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A Family Thing 
 

Did you ever see someone in public and think you 
went to school or worked with that person? You may have 
even begun a conversion and found someone you once knew. 
I hope that this person wasn’t an individual who hoped to 
never see you again. Most likely, you struck up a 
conversation and soon discovered that she wasn’t a relative, 
classmate or co-worker. Even more surprising could be the 
fact that she had came from a German, Russian and Brazilian 
background while you thought the person you were 
comparing her to was from the Middle East. Apparently, we 
each have a double, more or less. 

I used that concept in my first novel, which had the 
appropriate title, Don’t Bet On It. It’s all about gambling as 
well as deception. Two people can have one or two similar 
features and we mention that to our friends. It could be the 
eyes, nose, mouth or even the smile. On a few occasions, I 
told family members that I saw the Pope and Robert Redford 
at the arts festival I just came from. Neither was there but 
someone who resembled each was. I met a gentleman who 
reminded me a great deal of my cousin. My cousin’s family 
has a few Polish in it, while the former hails from Laos. Go 
figure. A girl I knew had Russian and Polish ancestors, but if 
you saw her picture, you would probably guess she was 
Italian. We shouldn’t judge a book by its cover. 

We also shouldn’t come to a conclusion based on a 
label or name. A person whose name ends in ski may have 
more of an Irish background than you think, while a guy 
named McIntosh might surprise you by mentioning that so 
far, he hasn’t found any Irish roots in his family background, 
but there is some Polish. Some of this can be explained by 
looking back over a hundred fifty years ago to the Peculiar 
Institution. Many slaves wound up taking their master’s 
surname. Later I’ll talk a bit about Thomas Jefferson and 
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Strom Thurmond. You probably have a good idea where that 
will be going. 

My first book was published in late 2002 and from 
that one and each of those that followed, you could usually 
figure out what they were about from the title. The cover 
gave more clues, too. Looking at the cover and title of this 
book, the subject may not be so obvious. It’s a book about 
genealogy. Webster – not the guy from TV, but the other one 
– defines it as the study of family pedigrees, which you can 
translate into the creation of your family tree, searching for 
your roots and finding out who is related to you. 

Though I will mention some of the people in my 
family – some names have been changed, but I’m not sure 
what for – it’s not a genealogy of any particular family. I’ll 
begin with some of the terms that are used, followed by 
thoughts on how to record all your family connections. If 
you go to various ancestry web sites, you’ll soon discover 
that the templates provided leave a bit to be desired. How do 
you record it all on paper? Next, will be a few chapters on 
where to find all the information: close relatives, people who 
may not be your relatives and complete strangers. The latter 
may even turn out to be your relatives. 

Documents such as birth certificates, obituaries, 
photos and family files provide clues, as does city hall, the 
state government, U. S. Government and many of their 
agencies, such as the Civilian Conservation Corps and draft 
board, even if your father was never in the service. Censuses 
have names and ages of family members if we can find the 
right listing. At times, relatives come on the scene that you 
didn’t know you had. Technology can be very helpful: email, 
web sites and social networks. The local library has a wealth 
of information, some of which may be what you’re seeking. 

All along, every search will be concerned with 
accuracy and you’ll find that a stranger may gives you useful 
additions to your family tree while a supposedly reliable 
source provides bogus facts. Doubt always comes into play, 
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but in too many cases, to obtain data, you have to provide 
other information – which you don’t have and in fact, are 
seeking. Naturally, there’s confusion in the picture, too. 

I’ll mention why I wrote the book and try to answer 
these questions. Do we believe a women who says she’s 
100% Swedish? What does it mean if a guy says he’s 
German – was he born in Germany? How will I obtain 
information if my name is Smith or Jones? In that case, will 
it help me to do a generic search on the Internet? Is John 
Pacholski the same person as John Pucholski? What about 
Martha Chmielewski and Martha Chmielewska? Are we 
talking about the same individual? Will the fact that a person 
changed his name from Alline to Allen be a problem? How 
about the change from Zimmerman to Dylan? 

No book of this kind would be complete with a word 
or two on miscegenation. I’ll try to make a case that it’s one 
of the words that shouldn’t be in any dictionary. Try 
convincing the people at Wikipedia. Next is a topic I’m not 
that familiar with, but can’t be excluded: deoxyribonucleic 
acid (DNA). Police investigations for so many years have 
utilized fingerprints to nail a suspect, but now they have 
another tool, which can be obtained from hair, blood or 
saliva. How are you going to cover your tracks now? 

Finally I have the stories – their studies, actually – of 
a palaeoanthropologist and a geneticist. They’re working on 
the family tree of human existence. The former does it with 
fossils, bones and evidence left thousands of years ago on the 
earth. The latter has a different method: DNA. Their 
approaches are different but they come up with the same 
results. I won’t tell you what that is. I don’t want to spoil the 
ending for you. 

One of the words in the title of this chapter is the 
name of a TV program that aired from 1976 to 1980. Family 
featured an outstanding cast with parents, Doug and Kate 
Lawrence, played by the fine actor, James Broderick,  and 
highly-praised actress, Sada Thompson, along with children 
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Willie (Gary Frank), Letitia, also known as Buddy (Kristy 
McNichol) and Nancy (Meredith Baxter). The program was 
a serious drama about the joys, happiness and challenges 
facing a typical family, not an evening soap opera, as some 
may have thought. Soap (1977 to 1981) earns that distinction 
since it was a show at night that spoofed all those daytime 
dramas, but did it with a great deal of humor. Moreover, it 
was about family – actually two families, the Campbells and 
the Tates. The aforementioned Meredith Baxter also was a 
participant in another program from 1982 to 1989, Family 
Ties. A more recent offering – if you don’t mind irreverence 
– still on the air is Family Guy, which began in 1999. 

From the previous few pages, you might guess that 
this is the introduction of the book. If so, why do the words, 
A Family Thing appear at the top of the first page? Indeed, 
the words above make up the introduction and it may take 
you the entire book to see their significance. I won’t say any 
more. I almost chose The Lost and Found Family – a really 
fine choice – and I also could have used Random Hearts, 
My Family, Sunshine Sketches of a Little Town, The 
Perez Family, Two Family House, Our Family Wedding, 
The Family Stone, The Family Man or Family Plot. Each 
of these connects with the book in some way. I chose a 
movie title for that of each chapter and hope each of my 
selections fits each chapter subject. In my book on 
addictions, published May 1, 2012, each of the chapter titles 
represented the title of a song title or words from it.  

I mentioned book titles and covers earlier, so I need 
to explain this one. For all my books, I try to suit both of 
these to what’s inside. In a way, I may have been slightly off 
in the cover here, but after further consideration, maybe not. 
I think my choice is quite appropriate. Originally I decided 
on We Are Family, which is the title of a 2010 movie – I 
think you have an idea what it’s about. I’d recommend this 
comedy-drama from India except that I haven’t seen it. 
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One day, while doing an Internet search of titles with  
those three words, I found a few books that used it. I didn’t 
investigate much further, but I think most of them are trash 
soap opera offerings. I still could have kept that title, but I 
decided on We R Family. Then I figured I could do better 
than that. What about a pirate theme? I came up with the title 
you see on the front. Naturally, the cover was a no brainer – 
a family of pirates. By the way, We Are Family is also the 
title of a 1979 smash hit by Sister Sledge. I should add that 
the 1979 World Series Champion Pittsburgh Pirates adopted 
the song as their anthem. If they had known the team had 
adoption in mind, I’m sure Sister Sledge would have spelled 
the song title correctly.     

For a while, I had the middle word of my title as 
Arggh. I wasn’t even close. I could have used Arrr (with or 
without an exclamation point after it), since that’s another 
pirate word. In the language it can mean many things such as 
This beer is really good; Yes, I concur; and even, I saw that 
movie and it sucked.  Those are only a few of the 
possibilities. The pirate word in my title might be uttered 
when someone sits on a belaying pin. 

One point I bring out a few times in the following 
pages is that creating a family tree is no easy task. You’ll 
face numerous obstacles, but don’t abandon the project. You 
might think that you’ll never finish the venture, and you’re 
right. Going forward, you’ll have to wait until your children 
or grandchildren get married to proceed. Moving back in 
time you will find that you can’t obtain any more 
information, even if it seems you’ve exhausted all possible 
sources. 

I have to add a slight warning if you work on a 
family tree. You’ll be surprised when you discover that your 
relatives include murderers, philanderers, insurance 
salesmen, senators, womanizers, agents, consultants, 
lawyers, CEOs, drug addicts, chauvinists, communists, 
socialists, pirates, farmers, writers, sculptors, clergy, social 
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workers, nurses, teachers, electricians, plumbers, carpenters 
and saints. I never promised you a rose garden, but notice 
that not all these people are reprehensible. If you didn’t find 
people like these, you probably were working on the wrong 
genealogy. One thing I promise you: this is a job that won’t 
be boring. It will be challenging but rewarding. Happy 
searching!    
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1. Terms of endearment 
 

Appropriately enough, the title of this chapter is the 
name of a highly rated 1983 movie about a mother and 
daughter, starring Shirley MacLaine and Debra Winger. Of 
necessity we need to define the relationships in a genealogy 
if it’s to have any meaning. At first I planned to skip any 
explanation for obvious names such as father, mother, sister 
and brother, but I changed my mind. Let’s begin with you, 
the reader. If a man and a woman get together and bring a 
child into the world – say, that’s you – the husband is your 
father and the wife your mother. If other children precede or 
follow you from this same union, they’re your siblings: your 
brothers and sisters. As you can see, you have two parents 
and your father has two as well. So does your mother. Thus 
you have four grandparents. 

Your grandparents each have two parents each and 
these people are your great grandparents – you have four pair 
of great grandparents, or eight in all. Going backwards in 
time, from this come great great grandparents, great great 
great grandparents and this goes on and on. If you do the 
calculations – I hope I did it correctly – you have 4096 sets 
or 8192 great great great great great great great great great 
great great grandparents. You’ll need a larger venue for the 
family reunion. 

Moving on, the brothers of either your mother or 
your father are your uncles, while the sisters of either of your 
parents are your aunts. This may not be precisely correct, but 
I referred to the husband of my aunt as my uncle and the 
wife of my uncle as my aunt. This is a common practice and 
saves us the trouble of coming up with a more complicated 
appellation for them, such as my uncle’s wife or aunt’s 
husband. For my dad, his brother’s wife is his sister-in-law 
and his sister’s husband is his brother-in-law. For my mom, 
her brother’s wife is her sister-in-law and her sister’s 
husband is her brother-in-law. 
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The aunt of my mom or dad is my Great Aunt, while 
the uncle of either of my parents is my Great Uncle. My 
children could refer to my Great Aunt or Great Uncle as 
Great Great Aunt and Great Great Uncle, respectively, but it 
may be easier to call them just aunt and uncle. This may not 
apply to Uncle Tom until he buys a cabin. 

