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Sampling and coding 

Our newspaper data are drawn from, with permission, the data used in Kalmoe (2020; doi: 

10.1017/9781108870504). The sampling and coding procedure is summarized below, with more 

extensive details available in the online appendix to Kalmoe (2020). 

We sampled newspapers based on Rowell’s American Newspaper Directory, an 1868 census of 

newspapers, which the year the paper began publishing, partisan leanings (if any), and 

circulation by town and state. We divided loyal states into six regions (Border, Mid-Atlantic, 

Upper & Lower Midwest, and Upper & Lower New England). The directory presents newspaper 

titles in four lists by circulation size category, which we use for sampling. For each region, we 

used a two-stage selection process weighted roughly on newspaper circulation. Stage 1 selected 

the circulation list to sample from (if a circulation list had no unselected newspapers from that 

region, we moved to the next largest circulation list). Stage 2 selected the newspaper within the 

list using the total count of newspapers from the region in the list and a random number 

indicating how far down the list to count. The sampled newspapers are listed in the table below, 

which is reproduced from Kalmoe (2020, 57). 

 

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2022.19
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108870504
https://www.dropbox.com/s/z2rka2hv835xurp/Chapter%20101%20-%20Online%20Appendix.docx?dl=0


We classified news content using a deductive process. Two independent co``ders reviewed 7 full 

issues from each paper on dates chosen for their recruitment or election significance. The dates 

selected are shown in the table below, reproduced from Kalmoe (2020, 58). 

 

The coders classified the content of each page according to a codebook. Coding was conducted 

on the page-level, and then aggregated to the newspaper-date level for analysis. The results of 

intercoder reliability tests (specifically Pearson’s correlations testing level of agreement) for the 

codes used in the article are shown in the table below. 

Code Total Coder 1 Coder 2 

Slavery Goal .16 .43 -.06 

Slavery .59 .45 .81 

Blame South .49 .51 .39 

Blame Slavers .41 .36 .48 

Blame Reps .59 1.00 .18 

Blame Dems .70 1.00 -- 

Blame Abol. .40 .58 -- 

 

Additional analysis 

We also show the results presented in Figure 6 in the article divided into two periods, before and 

after the preliminary Emancipation Proclamation, below. There are few differences between the 

two periods in rhetoric about anti-slavery war aims and blaming enslavers. Democratic 

newspaper-dates, both pro- and anti-war, did show an increase in blame of abolitionists after the 

preliminary proclamation. The major difference between the two periods, which we show and 

discuss in the article, is in coverage that explicitly favors abolition.  

https://www.dropbox.com/s/gz9rzkmp7h1rqsj/Official%20CW%20Newspaper%20Codebook.pdf?dl=0
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