibert's 
book on the UGRR in Ohio. 

Community 

Quindaro Ruins in Kansas City, Kansas Community 

Bethel AME Church, Carlisle, PA I will send more information by email. Safe-house 

The route across Delaware to Delaware City and up the river. Route 

215 Duffield Street, Brooklyn, New York City Safe-house 

Owen Lovejoy Homestead, Princeton IL.  Well documented site, open for tours Safe-house 

The Thomas and Harriett Lee-Truesdell House  Abolitionist and Safe House  227 
Duffield Street   Bklyn.,Ny 11201 

Safe-house 

Home(site home gone)of Thomas Garrett and "The Friends Meeting House" in 
Wilmington, DE 

Safe-house 

My GGG grandfather, Dr. Ellwood Harvey, was involved in the UGRR. When he 
moved to Chester, PA in 1860 he hid escaping slaves in his livery stable at 2nd 
and Penn St. These were most likely slaves escaping from Delaware which was 
4 miles away. This is documented in the book Idylls of the Old South Ward pub-
lished in 1932. There is also a Siebert file on him too. I think he may have trans-
ported escaping slaves up to Mt. Union Church which is several miles outside of 
Chester. 

Safe-house 

351 Main St., Owego, NY.  Home of Hammon Pinney, early abolitionist in Tioga 
County, NY.  Oral history, family history and newspaper accounts indicate he 
helped fugitive slaves. 

Safe-house 

Several homes in the small town of Mechanicsburg, but, unfortunately, the best 
and most active at the height of  RR activity, have been destroyed by an auto 
dealer to make room for his vehicles. Don't know if the other homes in the area 
are available for marking. 

Safe-house 

Kelsey's Landing was a commercial boat landing on the west shore of the 
Genesee River at Rochester. Canadian boats bring  grain to be ground into 
flour, sometimes returned to Canada with fugitives from slavery.  A sad, rusted 
marker located in a parking lot, is all that remains. 

Route 

Church of the Pilgrims, now Our Lady of Lebanon Maronite Catholic Church, 
Brooklyn Heights, N.Y.  Its pastor, Richard Salter Storrs, was an active member of 
the UGRR and helped escapees find refuge. 

Safe-house 

The Matilda Joslyn Gage Home, 210 East Genesee St., Fayetteville, NY.  info on 
Gage's abolitionist activity at website:www.matildajoslyngage.org, Judy Well-
man (former Board member of Gage Foundation) has identified Gage Home 

Safe-house 
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Site Type 
as a 4.5 on scale 

The problem I find with sites is that some times a "station" is a network of sites 
some of greater prominence and others of lesser prominence. Not prepared to 
describe the several locations I have in mind at this time. 

 

John and I are currently researching the Northwest Fork Hundred of Sussex 
County because of several escapes of freedom seekers and URR conductors.  
Those individuals who were escaping from their slave holders also were associ-
ated in that area. 

Community 

Location: 1. Lower Canada 2. Upper Canada 3. Maryland, U.S.A. Other 

Working with Judith Wellman on identifying safe-houses and routes in Wayne 
County, N.Y. so the Wellman Scale rating is applied through her. 

Community 

There are many, particularly at Gettysburg and surrounding area -- all docu-
mented/verified. NPS (GNMP) and superintendent has ignored the subject by 
their consistent inaction and the recent new exhibitions at the Visitor Center 
and not dealt with Gettysburg's special role -- 25 years before battle.  The 13 
Amendment (Stevens) was initiated that ended slavery.  Proof -- Wert Gettys-
burg Collection.  GNMP stress is the battle -- who marched here, shot a gun 
there, who might have done that if this happened, etc.  Sorry for being long-
winded here.  Having toured the field with Ike in the old days and many others 
(Bell Wiley, Bob Fowler, Col. Nye, etc.) the tactics are interesting but most lost 
sight of why it was fought and the turning point it truly was in American history.   

Community 

Nathaniel Dett Memorial Chapel and Norval Johnson Heritage Library, 5674 
Peer St, Niagara Falls, Canada - see www.njheritage.ca 

Safe-house 

St Catherine’s Ontario Canada UR Terminal My Great Grandfather Henry Berry 
arrived in Canada through this terminal. 

Safe-house 

Gerrit Smith Estate, Peterboro, Madison County, New York Safe-house 

Sawyer-Curtis House    Built in 1778, the Oldest Underground Railroad structure 
along the Ohio River. Served as an Underground Railroad Station from 1820-
1861. List as Historical Home with U.S. Department of Interior.  Henry Robert 
Burke, Historian  Belpre Historical Society www.belprehistory.org 

Safe-house 

Here in Dayton, Ohio, several have been destroyed and one or two will soon be 
destroyed. 

Community 

MARY MEACHUM FREEDOM CROSSING SITE.  The St. Louis region with Grace Hill 
Settlement House as the lead organization is in the midst of developing the 
Mary Meachum Underground Railroad site into a national tourist destination 
and an important source of cultural pride that can benefit North St. Louis com-
munities.  Over 300 neighborhood people and local leaders have attended 
workshops for this community-driven process. Additionally, the AmeriCorps Trail 
Rangers provided presentations to another 4000 people. The anticipated site 
design is near completion.  The 150th anniversary of the event was celebrated 
May, 2005, with 1500 people attending.   SUMMARY OF THIS 1855 UNDER-
GROUND RAILROAD EVENT IN NORTH ST. LOUIS  The site of a ‘flight to freedom’ is 
located on a Mississippi River bank in North St. Louis City, “a short distance 
above Bissell’s Ferry”, where a party of 9 enslaved African Americans launched 
a skiff in the early hours of May 21, 1855.  Their goal was freedom; their immedi-
ate destination, Illinois, the ‘free’ state across the Mississippi River. The pursuit of 