To your aunt or uncle, you would be a nephew or 
niece, depending on your sex. In relation to your Great Aunt 
or Great Uncle, you could either be a great niece or great 
nephew, though this classification may be a bit premature 
since you’re so young. As before, to simplify matters, 
dropping the great may be in order. The same holds true for 
great great niece and great great nephew. The adjectives will 
be capitalized when you get older.  

The sons and daughters of two siblings – brothers, 
sisters or a brother and sister – are cousins or first cousins. 
We’ll leave out the first and just use cousins, here. There’s 
an alternate way of describing cousins: two people with 
different parents but the same grandparents – one set only. 
You don’t want to even think about people having the same 
four grandparents but different parents. The sons and 
daughters of cousins are second cousins. This translates into 
second cousins have different parents, different grandparents 
but the same great grandparents – again, one set only. Eighth 
cousins would be the children of seventh cousins – that 
explains it very clearly. The alternate explanation won’t help 
clear it up that much: eighth cousins have different parents, 
different grandparents, different great grandparents, different 
great great grandparents, different great great great 
grandparents, different great great great great grandparents, 
different great great great great great grandparents, different 
great great great great great great grandparents, but the same 
great great great great great great great grandparents – again, 
one set only. This get together will have to be in a National 
Park, along with the urns. 
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Now that the picture is perfectly clear, what follows 
next may fog up the picture: a cousin once removed. He or 
she is not some relative who crashed the wedding and was 
tossed out, but an individual separated from you by a 
generation. It’s best explained by an example. You and Dave 
are cousins. The latter and his wife have a son named Virgil. 
To you, Virgil is a cousin, once removed. Assume that Virgil 
marries Tammy and they have a daughter named Bertha. 
You and Bertha are cousins twice removed. Think of it as 
being two generations apart. You and your second cousin’s 
son would be second cousins, once removed. 

We’ll return to the removed relationships, shortly. 
The names I use here may not be real. My dad’s father was 
married to a woman named Kathy and they had a son named 
Jim. Kathy died and my grandfather married a woman 
named Susan – my grandmother. I should add that Susan was 
my father’s mother. Now things get messy as Kathy’s 
brother, Lloyd, married Abbie and the two produced Frank, 
Ellie and Robert. What is the relationship of my dad to these 
three?  

To begin with, Jim and my dad are not quite brothers, 
since they have different mothers. They have the same father 
or half of the requirement, so they are half brothers. We 
could have the same situation with two children of the same 
sex – half sisters – or one male and one female. Thus Jim 
could be the half brother of Erica and she would be his half 
sister. From what I can surmise, other names for half brother 
and half sister are stepbrothers and stepsisters, respectively.  

If you’re into infantile behavior, you’ll probably like 
the 2008 flick, Step Brothers, starring Will Ferrell and John 
C. Reilly. I probably should watch it again – that won’t 
happen – because Brennan and Dale may not fit the real 
definition of stepbrothers, which can be spelled out as two 
words, as shown in the movie title – go figure – or even the 
hyphenated word, step-brothers. Some will argue that the 40-
year old characters that Will and John portray are indeed 
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stepbrothers, if you look at the definition given by some 
source, so I accept that. If stepbrother and half brother are 
synonyms, meaning there’s no difference between the two, 
why do we have two words when one will do? 

As far as Kathy and my father, she’s not his 
stepmother even though Susan is the stepmother or 
halfmother – I guess – of Jim. Perhaps, two diagrams are in 
order.  

 
Al  c Jim  
m    
Kathy    
   
Al  c Harold (my dad) 
m    
Susan    
   

     
Tim  c Kathy    
m      
Julie  c Lloyd  c Frank  
  m c Ellie  
  Abbie  c Robert  
     
     
     

 
I apologize for the two matrices, but joining them 

would make them confusing. As you can see, the letter m 
represents a marriage while the letter c denotes a child. 
People on the left are parents or grandparents and those on 
the right are children. People in the middle are both children 
and parents, maybe. My dad, Frank, Ellie and Robert are of 
the same generation and it appears that Lloyd and Abbie are 
almost an uncle and an aunt to my dad. Let’s use those 
designations rather halfuncle, halfaunt, stepuncle and 



  11

stepaunt. Since my dad and Jim are halfbrothers, is the latter 
my Uncle or stepuncle and are Ellie and my dad halfcousins 
or just simple cousins? I prefer to refer to Jim and my dad as 
brothers and Frank, Ellie and Robert and my father as 
cousins. Frank, Jim and Robert are my uncles and Ellie is my 
aunt. If we don’t do this, we’ll make a complicated scenario 
into a real mess.   

Going back a bit, you can see that Frank and Robert 
and Ellie are really my cousins, once removed. Whatever 
their real names were in real life, growing up, I used the 
designation of uncle and aunt. In each case the appellation 
denoted respect since there was a spread of a generation 
between us. If you yourself are working on or thinking of 
doing a genealogy of your family, don’t get discouraged. It 
will get worse. 

As you can guess, the parent designation isn’t quite 
as simple as I pointed out earlier. What about a grandmother 
or aunt who raises a child?  Things get really complicated 
when a young girl is raped and eventually gives up the child 
for adoption. That child has two fathers – granted one is 
never around and may never see the young one – and two 
mothers. Certainly the new couple makes up a team of a 
mother and father. What about a Godfather?  Christ had a 
heavenly Father, but could He be called a Godfather? This 
probably wasn’t so because even though his voice was deep, 
it didn’t sound like that of Marlon Brando. 

A few more considerations are adopted children and 
kids born of affairs. I have a foster child in Africa. Should I 
include him in the genealogy? When I marry a woman, will 
she be a foster parent? If she already has a foster child in 
South America, will the two foster children be siblings and 
will they be able to obtain supersaver flights to visit each 
other?  

A few other situations not to be overlooked are 
offspring that are test tube babies. We need to consider a 
child raised by a surrogate mother, a pair of people who 
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aren’t married, such as a brother and sister, two women, two 
men or a band of wolves. It could happen. What about a 
child brought up by a band of Marines or some seminarians? 
It gets complicated. 

Isn’t this fun? Here are some more questions. Did I 
have a new home built with two and a half baths because of 
my half brother? If I’m dealing with the cousin idea with my 
half sister, could we eventually have a cousin one half 
removed? If a person has only one stepbrother, can he do the 
Texas two-step? If two or more brothers work for Ringling 
Brothers and Barnum & Bailey, can we call them step right 
up brothers? 
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2.  The Paper Chase 
 
I began my family genealogy at least four years ago, 

based on the files I saved on my PCs. Since I’ve backed up 
data for at least the last eight years, it probably goes back 
further than that. My challenge was to lay out the details of 
the relationships – not an easy manner. I’m not a quitter and 
as you may have guessed, I did some thinking about putting 
this all down on paper. You need to start somewhere, so 
begin with your mom and dad in the middle of the page. 
Underneath will be the children – you, your brothers and 
sisters – and above will be your grandparents. If you’re an 
only child, this genealogy is simplified. Most likely, that 
won’t be the case. 

I browsed the Internet for a sample template. Here 
are two, both flowing from the top down so we can call them 
horizontal templates. If you rotate this template ninety 
degrees, you’ll have a vertical template, going from left to 
right. Two examples of horizontal templates are 

  
 

Grandpa  1  Grandma 1  Grandpa 2  Grandma 2 
      \                              \                                  /                          / 

Mom  Dad 
                                                 \               / 

me 

 
and 
 

Mom  Dad 

                         /       \       /         \ 
George   me  Alice 

     /     /       \                |                /      \      \ 
Ed  Cy  Sally  zilch  Tom  Dick  Larry 

 
 
As you can see, I didn’t have a child named zilch – 

that would be too cruel. I have no children and I’m not or 
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ever was married. You’ll also notice that in the top diagram 
– as long as I’m not an only child – not a single person has 
any brothers or sisters listed. In the bottom illustration, only 
the people in the bottom two rows have their siblings shown. 
The world wide web has a few templates, but they’re all 
variations on these two that I’ve listed. Each comes up short, 
including the templates resulting from a rotation of ninety 
degrees, resulting in the grandparents on the left and children 
to their right, which, as you can see is a vertical family 
diagram. 

As an example of the problems to be encountered, 
let’s start with the Jones family. Tom and Jerry Jones have a 
son, Jack, who marries Clara Smith, the daughter of Al and 
Vi. The newlyweds have a son named Ed and a daughter 
named Pat. We can graph this out with the parents on the left 
and children on the right, rather than the top down approach. 

 
   Tom Jones      
   m 6/12/71       
   Jerry Frank c Jack Jones c Ed Jones  
     m 7/16/94 c Pat Smith  
   Al Smith c Clara Smith    
   m 5/10/70      
   Vi Moss      

 
From the diagram, Tom and Jerry married on June 

12, 1971 and Al and Vi were married on May 10, 1970. All 
the dates above should probably have four positions for the 
year, since at some point we’ll have to account for dates 
before 1900 and after 1999. The lone character c, indicating 
offspring, we’ve seen before, but no date of birth is given for 
any of the children. They could be added. This diagram 
shows three generations of a family, but none of the siblings 
of Tom, Jerry, Al, Vi, Jack or Clara. 

Let’s make it a bit more complicated. Tom and Jerry 
Jones have a daughter, Sarah, and sons, Tim and Jack. Jack 
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marries Mary Smith, the daughter of Al and Vi. The Smiths 
also have a son, Todd and daughters, Clara and Belle. The 
newlyweds have a son named Ed and a daughter named Pat. 
We can graph this out in the following table, including the 
date of births of all the children. This is illustrated below. 

 
Tom Jones c Sarah Jones b 7/1/72   
m 6/12/71 c Tim Jones b 1/1/73   
Jerry Frank c Jack Jones b 2/14/74 c Ed Jones b 11/1/96 
  m 7/16/94 c Pat Jones b 1/9/98 
Al Smith c Mary Smith b 4/21/72   
m 5/10/70 c Clara Smith b 2/9/73   
Vi Moss c Belle Smith b 2/9/73   
 c Todd Smith b 3/30/74   
     

 
It’s still relatively easy to follow, but if Tim, Sarah, 

Clara, Belle and Todd get married, the illustration becomes 
much harder to include the unions. I have friends of mine, 
one family in Binghamton, New York and the other on the 
West Coast, and each family has ten children – the last time I 
counted. I don’t want to diagram either of those. You might 
suggest that I rotate the table, with the Tom and Jerry as well 
as Al and Vi in the top row and all the children and 
grandchildren underneath, but I think that’s even harder to 
follow. I don’t even want to consider doing this if the names 
Jones is replaced with Dworzanowselitanski and Frank with 
Kulikanistan. 

While I’m talking about big families that I know, one 
of the mothers – I won’t say which, since it doesn’t matter – 
was blessed with enough brothers and sisters so that they 
could cover every event in the Olympics. If I’m not 
mistaken, without giving her maiden name, she had sisters 
named Mary Jo, Mary Beth, Mary Louise, Mary Theresa, 
Mary Therese, Mary Anne, Mary Francis and Mary Berry. 
The last one was good with gardening. This doesn’t make the 
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creation of the family tree any easier. Suppose that most of 
the sisters kept her maiden name and added it to her married 
name, such as Dworzanowselitanski-Kulikanistan. Oh, no. 

Let’s return to the families of Jones and Smith. 
Notice that Tom’s mother and father aren’t included in either 
table nor are the parents of Jerry, Al or Vi. You might 
suggest beginning with a sheet of paper that is fifty feet by 
fifty feet, since that will give us more room. Those Excel 
spread sheets might be good for this. We’ll have to fold the 
paper over a few times, but there are a few other problems. 
What if Tom’s wife dies and he remarries, only to soon be 
divorced. He marries a third time and he and his new wife 
adopt three children. Meanwhile, Al runs off with a clown 
from the circus and Vi finds a new mate, who’s a snake oil 
salesman, and the two have four more children, but don’t 
bother to get married. 

As you can see, this is no picnic. In fact, for a family 
reunion, it may be a good idea to rent a shelter in a local 
county park and have people bring food to share. The games 
start at three o’clock. Those attending are asked to leave their 
guns at home. As far as this genealogy goes, do you still 
want to pursue it? 

Because of all the people to consider, I abandoned 
the idea of placing a few generations on a single page, what 
with all the marriages and children and subsequent unions. It 
just wouldn’t work. My solution was a website, which 
consisted of quite a few pages, but seemed to be workable. 
Each page is a single generation diagram (SGD). Using the 
preceding example, the Jones family of the previous page, 
came out this way. 

 
Tom Jones  Sarah Jones b 7/1/72 
m 6/12/71  Tim Jones b 1/1/73 
Jerry Frank  Jack Jones b 2/14/74 
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 This was on one page, while the Smith family was 
on another page, as such. 

 
Al Smith  Mary Smith b 4/21/72 
m 5/10/70  Clara Smith b 2/9/73 
Vi Moss  Belle Smith b 2/9/73 
  Todd Smith b 3/30/74 

  
On each page, note that a few of the member’s names 

are underlined. Since this is on a web site, if you click on 
Mary Smith, you’ll arrive at a new page. 

 
Jack Jones   Ed Jones b 11/1/96 
m 7/16/94  Pat Jones b 1/9/98 
Mary Smith    

 
Clicking on Tom Jones will result in this page. 
  

Jim Jones   Tom Jones b 9/9/50 
m 5/10/44  Bob Jones b 3/18/53, d 7/12/66 
???  Alice Jones b 4/20/54 

 
Clicking on Jerry Frank might bring this page. 

Guy Frank   Jerry Frank b 7/1/51 
m 12/6/49  Bo Frank b 3/6/52 
Edy Dworzanowselitanski  Tad Frank b 3/6/52 
  Dot Frank b 3/6/52 
  Hannah Frank b 4/31/53 
  Peg Frank b 5/13/56 
  Joe Frank b 5/13/56 
  Ann Frank b 11/19/57 
  Adele Frank b 5/19/59 
  DeDe Frank b 7/29/61 
  Dieter Frank b 3/6/63 
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Note that Jerry had a few brothers and sisters – every 
genealogist’s dream. Clicking on Al Smith from a few pages 
back would give you a SGD showing that Al’s father, Zack, 
had been married more than once. 

 
Zack Smith    
m 10/11/48   
? Kulikanistan   
   
Zack Smith   Al Smith b 11/1/50 
m 6/14/49  Paul Smith b 12/2/51 
Mary Lou Sims    
   
Zack Smith    
   
Mary Pardini    

 
From the examples of SGDs so far, you’ll notice 

some conventions. For your family tree, you can use any 
ones you want. Just make sure that it’s understandable to you 
and to others. Whenever we have partial data, we can use a 
question mark, whether it’s a date or name.  The symbol 
could indicate either you don’t have the information or you 
have a good idea, but aren’t sure. Above, ? Kulikanistan 
means we don’t know the first name. ? Kulikanistan ? 
indicates we don’t know the first name and think we know 
the surname. You can use question marks in any date in a 
similar manner. It appears that the Kulikanistan woman 
either died young – maybe Zack bumped her off because her 
name was too long – or she and Zack got divorced. Zack’s 
final pairing with Mary Pardini never resulted in marriage. 
Going back to the last page, Bob Jones died as a teenager 
and there were occurrences of twins and triplets. A name on 
the left that is not underlined only means we don’t have 
information on the parents or siblings. Similarly, a name on 
the right that is not underlined indicates that the person has 
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yet to be married or we don’t have any further information. 
Clicking on any underlined name on the left will bring a 
page for that person’s parents and siblings, while an 
underlined name on the right that is clicked brings forth that 
individual’s spouse and children. 

One of the biggest challenges has to do with name 
changes. An alteration in the surname might provide an 
advantage, but it probably will result in more work for you. 
When my older brother joined the priesthood, he changed his 
first name. My cousin had the same first name as his dad, so 
the former also made a change. You can represent that 
modification on a diagram in various ways, but I choose to 
list the current name first with the original in parentheses. 
Another option would be having something like John aka 
Frank J. Smith. 

What about nicknames, since just about everyone has 
at least one? You can choose to ignore or accommodate them 
in your diagram, but may run into someone who had a 
nickname and then changed his first name. Forget about 
someone with three nicknames. If Lucifer Frumhell – I 
remind you that not all of these people exist – had a 
nickname of The Devil and decided to make a change, as 
most people would in his case, you could represent all this 
with Michael (The Devil) aka Lucifer Frumhell. 

Since we may not have information now and then, 
this design choice enables us to handle that until we find out 
more. This applies to past history, for which we don’t have 
the knowledge no matter how hard we search. Going back to 
a person’s parents is done through a link. Not having one 
means we’re working on the situation. Even if a name has a 
question mark doesn’t mean we can’t link back, but most 
likely, we’ll just see more question marks. If children are yet 
to be married, we can handle this when the time comes, even 
adding offspring. For every person listed on the right, we can 
also add a page for biographical information, such as 
anecdotes, work history and photos. Just to the right of the 
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name we can have a link for the letter b, which is intended to 
give the date of birth, if it is known. Now, it can also point to 
a short bio, photos or dates of indictment. 

As far as disadvantages, note that attempting to place 
three generations of a family on a single page just won’t 
work, so this seems to be a good method of approach. You 
will note that there’ll be a great number of pages for our 
website, but that shouldn’t be any problem since the domain 
can handle it. If not, you may need to find a new host. 
Keeping track of the file names for each page – this is so we 
can go back and forth to other pages – might be a challenge, 
but you can work something out. If not, you’ll freak out and 
give up. One approach could be singling out an individual 
such as Tom Jones and assigning the page name, 
gentomjones. The first three letters represent a genealogy and 
the rest is just the person’s name. If there are two Tom Jones, 
we could distinguish them by including a middle initial. You 
can figure that out. You could have used a different 
designation – but you have to remember what it is. Whatever 
method you choose, be sure to be consistent otherwise you 
won’t have a good time. 

The movie, The Paper Chase, came out in 1973 and 
it featured John Houseman, Timothy Bottoms and Lindsey 
Wagner. It’s one of my favorite motion pictures and seems to 
be a good title for the chapter. 
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3.  Home for the Holidays 
 

Before proceeding with the annual Thanksgiving 
feast, I should mention a few more concerns for a SGD or 
any genealogical effort, for that matter. The first 
consideration is the page for the family of the renowned 
fighter, George Foreman. He has a daughter named 
Georgetta and a few other children including five sons 
named George. Luckily they can be distinguished in the 
SGD because their names are George Jr., George III, George 
IV, George V and George VI. Dad George has no trouble 
when referring to any of the younger Georges because of 
their nicknames. Even so, with this George situation, it 
almost resembles English royalty. Of course, we’re not 
talking about Henry here. 

Despite the great number of spouses for Elizabeth 
Taylor, Zsa Zsa Gabor and Mickey Rooney, the generational 
representation is doable. We’ll just have to use a smaller 
font. Some Mormon families will be labor intensive as well. 
I may have mentioned lovers before, and we probably should 
include them – to a point – especially if children result. 
Children born out-of-wedlock are children, so they’re on the 
SGD and the same could apply to adopted or foster children. 
Stray dogs and cats brought on the scene have their own 
genealogy, which Felix is working on. 

I mentioned briefly some of the conventions for the 
different pages. One thing you have to do is be consistent. 
You’ll have to handle unions other than one male and one 
female. A good idea might be to list the oldest child on the 
right at the top and the youngest at the bottom, including the 
date of birth and date of death. If there is an unusual 
occurrence, you might be able to clarify it with an asterisk 
next to the person and an explanation at the bottom. For any 
question or concern that comes up, look at it and analyze it. 
You’ll either have a solution to the problem or the realization 
that there is none. That’s all you can do.  



  22

It probably isn’t the best Thanksgiving movie, but the 
1995 movie, Home for the Holidays, starring Holly Hunter, 
Anne Bancroft and Robert Downey Jr., has family and roast 
turkey with all the trimmings. Our concern here is with 
obtaining information for our genealogy. The first place to 
obtain it is from family members. That day in November has 
plenty of them. Just get the facts before the L-tryptophan 
kicks in. Forget about eating dinner at the youth table and 
obtaining genealogy from them – unless one of them is a 
chess master. Instead hone in on the older people before the 
hosts bring out the bird. 

One problem I have encountered is that family 
members don’t get that enthusiastic about your project. They 
won’t tell you much. One reason may be that they just don’t 
have the information. If an individual can’t answer your 
questions, this is much better than el toro crappo, which 
should be left out. Unfortunately, any genealogy will have a 
few inaccuracies, as we’ll see later.  