Route 
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Site Type 
freedom had been ‘conducted’ by Mary Meachum, a free woman of color 
and widow of John Berry Meachum, known nationally for liberating slaves.  
Contemporary newspapers reported that the freedom-seekers were met on 
the Illinois shore by a sheriff and owners. Shots were fired and five were caught. 
Mary Meachum was arrested for running an “underground railway depot” in 
her St. Louis home. Freeman, an “abolitionist agent”, was reportedly shot that 
night. Esther, one of the escaping slaves, was re-captured and ‘sold down river’ 
to Vicksburg without her children by her owner, Henry Shaw, the founder of the 
Missouri Botanical Gardens.    Today the spot from which that skiff was 
launched looks much as it did in 1855. To the south a railway bridge (Mer-
chants) has replaced the ferry, but the site itself is vacant as it was then, largely 
untouched by the commerce the bridge would bring. Its location on the river 
side of a pedestrian and bicycle pathway, the Riverfront Trail, assures that it will 
remain accessible to both local residents and tourists. Its size suits it for re-
enactments, family gatherings, or other celebrations of the Freedom Crossing.      
(The complete application to the National Park Service with 19th century refer-
ences substantiating the occurrences that night is available upon request, 
based on research provided by Dr. Kristin Zapalac of the Missouri Department 
of Natural Resources.    For More Information:  Doug Eller, Grace Hill Settlement 
House, 314-584-6703.) 

Canadian sites in general, Toronto sites in particular Community 

I will forward this information. A friend of mine who is now deceased docu-
mented URR history in Jersey City, NJ and Hudson County, NJ. 

Community 

Woodlawn Plantation near Mount Vernon, Virginia. Home to Quakers before 
the Civil War. 

Safe-house 

First Presbyterian Church, Lewiston, NY  Tryon's Only Folly, Lewiston, NY Safe-house 

Western Presbyterian Church, Corner of Church and Main Street, Palmyra, NY 
14522  Pliny Sexton Home -322 East Main Street, Palmyra, NY 14522 

Safe-house 

Midway Farm, New Milton, Doddridge County, West Virginia:  Oral history says 
Jeptha FitzRandolph used secret chambers in the basement of his brick house 
as hiding places for fugitive slaves. A member of the Seventh Day Baptist 
Church, Jeptha was clerk at an 1854 convention of the Seventh Day Baptist 
churches of West Virginia (then western Virginia, now a separate state). The 
1854 conference of churches, meeting inside the slave state of Virginia, 
adopted the following resolution: "That we regard American Slavery as a sin of 
great magnitude in the sight of God, and a flagrant violation of the rights of our 
fellow men, and that it is our duty to use all of our influence against it." -
September 1854.  Site  

Safe-house 

John Wass' barn, Ritchie County, West Virginia: Oral history by a son of John 
Wass described fugitive slaves he saw in the barn early one morning. Oral his-
tory says Mrs. Wass used to cook an extra pan of food, which was taken to the 
barn. John Wass was killed July 12, 1863. His family says it was because he was a 
conductor of the UGRR. 

Safe-house 

L.C. Maynard House - 1 mile east of Laharpe, IL  L.C. Maynard was one of the 
most important Underground Railroad operators in western Illinois.  Documenta-
tion of Maynard's UGRR activity can be found in Owen W. Muelder's "The Un-
derground Railroad in Western Illinois."  The house where he conducted his Un-

Safe-house 
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Site Type 
derground Railroad efforts still stands in Hancock County, IL, just east of the 
town of Laharpe.  This house has, of course, been remodeled. 

Farmstead of Charles and Anna Maria McClew:  The McClew Interpretive Cen-
ter at Murphy Orchards  2402 McClew Road, Burt, NY  14028  Farm established 
by the McClew Family in 1807, inherited by Charles McClew in 1850, and still an 
operating commercial fruit farm.  Charter member, National Park Service UR 
Network to Freedom,  New York State UR Heritage Trail Interpretive Center.  Des-
ignated a local historic landmark by the Town of Newfane.  Exhibits, tours. 

Safe-house 

African Methodist Episcopal church sites in Cumberland, Hagerstown, Freder-
ick, Chambersburg, Carlisle, Harrisburg. 

Safe-houses 

Wildcat Manor, Camden near Dover, Delaware. Safe-house 

Route 40 and the town and village of Greenwich, NY (then called Union Village 
and before that Whipple City). 

 

Gammon House, Springfield, Ohio... Family home built ca 1851 by AA George 
Gammon and used as a safe-house. This house owned by the South Fountain 
Ave. Preservation Association of Springfield is under-going a restoration process. 
The finished product is scheduled to be used as an interpretive center to discuss 
and disseminate the role Springfield and Clark County area of Ohio played in 
the UGRR story. Springfield is located on what is now Rte 68 which runs from 
Ripley, Ohio northward to Findlay, Ohio and was a very heavily route on the 
UGRR from the 1820's forward. 

Safe-house 

William Jackson House, New Bedford, MA  Andrew Robeson House, New Bed-
ford, MA  John Coburn House, Boston  Basil Dorsey/Thomas Jones House, Flor-
ence MA 

Safe-house 

St. Paul Church, Zanesville, Ohio Safe-house 

The Lake Champlain corridor in north eastern NY State has been greatly ig-
nored until recently when the North Country Underground Railroad Historical 
Association was established,  dedicated to researching , interpreting and pre-
serving the many sites in our area. Much of this work has been spear-headed 
by our local Clinton County resident and dedicated Historian Don Papson (who 
can be reached on line at NCUGRHA@aol.com ). We publish a regular newslet-
ter and only report on well researched, documented and verifiable informa-
tion. 

Route 

 

 

 

 