In health matters, it is advised to obtain a second 
opinion from time to time. Even if a reputable doctor makes 
a prognostication, it could be off the mark. It’s no different 
when obtaining facts for a genealogy. If Uncle Festus tells a 
lot of tall tales, you may want a second opinion on what he 
offers you for the family history. Checking and rechecking 
involves a great deal of effort, but your project was never 
meant to be an overnight class assignment, more like a take 
home test. 

As I pointed out earlier, you need to zero in on just 
exactly what your family tree will encompass. Start with 
your siblings and include their birth dates, spouses and 
children. As your nephews and nieces marry and have kids 
of their own, you’ll add them in. From the other end, you’ll 
include your parents and their brothers and sisters – because 
of death or divorce, you may have a few more people in the 
tree – and their parents (your grandparents.)  As I discovered 
by my contact with a women named Kathy, I soon added 
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great grandparents to our genealogy. Of course, that’s only 
one set of four and determining the others may not be that 
easy. In my case, I have the names of four great 
grandparents, so I’m halfway home.  

Getting back to our November feast, don’t limit 
yourself to that single family gathering. There are other 
holidays, but anytime the family gathers is a good time. 
Growing up, for any major holiday, the early part of the day 
was with my mom’s family, at which point we traveled to a 
gathering of my dad’s clan – we got to eat twice that day and 
I didn’t mind. 

In the spring of 2012, I checked out from the local 
library George Howe Colt’s 2003 book, The Big House: A 
Century in the Life of an American Summer Home. It’s a 
story of family – after all, that’s what genealogy is all about 
– and a summer cottage, affectionately called Big House. For 
years, the family in question consisted of Boston Brahmins, a 
group of people one can describe as occupiers of a highly 
discreet and inconspicuous lifestyle. Feel free to toss in 
Harvard University in the discussion and pahk the cahh. For 
the months of July and August each year, these family 
members traveled to that summer cottage, some staying for 
two months and others for a shorter period of time. 

The family included the Coltss, Fadimans, Atkinsons, 
and Forbes, among others. If you can hear cash registers 
ringing, keep in mind that this extended family got away for 
the summer in a cottage, which had neither electricity nor 
plumbing, at first – that came later. That brings up the 
question, Has anyone ever seen an outhouse made of bricks? 
They had a small black and white television after a while, 
but Colt emphasizes getting back to nature for that short 
period each year and the lack of technology. They had books 
in every room – plenty of them. I didn’t mention that the 
house was built on 1903 and had a few changes soon after, 
resulting in an eleven-bedroom, four-story, shingle-style 
cottage of eight thousand square feet on thirteen acres of 
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land on Cape Cod. It’s in a place call Wings Neck, located in 
Buzzards Bay, about seventy miles southeast of Boston and 
fifteen or twenty miles east of New Bedford, Massachusetts, 
as the crow flies.  

With such a huge family and all the joy and 
celebration, this one had its share of sickness, cancer, 
bickering, affairs, drinking, mental health issues, dementia, 
craziness, pain and suffering. Statistically, this had to have 
occurred. Ancestors included those who fought in the Civil 
War, probably against other ancestors, not unlike the family 
squabbles. The latter were minus the weapons. 

The Boston Brahmins’ big bucks didn’t necessarily 
trickle down to George Colt, his wife Anne and the children, 
Susannah and Henry. After all, they were both writers. In 
fact, towards the end of The Big House, Colt dwells on five 
relatives trying to keep the summer cottage in the family. 
They struggled to find the funds, so Anne and George 
weren’t alone with their financial concerns. The yearly taxes 
and upkeep were about $25,000, without including the cost 
of a new roof and bringing the house into the twenty-first 
century. This included new wiring, plumbing and taking 
some measures to guarantee the house wouldn’t burn to the 
ground because of the original insulation. Indeed by the late 
twentieth century, the dwelling became a white elephant. If 
you’ve seen the 1986 movie, The Money Pit, I’m sure you 
know what I’m talking about.  

 You’ll have to read the book, The Big House to see 
how things finally work out. Colt compiled a great deal of 
information about the cottage, Wings Neck and Cape Cod. 
George even discovered a family tree that those before him 
had worked on. You may have figured that out from the 
Civil War information. He didn’t have to begin from scratch, 
so he was lucky. Naturally, the hand-me-down history may 
have had an error or two. So if Mary Smith married into the 
family, someone working on the family tree, much later, may 
have added the wrong Smith into the genealogy, thus 
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multiplying the unreliability of the data, which might then 
proliferate even further, almost out-of-control.        

Keeping in mind those summer cottages, an 
individual may say they were not what he expected. Later 
on, I’ll discuss a book that mentions summer camps, in that 
case those in the Adirondacks. No need to bring backpacks, 
tents, tent poles or sleeping bags. But now it’s time to return 
to our genealogical investigation. 

Relying on a genealogy that someone else began can 
have legitimacy concerns, but laying the groundwork 
without it is more of a challenge. Ideally you should begin 
your genealogy in your late teen years, when you’ll be able 
to obtain more details – more people are available with 
information. At that time you may be busy with activities at 
school or just want to avoid these family gatherings, so that 
may not happen. A few years later, when you’re in your 
twenties or thirties could be all right. The main problem is 
that family trees aren’t begun until later in life, which will 
prove more difficult to find things out. Consider yourself 
blessed if someone has already begun the genealogy, but 
hope that much of it isn’t done by creative thinking. 

I mentioned stepbrothers, half brothers, relatives 
removed for political reasons, but they too can help us in our 
quest. Be aware that as people age, they forget things, so 
don’t delay. In 2009 I wrote a book about truth and I’m 
convinced that you can’t hide it. We have fingerprints, DNA 
– which I’ll get into later – and all sorts of technology to help 
us. We just have to figure out how to obtain what we’re 
looking for. That’s not always easy.  

My sister handed me a photo – I scanned it and 
returned the photo to her – of my grandfather’s wedding. 
There are twelve people in it.  I’m quite sure of the identity 
of three of the people and have a reasonable guess on a few 
of the others. Nonetheless, I had to find out if my 
identifications were on the money. I’ve contacted a few 
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people and found some information – I hope it’s right – but 
not the names of all those in the photo. 

Photos can give you answers. In the case of this 
photo, since it’s the marriage of my grandfather and 
grandmother, they’re obvious, and I think I know which of 
the people there is the aunt of my dad. I believe that my 
grandmother’s brother was in the wedding party and if so, I 
think he’s to the right of her. His wife or soon-to-be spouse 
is probably in the bridal party – I’ve limited my choice there 
to one or two people. I’m guessing that the older gentleman 
in the back row is the husband of my dad’s aunt, making him 
my Great Uncle. You can guess all you want, but you could 
be way off the mark. You have to find people you know who 
can give you answers. 

The features on the face of an individual can also 
give some answers. I’ll mention two sisters in the Albany 
area in the next chapter. The two are relatives of mine – 
specifically cousins once removed – who I’ll call Aunt Emily 
and Aunt Henrietta. Recalling their smiles from the last time 
I saw them and doing a comparison to the face of one 
individual in that wedding photo of my grandparents, I 
believe that one person in the picture is the mother of those 
two sisters. 

The eyes can tell you a lot, but so can other features.    
If you think George, who has a wooden leg, and Richard, in 
an old photo, displaying a hand and a hook, might be related, 
you may be on to something. Of course without the eye 
patches and birds on shoulders, all bets may be off.  

As you can tell, a genealogy is like one of those 
suckers that last a long time – in our case, an all year one. 
It’s a great deal of work and we can keep going, forward and 
backward. We won’t ever get bored. You may have figured 
out that it’s never too soon to get started on the family tree. 
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4.  Cousins 
    
This chapter title refers to a 1989 movie of infidelity 

starring Ted Danson, Isabella Rossellini and Sean Young. 
That one word title also applies to a movie that came out in 
1912, a 2000 TV miniseries and a 1976 TV movie. I only 
watched the 1989 flick. I mentioned cousins and second 
cousins and cousins once removed, but didn’t get into more 
complications in the genealogy picture. 

Frank and Albert grew up as kids, both joining the 
Boy Scouts of America. They went to the same grade school 
and high school, but different colleges. While in different 
cities for the university years, they still kept in close touch 
and shared stories and pitchers of beer on many weekends. 
Frank and Albert have different parents, so they’re not 
brothers or stepbrothers, but consider each other as brothers. 
Frank marries Janice and they have two sons, Nathan and 
Scott. Frank’s family is treated to dinner at Albert’s house 
and vice versa. Scott and Nathan address Frank’s long-time 
friend as Uncle Albert, even though they never heard of the 
Beatles. When Albert marries Linda, the boys refer to her as 
Aunt Linda. This is not in any way unusual among 
acquaintances. 

In many families, a person calls his wife’s father, dad 
and her mother mom. Others might refer to them as Mr. and 
Mrs. Roper. A child may not address his father’s brother’s 
wife as aunt, but some will. I have known situations where 
the son of Jack will not call Jack’s brother’s wife, aunt, but 
perhaps address her as Mrs. Maria. Dad might be addressed 
as Father, Pa, Pops or even the old man. That last appellation 
is usually behind the dad’s back – if the kid knows what’s 
good for him. We may call our mother’s mom grandma or 
even a more affectionate name like Nana. There’s a lot of 
leeway here. 

A long time ago in a far off land, there lived a 
dragon. Actually it was just a few miles from where I reside 



  28

now and those beasts were only the nicknames of the high 
school teams. This was quite a while ago. I was teaching 
high school mathematics when the athletic director of the 
school I was at conversed with his uncle, who was a 
Monsignor at a nearby parish. I soon became the grade 
school basketball coach. At the school there was a physical 
education teacher named Gerry Dworzanowselitanski – not 
his real name, but close. He may have been Edy’s brother. I 
would have listed his real name, but I don’t remember it, but 
it did end in ski and had a great many of the two letters z and 
w – pronounced as a v. This was before Vanna White’s time. 
To show respect and make it easier for the students – after 
all, they were only kids – the boys addressed the guy who 
had almost all the letters of the alphabet in his surname as 
Mr. Gerry. The physics teacher, Mr. Ng knew of his own 
plight.  Regarding Mr. Gerry, you can see where all this is 
going as immediately the basketball players called me Mr. 
Bob, which was fine with me. 

Greg marries Tina and they have a daughter, May. 
When Greg abandons Tina, the latter and May move into an 
apartment and Tina meets and eventually marries Jeff, who 
soon adopts May. It’s not long before May and Jeff are faced 
with Tina’s departure from the scene – for good. That word 
has a double meaning here. 

Far away in another state, the happily married Kate 
and Al have a son, Don. Al decides to join a monastery and 
won’t tell Kate or Don which one, so he is never heard from 
again. The two of them move to the city in which Jeff and 
May live. One weekend at a garage sale, Jeff and Kate meet. 
Within two years, they marry. The question is: What is the 
relation between May and Don? How about a new diagram? 
To try to clarify matters, I’ll leave out last names – think of 
them as Cher, Beyonce, Bono, Prince, Carlos, Judas, Peter 
and Paul. The gray background indicates someone split. The 
May in italics indicates that Jeff adopted her. 
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Greg c May 
m    
Tina   
   
Tina   
m    
Jeff  May 
   
Kate c Don 
m   
Al   
   
Kate   
m   
Jeff   

     
This diagram gets a bit complicated and brings up a 

question about the sequential order of marriages. This we 
can resolve by going down the page: the first one at the top 
and the latest at the bottom. As far as including in our 
diagram a Ménage à Trois, you’ll have to ask someone else 
or figure it out for yourself. 

Getting back to the question about how Don and May 
are related, to call May and Don cousins is the wrong answer 
and a copout. Since Jeff adopted May, we wouldn’t be 
wrong to call them half siblings or stepsiblings. That may not 
even be a valid designation, but you get the idea. Personally, 
I prefer brother and sister, not unlike my choice of Uncle 
Robert and Aunt Ellie, earlier. 

My mom’s sister married a guy, my Uncle Tim. This 
Aunt of mine died quite young and subsequently my Uncle 
Tim married my mom’s cousin – let’s call her Frances. As 
discussed earlier, my mom’s cousin could be called my Aunt 
Frances, even though for me she is a cousin once removed. 
Would my Uncle Tim be a double Uncle or a combination of 
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Uncle and cousin once removed? These things can really get 
involved and confusing. 

I’m no longer on Facebook, but when I was, I heard 
from a woman named Kathi mentioning that we could be 
related. She said she’d look into it but I didn’t hear from her 
again. Since I changed my email address, she could have a 
tough time contacting me. In her correspondence, she offered 
that maybe we were cousins forty-seven times removed. 
Because of the different generations that would be involved, 
this seems physically impossible without a time machine. 
One of us would have to be living in the eighteenth century 
or even before. But wait – I spent some time thinking about 
this. 

If a woman eventually has a dozen children, one of 
the older ones, say Florence, could marry and bring forth a 
child named Claire, before the last of Florence’s brothers is 
born. Let call him Jon. The result could be that Uncle Jon is 
younger than Claire. This isn’t that uncommon. With Claire 
and Jon, things get interesting. It’s now time to throw in 
some cougars and rhinos. The former are older women who 
go after the younger guys while rhinos are their counterpart – 
older men who chase younger women. Does Anthony Quinn 
or Demi Moore come to mind? By the addition of a few 
cougars and rhinos into the family – we’ll house train them 
later – we now have the possibility of cousins quite a few 
times removed living at the same time. Isn’t this fun? 

Here are a few more possible designations for those 
cousins somewhat removed: 

an almost cousin 
a cousin removed, but not that much – this could be a
 cousin twice removed as opposed to one four
 times removed 
approximate cousin 
more or less cousin 
sort of a cousin 
pseudo cousin 
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semi cousin 
weekend cousin 
Facebook cousin 
generic cousin 
cusin – note: one letter was removed from cousin 
cuzin – note: two letters removed 
kuzin – note: three letters removed 
kuzyn – note: four letters removed 
kzn – note: five letters removed 

The last five ideas fit well with the removal thing and it 
appears that the final choice could be quite appropriate for 
Twitter. 

Oh, by the way, referring back a few chapters, I don’t 
need to be called great nephew.   
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5.  Strangers on a Train 
 

Alfred Hitchcock was one of my favorite directors 
and the title of this chapter is also that of one of his greatest 
movies, in my opinion. It’s a 1947 black and white flick 
starring Farley Granger and Robert Walker, in which a 
socialite and athlete meet on a train. The former brings up a 
scheme in which each of them can commit murder and get 
away with it. Raymond Chandler wrote the screenplay and 
that’s all I’ll say about Strangers on a Train. 

Besides the members of your family, you may also be 
able to get genealogy information from non-family members, 
such as friends and co-workers. You need not meet them on 
a train or bus. I’ve known of many situations where getting 
news of a relative is more easily obtained from a friend or 
distant relative than from a brother or sister, even if it’s not 
genealogical stuff. 

When I was on Facebook, I was contacted by a few 
people who thought we were could be related. You may 
recall the woman named Kathi from a previous chapter and 
the forty-seventh cousin possibility, but she wasn’t the only 
one. Just entering your surname might bring up a few 
possible relatives. In your follow-up contact with these 
people, just mention your big inheritance and you’ll see that 
you found more relatives than you ever imagined. You can 
do Internet searches – there are so many possibilities – and 
may find relatives. Of course, they may not be able to help 
you with your family tree, but you might have a place to go 
and won’t have to cook on Thanksgiving. 

A few months ago I saw a death notice in the Sunday 
Buffalo News for a person named Pacholski. My mom’s 
mother’s maiden name was also Pacholski, although it may 
have been spelled Pachulski or Pacholska, so I figured this 
family was related to us. Obtaining the names of family 
members in the obituary and checking the telephone book, I 
found some addresses and wrote a letter or two. A few weeks 
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later, a woman named Kathy – whom I mentioned earlier – 
emailed me that indeed, she was a cousin. She sent a few 
photos of her relatives as well as family information, which I 
didn’t have. 

People save death notices in most families and I had 
a few so I recreated more branches of our family tree. If you 
do this, you’ll have answers but still a few questions. It also 
applied in my case. One couple I had always addressed as 
Uncle Bob and Aunt Tillie and I assumed that the former 
was a cousin of my dad. I’m quite sure that he is my cousin 
once removed, but I still called him Uncle Bob. His surname 
matched that of some people in the Albany area, who I met 
years ago, including the two sisters I referred to earlier, 
Henrietta and Emily. 

At the time, my older brother was studying 
philosophy and theology at St. Hyacinth College and 
Seminary before being ordained a Franciscan priest. My 
mom, dad, my other siblings and I visited this future 
clergyman and either before we crossed the Hudson River or 
maybe it was after our visit, my dad looked up some people 
who last names matched that of Uncle Bob. Included in this 
search were two sisters – their names were now different 
because of their marriages. In early 2012, Aunt Henrietta 
died and I found the obituary online. 

I should point out that my father should have been an 
investigative journalist for finding these cousins on that trip, 
but there’s more. In the early 1990s, he discovered some 
more cousins right in the Buffalo area. It turned out that my 
dad’s cousin – really a half cousin, but let’s leave it at cousin 
– had been adopted so he had a different surname. I wonder 
how he found that adopted name and came upon this family. 
At that point, I had a few more cousins. If you work on a 
genealogy, with each passing day, you have more cousins. 

I was soon in contact with Jane, Aunt Henrietta’s 
daughter-in-law. I also sent a letter to Aunt Henrietta’s 
daughter, Judy – if you’re keeping track, Judy, Jane’s 
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husband, Fred and I are second cousins – to see if either 
could fill me in on more details. That was in the spring of 
2012 and Jane did a yeoman job in finding out handful of 
details, even though she didn’t have to do so. 

As you may have figured out, I retrieved dates, 
names and other details from Jane and the death notice. In 
your search, some obituaries list a great many names of 
relatives even if there are no specific dates for them. There 
could be a birth date of the deceased and you can figure out 
from it other details such as a relationship between two 
people such as Aunt Veronica and Uncle Jughead. You may 
be able to rule out certain connections based on dates and the 
ages of people. Of course, don’t forget that two siblings 
could be fifteen years apart or more – you’re aware of 
second marriages and don’t forget those rhinos. 

Some newspapers keep death notices online for quite 
a while, while others may only have it available for a few 
weeks. Then it’s archived, meaning you have to pay for 
information. If the inquiry cost were a one-time thing, it 
would be worthwhile. You may be able to get around the 
expense by getting what you want from microfiche, available 
at libraries. Your local library may have past newspapers 
stored this way and you need to know the date and do a bit of 
searching. If they charge you for looking, ask if you can 
donate to the library and have the fee waived – forever. You 
might be able to procure data by searching other relevant 
announcements on microfiche. As you can see, effort is 
involved, but it could help you obtain pieces of the puzzle 
that you’re after. 

Besides the microfiche at the library, the librarian 
may be able to assist you in your genealogy quest. She may 
not give you specific advice but could offer a few books that 
you could use. The materials you could check out are 
numerous – you may even find a worthwhile DVD or video. 
As far as books go, I can’t recommend any because I only 
read a few and they weren’t that helpful. I don’t recommend 
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obtaining any book from Amazon before verifying that it’s 
worth the cost. 

 Government records, such as from your town or city 
close by, have loads of information. Some of it may be what 
you’re looking for. When I applied for my mom’s Medicaid, 
I had to go downtown and procure a marriage certificate for 
my parents as well as a sibling’s birth certificate.  That office 
can provide documents as well as offer names and dates or 
where to find information.      

Other sources of information are census data and 
military records. If you insist that none of your parents or 
grandparents were in the military, you can still check into 
draft records, which could provide dates and names. The 
draught records probably won’t be helpful unless your 
family owns a brewery. My dad was in the Civilian 
Conservation Corps (CCC) in Tennessee so I could check 
their records.   

My dad’s father had a son by his first wife – not my 
dad’s mother – who was shot and died in Chicago. The 
unlucky victim was my uncle or half uncle (maybe, 
stepuncle.) I’ll call him my uncle and he had a son whose 
last name ended in na, whereas my grandfather’s name 
ended in ek, just like mine, as expected. Why the difference? 
This happened because my cousin was adopted. I mentioned 
the name in our family that could have been Pacholski, 
Pachulski or Pachulska for a few reasons. In Polish cultures, 
a surname ending in the letter i refers to the male, while the 
last letter of the surname might be changed to an a for a 
female, but not always. Why do we have both Pacholski and 
Pachulski? Perhaps someone just decided to modify the 
spelling of his name or someone just misspelled it. You 
know how hard it is to spell Polish names. 

I have a cousin with a surname of Swacen, who has a 
sister and brother whose name is Swapceinski. The father of 
the three spelled his name Szwabczynski. Is it possible that a 
person who spelled his name directly above changed it to 
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Schwab? I went to high school with a guy having that 
surname. Changing your name to Smith will make it much 
more difficult when any genealogy venture is begun. 
Discovering pieces of your family tree will be much easier if 
your name ends in iak rather than if it’s Jones. Relative to 
our family tree, thank God I’m Polish. A friend of mine’s 
surname begins with Mc and he tells me he’s one hundred 
percent Polish. I’ll revisit these percentage claims about 
family later. 



  37

6.  Cellular 
 
The movie, Cellular, came out in 2004 and I 

thoroughly recommend it. I’m not that crazy about 
technology – I don’t even own a cell phone, iPad or Kindle – 
but this motion picture was truly clever. I won’t say too 
many more bad things about Microsoft, Apple or the 
Internet. You can read about those thoughts in my other 
books. 

Any way you look at it, too many people are addicted 
to cell phones and their PCs and / or derivatives. When that 
last word refers to investing, that’s one nasty word, which 
doesn’t improve very much when it’s being used in our 
discussion. Unfortunately, if you swear off all technology, 
you won’t have a car to drive, a washer and dryer to handle 
your dirty clothes, a TV to watch – ok, so it’s not always bad 
news – and your friends won’t text you. However, we can 
live without many features of technology. 

When it comes to getting information for family 
trees, technology might provide some data that you can use. 
In the spring of 2012, I changed my email provider. That 
took a great deal of time and effort. One of my tasks was to 
go through my email folders and decide what to save. I had a 
genealogy folder and it included an email with a web site 
that had information on relatives of mine. They were distant, 
but still family. I went to this family web site and it appears 
that it’s not unlike the roads near my home – still under 
construction. Maybe some day it will be ready for the public. 

There are numerous ancestry websites. All you have 
to do is a search on the Internet for genealogy or ancestry. 
I’m not convinced that they’ll give you much information for 
your investment dollar. If you find a good one, email me. I’ll 
have more to say on these sites later. What they might do is 
provide a template and not much else. I did a web search for 
genealogy templates and there were quite a few, but all were 
deficient, as I pointed out earlier. For a limited type of family 
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tree, they’ll suffice, but part of the picture will be missing. It 
depends on what you want. 

For more genealogical information, technology can 
be helpful in your family tree discoveries. You can find 
names and dates using other methods, such as Facebook, 
Twitter, LinkedIn, Myspace or someone else’s space and 
other places that will be created soon. If you have no account 
on any of these, you may still have the option of email, 
texting, instant messaging or cell phone contact. If you don’t 
use a computer or own one of those phone gadgets, you’ll be 
limited in your options, but you can still obtain information 
from other sources as mentioned in earlier chapters. 

If you don’t have a computer or library card, go to 
your local branch and sign up for the latter and ask the 
librarian how to use the computer. She’ll be real happy! I can 
help you somewhat here and you won’t have to reveal all 
you most intimate secrets by joining Facebook. You may 
want to begin by getting an email account. With it you’ll be 
able to get in touch with people who you haven’t talked to in 
years – and it’s free. On second thought, you can get much 
information without an email account. 

Since you’re searching for people, start to do Internet 
searches. You can do a Goodsearch – use it instead of 
Google. You list your favorite charity, doing it once, and 
each time you look for something on the web, a donation is 
made. I hope this isn’t a scam. With it you can look for 
people. I taught with John in Binghamton, some time ago. 
He went to the seminary and became a priest, but I continued 
to keep in touch with him, even attending the twenty-fifth 
anniversary of his ordination. Sometime between that day 
and the day we met, he was struck with pancreatic cancer. 
He overcame it and whenever we got together, he seemed to 
be doing well. 

I didn’t hear from him for some time – that wasn’t 
really that unusual. I found the Internet site for his parish and 
his name wasn’t there. I thought he may have been 



  39

transferred someplace else. Doing a web search, I found his 
obituary. Sadly, he died in June 2010. 

A few weeks ago, I decided to do a search for a girl I 
went to grade school with. She was only there for the eighth 
grade term, if I’m not mistaken. Her name wasn’t Smith, but 
rather ended in icz, so I figured I had a chance. I was still on 
Facebook, so I tried looking for her there. I found a woman, 
with the same name, but I believe she was in France, so I 
ruled her out. I then did a generic web locate and found a 
July 2011 obituary in the Chicago area for what could have 
been my former classmate. Why is it that my searches 
always wind up retrieving death notices? I thought that 
maybe she came from Chicago originally and then moved 
back there. I noticed that her age agreed with mine, so maybe 
she graduated elementary school with me. I should add that I 
discovered that my father’s side of the family had a 
gentleman with a surname that matched my classmate’s. I 
wrote to the funeral home and they replied that this woman 
went to grammar school in the Chicago area. Because of the 
last name ending in icz, it’s still possible that my former 
classmate is a relative. One of my aunts may have some 
insight on these two people with the same surname. 

For our high school class reunion, I tried Internet 
searches – some through Facebook – for two classmates 
whose surnames gave me a chance of finding them. I found 
addresses for both – the states they were living in seemed to 
agree with where they were rumored to have moved. Each 
was the about the same age as me, so our class sent them 
invitations to the reunion. We heard from neither, but 
perhaps I actually did locate at least one of them. 

On an occasion or two, I located people I had known 
by using Facebook. For the ones I tried but couldn’t find, 
people with the same surname came to the screen, but on a 
follow up query, the respondent said he was too young to be 
the person I was looking for. Some people didn’t reply, 
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maybe they weren’t the individuals I sought, or they didn’t 
want to hear from me again. You can run but you can’t hide. 

Just a note of warning: if you use Twitter, you may 
come up with someone whose name is given as fr s with a 
birth date of 12, leaving much to be desired. That number 
could be the month, day, year or could even represent 
January 2nd. I never tweeted outside of when I coached 
basketball and avoided Myspace and some of the other 
similar sites. My experience with LinkedIn indicated that it 
was for business purposes exclusively. Since I was retired 
and didn’t want a job or any referrals or recommendations, I 
left that business network. It doesn’t mean you should avoid 
these places. 

Sometime in 2011, I found family notes online by 
looking at census records of a few years back. I can’t tell you 
exactly how I obtained the data, but for a search of this kind, 
the site provides the names of residents of a household, 
which include a mother, father, their children and perhaps 
even the grandma of the kids, maybe even a boarder. The age 
of each member of the household is also given. It won’t 
provide you with any birth dates, but the names and ages can 
tell you if you found the right family. If you’re sure that John 
was born in 1915 and the 1920 census website lists his age as 
either four or five, you have agreement on his date of birth. 
On the other hand, if the site says his age is three or six, 
there is an obvious discrepancy. The site has wrong 
information or you have the wrong family. 

In either case, you may be able to find a birth record 
that would confirm matters or explain a discrepancy, if there 
is one. I haven’t used birth records – online or otherwise – so 
I can’t tell you what you’d need to complete your search. It 
could involve some trial and error. In the case of a 
discrepancy, don’t insist that your date is incorrect while that 
of the census is infallible. After all, where does the census 
data come from? Someone in the family submitted the 
information. He may have left someone out, had an incorrect 
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date or even tried to have some fun with a bit of 
manipulation – some kind of fabrication. It could have been 
accidental or otherwise. 

If the census has an individual listed that you don’t 
have in your genealogy, the child may have died young. 
Going back to the 1910 census or forward to the one in 1930 
may provide a clue. Searching death records may give 
insight as well as the date of death. Shortly after my mom 
died, I entered her name in an online death certificate search, 
but it produced no results. Doing the same for my dad gave 
the date of his death, but the year of his birth was wrong – it 
wasn’t even close. Did I mention that family trees could be a 
challenge?  

 Not one to give up easily, I tried doing the census 
thing with an ancestry website more recently, but didn’t have 
the same luck. I began, but was soon directed to another page 
that was the same one I encountered before, where they 
asked you for your credit card. I wasn’t going to get stung 
again, so I had to find another method of obtaining census 
data. If you do a web search for census data, there’ll be a site 
with, The complete U. S. census collection 1790-1930. 
There’s also a site that points out that the individual census 
data most recently released to the public was the 1940 
census. And yet, we are already seventy years past that.  

A short time after that, I talked to a woman at my 
local library. She mentioned the Buffalo Library website and 
before long I figured I’d give it a try. Sure enough, I found 
information when I entered my paternal grandfather’s name. 
That’s the good news. The bad news is that when I entered 
another family surname or two, the results didn’t match our 
family. This is what was in front of me on my PC when I 
entered one of those names. 
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As you can see, we’re going to need an interpreter.  

What we would prefer it to look like is what follows on the 
next page. 
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From the last two pages – each is only part of the 
entire document, but what is shown is plenty – you probably 
notice a problem.  I see more than one. Besides the 
unreadable results in the first, the second brings up a 
question for me. You’ll notice that these census pages are all 
hand written, in cursive. When I saw that first page, I wanted 
to curse. The two are not printed, done with a typewriter or 
PC. That being so, when I enter a surname, how does the 
system arrive at someone that matches what I keyed? It 
appears that there’s another file – connected to these pages – 
with the data in a form that facilitates our searching. 

Earlier I emphasized that the household member 
filling out the census may not have gotten everything right. 
Someone then took that input and transferred it to another 
file. Third, that file was then translated into another one so 
that we could try to locate members of our family. These 
three steps have the capability of arriving at some 
questionable information, not unlike the results when a book 
is translated from French into English. 

Getting back to what I found, the census indicated 
that my father had three more sisters – aunts to me – that I 
wasn’t aware of. Maybe they ran away from home and 
joined the circus. More realistically, they could have been 
given up for adoption, sent to live with some relatives or 
died very young. I figured searching the 1930 census could 
give an answer or two, but on the search page at the left are 
the words, 1930 (partial). If you guessed that my subsequent 
search came up empty, you’re right. An option might be to 
search for death certificates, but I have to find the database 
to do that. One thing I did get was the phone number of the 
records department in Buffalo which may be able to help me. 
I just have to call. 

In that search for my grandfather in the 1920 census, 
my father’s name wasn’t found there as one of the children, 
but there was a line for a person named Stephen. Since that 
was my father’s middle name and from names and dates of 
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the others, I concluded that I had found the right family. 
Why wasn’t my dad’s first name listed there? Perhaps my 
grandfather picked the name and my grandmother didn’t like 
it, so when she filled out the census, she used Stephen. Still, 
one has to wonder. 

I entered the same search for 1910, and there were a 
few Swiateks, but nothing for my grandfather, unless he had 
changed his name. Perhaps he didn’t fill out the census 
because his home was never sent one or he never saw it or 
didn’t believe in surveys – I don’t either – so he just tossed 
it. According to the 1920 census, Grandpa John came to the 
United States in 1905. Being a recent immigrant and not that 
familiar with English, he may not have known what was sent 
in the mail. There are a host of reasons why his name 
couldn’t be found in the 1910 census. From the 1920 census 
his wife, my grandma Mary, arrived in this country in 1902, 
but that date could be off. Checking the passenger lists of 
those arriving at Ellis Island may not give me any more 
information. 

In the spring of 2012, PBS had a nature program on 
called Changing Seas: No Fish Left Uncounted. The 
mission of a group of scientists was to count the fish in a 
small area in Dry Tortugas National Park, one of the few 
national parks that’s mostly underwater. It’s not far from 
Key West and various groups of divers were working 
together on a census mission. Their quest was highlighted by 
the use of technology, since to come up with an actual count 
was illogical, impossible and impractical. One of their main 
goals was to see if fish populations had deteriorated, stayed 
the same or were improving. 

Just as this seafood census is limited, so also is the 
United States Census. As I mentioned, the information on the 
census website has been entered, copied over to another file 
and then translated into a huge database. This situation 
doesn’t assure accuracy just as any counts obtained are only  
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going to be estimates. It doesn’t mean we can’t use a census 
in filling out pieces of our family tree, though.   

I mentioned the library web site, and it has quite a 
few sources of information, including a link for Ancestry 
Library.  Clicking on that link, I see the words, Available at 
all library locations, so I’ll had to visit my branch for that. 
There must be an easier way. Anyway, I went to the library 
and they have more up-to-date information for the 1930 and 
1940 censuses, as well as a few other possibilities. On a 
couple visits to the branch library, I tried a few census 
searches using my grandfather’s name and came up with a 
few more aunts and uncles of mine – three to be exact. The 
1930 census showed additional children named Paulette, 
Alphonse and Gerry. 

This new information got me thinking. On many 
occasions people asked me if I had a relative named George, 
Pat or Francine. I mentioned that one of the two females was 
my sister and the inquirer indeed knew her from high school.  
In reply to the others asking, I mentioned that my 
grandfather had at least three wives. He also had at least one 
girlfriend, as far as I know, so George could be a relative. 
Until my library visit I didn’t realize how close to the truth 
my words may have been.      

It appears as though my dad had more brothers and 
sisters than I thought. I guess that’s good news, but where 
did all these children go? I’ll have to do a great deal more 
research. There’s bad news as well. These library visits of 
mine failed to find too much valuable information on my 
other relatives. I entered a first name, last name, the city of 
Buffalo, New York and even my guess of a birth date. The 
result was pages and pages of data. But it wasn’t relevant 
since it listed people with a first name other than what I 
keyed. Maybe I just am not using the sites correctly. It’s also 
possible that whoever designed the site left much to be 
desired. 
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To help fill out your family tree, you can do as I have 
and contact people by writing them, calling them or 
emailing. My brother’s friend, Father Jerome, died, and the 
latter was in charge of a checking account in Japan. That 
government handles bank matters differently than our 
country. My brother mentioned that some of his compatriots 
were trying to have the money moved to the coffers of 
Franciscan priests in Japan. You know how pricey things are 
in that nation. The only person who could help speed up this 
process was Father Jerome’s nephew, whose name was 
somehow connected to the checking account.  Unfortunately, 
this person couldn’t be reached. My brother mentioned that 
the nephew may be living in England and I suggested that 
the other Franciscans try some of the searches I mentioned in 
this chapter. When later asking my brother about the 
continuing search, he said he wasn’t involved but that others 
were working on it. 

Another option is to do a web search based on a 
person’s name, looking for his website. My site was 
developed ten years ago and at the time, there were nowhere 
near as many as there are today. You could look to see if 
Bubba Zachalewski has a website by going to the world wide 
web and keying bubbazachalewski.com. Don’t tell me you 
never heard of him – he’s a Polish redneck. I’m not sure if he 
has a site. You can do that with any name. Make sure to spell 
it correctly – good luck. Be thankful you’re not checking for 
the website of Dworzanowselitanski-Kulikanistan. 

My website isn’t www.bobswiatek.com, but 
bobcooks.com, since the first book I had published was a 
cookbook, now out of print. My initial idea was to include on 
the web site an image of the cover of the book, a few recipes 
from it and some relevant information. I’ve added a new 
recipe almost every month over the years. Since I like to 
cook, I thought the name I selected was a good choice. One 
day I wanted to visit my website so I keyed the name but left 
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out the letter s. I found out that there’s an artist with the 
name of Bob Cook as well as a musician in Canada. 

You may have heard of the PBS program, History 
Detectives. In many regards, it resembles Antiques 
Roadshow, insofar as it does checking in the same vein as 
the aforementioned flea market fiasco, but without the cash-
craving citizens. Loaded with various credentials, Wes 
Cowan (auctioneer, appraiser), Elyse Luray (appraiser, art 
historian), Eduardo Pagan (the Bob Stump Endowed Professor of 
History at Arizona State University), Gwen Wright (professor 
of architecture, author, architectural advisor) and Tukufu 
Zuberi (professor of sociology, author) set out on a journey 
to investigate the authenticity of some document or artifact. 
At the end of the study, after a great deal of checking and 
talking to people in the know, they don’t always come to a 
definite conclusion about what gem they are asked to 
research. The added bonus is that not only are these four 
individuals investigators, they are also teachers, and they do 
mention genealogy. You can email them questions about it. I 
did but have yet to receive a reply. Maybe they only check 
their email every six months. 

There are numerous tools to get data from the 
Internet. Just remember that information there can’t always 
be trusted. Also, you may have to bring out your credit card. 
I suggest trying all others options first before having to pay 
for information. Above all, be cautious.   
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7.  October Sky 
 

Genealogies can be relatively simple – yeah, that’ll 
happen – or quite complex. Let’s show a simple one starting 
out with Chris Jones. His or her parents are Howard Jones 
and Yvette Smith. Chris’s siblings are Tom, Dick and Harry. 
Doing a graph with Howard and Yvette at the top and the 
grandchildren at the bottom, we might have this picture. 

 
    Howard 

Jones 
+ Yvette 

Smith     
                                                                 6/15/70 

           
Chris 
Jones 

+ Pat 
Olson 

 Tom 
Jones 

 Dick 
Jones 

 Harry 
Jones 

+ Ceil 
Moran 

8/12/93      12/4/94 

           
Carol  Bob      Alice  Ted 

 
There’s a great deal of information here, but we 

could also include birth dates and death dates as well. If Tom 
and Dick were married, we could then include their spouses 
and subsequent children. Once the great grandchildren 
appeared, a line underneath would bring them into the 
picture. This appears to be a diagram just like the pyramids 
of Egypt. Adding biographies with photos is a bit more 
complicated. 

If we now bring in the parents of Howard and those 
of Yvette – which I’m not going to illustrate (use your 
imagination) – and their parents as well, it looks like we 
have another pyramid at the top, but it’s upside down, with 
the points touching in the center. This may appear to 
resemble an hourglass, but it will rapidly become something 
else once we add in siblings and spouses of both Howard and 
Yvette as well as those of each of their parents. It can be 
done, but it could be hard to follow. A small example of this 
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is a generation of the Smith family and Colvin clan. This is 
from actual documents with a few name changes.  

John Smith xxxxxxxxx Lenny Smith  
married    
Dolores Jones   
   
John Smith  Harry Smith  
married   Leon Smith  
Marilyn Johnson  Stella Smith 
  Ira Smith  
  Ava Smith  
  Erin Smith 
  Paulette Smith  
  Alphonse Smith 
  Gerry Smith  
   
John Smith   
married    

Valerie Knudsen   

   

Albert Colvin  Fiona Colvin 

married  Ray Colvin 

Doris Lewis  Evelyn Colvin 

  Judy Colvin 

  Maria Colvin 
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Outside of the name changes, it represents the union 

of my mom and dad in matrimony. One Colvin stands for my 
mom and one Smith for my dad. You just have to figure out 
the players, but it really isn’t important. What you’ll note is 
that the diagram doesn’t seem complicated, but quite a few 
brothers, sisters and spouses of those listed above aren’t 
found in the SGD. What if we added them and the children 
of those on the right side? What you would have is a 
massive, unreadable mess.  

If you haven’t seen the Tom Cruise movie, October 
Sky, don’t waste your time. It came out a few years ago, but 
I decided to not spend any effort researching the date it was 
produced. It was only memorable to me in one way – one 
really bad, bad movie. I’ve heard some critic rave about the 
flick, saying he loved it, but didn’t know what was going on. 
That’s what the extras on a DVD are for – to explain matters. 
If you watch the DVD and the special features and the 
picture starts to make sense, it’s still not a movie that I would 
recommend. 

October Sky turns out to be a huge mess, just like 
the genealogy of Howard and Yvette that includes children, 
grandchildren, spouses, brothers, sisters, grandparents and 
great grandparents. It won’t be any simpler if Chris had 
married Johnny Carson, Tom had wed Elizabeth Taylor and 
Harry tied the knot with Zsa Zsa Gabor. Capturing the family 
buildup isn’t easy if we try to capture it all on a single page, 
even if only for three generations. If one of Howard and 
Yvette’s in-laws has ten brothers and sisters and another has 
enough brothers and sisters for a co-ed softball team, it may 
be time to have someone else work on the genealogy. As you 
can see without these added twists, the result is geneaphobia. 
It will look like the work of a dozen spiders, whether they’re 
related or not. I wouldn’t want to try to decipher the chart, let 
alone graph it. 
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If both Howard and Yvette had fewer children, the 
picture would improve, but only slightly. Have I mentioned 
divorce, remarrying, adopted children and the Mormon 
allowance factor? They may have to be accounted for in the 
family discovery process. My proposal of chapter 2 seems to 
be a better approach. 

Stepping aside from this discussion for a brief 
moment, you’re out for a walk day and you run into 
Winship, a classmate from nautical school. You catch up on 
family and then mention that you’ll write him a check for 
$10,000 provided he honors your request. He has to set aside 
kind of a payback one day at a time for the month of 
February, which in the year at hand has only twenty-eight 
days, unlike 2012 

The two of you can head over to his bank and deposit 
the check and all he has to do is give you one cent the first 
day, two the next, then four – in effect doubling the amount 
with each passing day until the month ends. He agrees on the 
proposition and you now have him snookered. He’s a real 
sucker, probably better described as an all month sucker. 
What follows is a depiction of what Winship will wind up 
paying for the month. Each of the numbers represent cents. 

 
1 2 4 8 16 32 64 

128 256 512 1024 2048 4096 8192 
16384 32768 65536 131072 262144 524288 1048576 

2097152 4194304 8388608 16777216 33554432 67108864 134217728 
 

I hope all the calculations are correct, but note that 
the last number in cents represents $1,342,177.28, no small 
amount of change. You could even be kind enough to say he 
needn’t pay any amount except for that of February 28th and 
you’d even round that amount down to the nearest dollar. 
Aren’t you generous? You may ask what relevance this has 
to our genealogy, since Winship is not related, as far as we 
know. Actually, I worked with a gentleman of that name a 
few years ago in Massachusetts. 
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In the above diagram, we’ll omit the number in row 1 
column 1 but use all the remaining numbers to represent our 
family. The number of parents we have is in row 1 column 2, 
grandparents is in row 1 column 3, great grandparents is in 
row 1 column 4 and the number in row 4 column 7 – if I 
counted properly – represents the number of our great great 
great great great great great great great great great great great 
great great great great great great great great great great great 
great  grandparents. As you can see, this number indicates 
quite a few people. Note that there are no decimal points 
involved in that last number. It’s more than one hundred 
thirty-four million. If you were to add up all the numbers for 
the month and I did the math correctly, that sum will be one 
less than twice 134,217,728, a number in the neighborhood 
of two hundred sixty-eight million. .  

This progression of numbers as seen in the above 
table has an astonishment factor similar to that of the idea of 
compound interest. You may recall the episode of Seinfeld 
when George came upon an old savings account book of his 
– young people ask your teacher or parents about this. By 
investing small amounts each month, a small investment will 
grow quite well. Costanza’s balance wasn’t in the hundreds 
of thousands of dollars or even the tens of thousands, but he 
had a few hundred bucks there at his disposal. This monthly 
table of numbers will come up again later.   
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8.  Doubt 
 

Meryl Streep and Philip Seymour Hoffman starred in 
the 2008 movie, Doubt, which looks into the questionable 
relationship between a priest in a Bronx Catholic school and 
a troubled student. In our family tree investigation, that title 
illuminates what stands in the way of completion of much of 
the genealogical picture as possible. 

We can get names and dates, but how do we know if 
they’re always accurate. Newspapers make mistakes – we’re 
well aware of that – but they’re the source of birth and death 
notices, so any information we find in these two places could 
be in error. I have a death announcement from the Buffalo 
News that my brothers, sister and I put together when my 
mom died in December 2011, and we checked and verified 
to make sure it was error free, more than once. When my 
sister and I presented what we had to the gentleman at the 
funeral home, he said he’d check it and email me any 
corrections. I could do a final once over to make sure it was 
factual in every way. He completed his end of the deal. That 
was on a Saturday and I only check my email on Monday, 
Wednesday and Friday, but I made a note to log on for that 
last task. Sometimes we forget – especially in trying times – 
and it just slipped my mind. As a result, the obituary was 
transmitted to the paper by the funeral director. 

It seemed that everything was in order insofar as no 
one told me that we had any error in the News 
announcement. Sometime in early 2012, I noticed that my 
older brother, the priest, had his name in the notice followed 
by OSM Conv. To be exactly precise, it should been OFM 
Conv. Order of Friars Minor Conventual, commonly known 
as the Conventual Franciscans, is a branch of the order 
founded in 1209 by Francis of Assisi, to which my brother 
belongs. 

Birth and death certificates might not be error free, 
but do you believe the data you retrieve from a census is 
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infallible? Only the pope can guarantee that and he probably 
can’t help you in your family tree, even if he is Polish. I 
mentioned people who changed their names. This could help, 
but also make the situation more difficult. We’ll have to 
delve into what we have. 

Beware of some relatives. Common sense presents 
you with some answers. If fibber Uncle Barrabas says that 
Uncle Bubba was born in Chicago on February 10, 1931 and 
you find the same information in his obituary, most likely 
Uncle Barrabas is giving you the facts this time. If there’s a 
discrepancy, you could check with another source or trust 
what facts are in the death notice. 

Suppose you have a genealogy that someone before 
you started. You may be thankful for the head start and it 
may have loads of information, but what if some of it is 
flawed? I think inheriting a search in family history is a great 
blessing – maybe the way this whole matter should be 
approached – but be aware of what you’ve taking over. You 
may be better off starting from ground zero. Recreating the 
past may be part fiction – it’s what we think happened. You 
probably know all about Rashomon.  

As I said, you can’t hide the truth. Unfortunately, it 
may take years to determine exactly what that entails. I read 
a great many books, in my quest to learn. Most books I read 
are non-fiction, but there’s much truth in novels, especially 
the good ones. James Michener and John Grisham come to 
mind. They say that truth is stranger than fiction and I’m 
convinced of that. Reading a single book on a subject will 
present some insight.  Delving into a second work on the 
same topic starts to clear up the picture more but don’t stop 
there. Eventually the facts come out, even if not all the 
details. In a family tree you’ll need to put forth effort, but it 
may still leave you shaking your head. 

I mentioned the cousin forty-seven times removed 
and it appears we shouldn’t be too concerned about anyone 
who fits that description – probably because it’ll be close to 
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impossible to obtain any information about that person. I 
don’t know the person who offered this possibility, but she 
probably wasn’t aware of what a cousin forty-seven times 
removed happens to be. She’s definitely excused. Until a 
short time ago, I didn’t have a clue either.  The forty-seventh 
cousin is more realistic, but assuming a generation is thirty-
five years – this is according to the website, 
www.ldolphin.org – this takes us back to about the year 350 
a.d., about 1650 years ago.   

That many years for one generation may seem a bit 
high, but if we assume it’s twenty years, we’d still have to 
retreat almost a thousand years for information. There was 
no census, Internet or newspapers then, so good luck! Even 
if we say that a generation is fifteen years – throw in some 
marriages below the Mason-Dixon line, a few cougars, 
rhinos and some of those huge families with uncles and aunts 
younger than their nieces and nephews – the time period is 
about seven hundred years. Even if you found documents, 
how will you read them in the Dark Ages? It makes more 
sense to restrict our quest to cousins, second cousins and 
third cousins. That alone will be plenty to keep us busy. 

This simplifies matters and it makes sense. Should 
anyone spend so much time talking to a relative – even if she 
is a really distant cousin – when she describes others she 
knows who are related to us? Maybe, we should. As we’ve 
seen, the reliability of genealogy websites is flawed, as is 
what we obtain from so many other sources in cyberspace. I 
don’t think it really matters if we have a birth date for Uncle 
Miltie – doesn’t everyone have one? – as July 23, 1923 
rather than the actual date of July 22, 1923. Two dates of 
June 15, 1920 and June 15, 1930 is another story.  

Exact measurements aren’t all that important, 
whether we’re talking about genealogical numbers or even 
something like the time. If you ask someone what time it is 
and they reply, exactly one o’clock, you’re aware that the 
answer is only an approximation because only a clock that 
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has completely stopped is exactly right twice a day. If your 
watch is really precise, but off by a millionth of a second – 
it’s slow – it will never be exact, unless it has the ability to 
catch up. Then it will soon enough be ahead of the actual 
time, and always so for quite a while. In construction, you’re 
probably aware that two by fours are actually one and a half 
inches by three and a half inches. 

Before I leave this chapter, another movie comes up 
in the discussion, Wall Street. You can think of either the 
original or recent remake of the motion picture since both are 
all about greed, which is another challenge that you’ll face in 
uncovering your family genealogy. Not that long ago a great 
amount of interest was generated in looking into relatives 
who preceded us. That caused the creation of various 
websites to help us fill in the missing pieces of the puzzle. 
I’ve briefly mentioned my encounters – one of my short 
connections was with the leader of the pack. Nonetheless, 
here are a few sites that are available to you. 

 
name  per mo.  free trial  per year 
       
ancestry.com  $13-$25  14 days   $156 
       
archives.com  $40  7 days  $480 
       
genealogy.com    14 days   $70-$200  
       
worldvitalrecords.com  $6-$15  7 days  $40-$120 

 
This is only the beginning and from the diagram 

above, at any of these, there are different types of 
memberships. The first number in the per mo. column 
applies to use for a single month if you enroll for a year 
while the second number is the cost for only one month of 
usage. Two numbers in the per year column indicate U. S. as 
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well as World searching. If I had added a few more sites, it 
would have been even more confusing. Be thankful.  

When I tried two sites in my quest for family 
information – this doesn’t include my actions at the local 
library – even for the so-called free information, I had to 
provide my credit card. Some time ago one of the sites 
offered information free for a month, but you had to provide 
plastic with numbers and expiration dates on it. If you 
weren’t satisfied, you needed to cancel within two weeks. As 
you can see from the diagram, the trial period of some sites 
is less than that, but you’d probably have to cancel within a 
day or two. Lo and behold, on July 13, 2013, I saw one offer 
for free data for a trial period of three days. That was my 
lucky day because I refused to get involved. I’m not 
convinced any of these sites are anything but scams to make 
a quick buck.   

You can get information without having to pay for it, 
but may not find anything new. On the other hand, one of 
these bogus sites may present you with a great many names 
and dates, some of which is accurate, but there are other 
dates and names that apply to someone who’s not related to 
you, even remotely. It’s small consolation to realize that 
what you find in a three-hundred page book with all blank 
pages has as much reliable data as what you could find in 
one of your searches using some of these ancestry websites. 
In my last book I wrote about too much information, which 
seems to be what these sites are offering. No information is a 
great deal better than misinformation. These unreliable 
sources charge you – it’s not a small investment, either – all 
in the name of greed. I have nothing against making a living, 
but not this way. 
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9.  The Shipping News 
 

If you haven’t read the book representing the title of 
this chapter, I’d suggest the movie instead. I’m just kidding – 
you may like the book. I shouldn’t ever discourage people 
from reading. When I checked out the Annie Proulx novel, 
the librarian mentioned that I might not like the book. She 
was right and I should have figured out that something was 
missing by looking at the author’s surname, which seemed to 
be deficient as well. That wasn’t the reason though. I 
finished the book and it was interesting enough, but I had 
seen the movie, The Shipping News and decided to see it 
again. In my mind, the movie was better than the book. 
Don’t go by me – I’m not a critic, nor do I want to be one, of 
either books or flicks. 

Proulx’s book was a winner of the Pulitzer Prize and 
the National Book Award, so what do I know? If you’ve read 
the book or seen the movie or both, you know that Quoyle – 
that looks like too many vowels – played by Kevin Spacey, 
is a writer and he was on a journey, in more ways that one. 
The topic of this chapter is about why I went on my 
genealogical trip and why I decided to write this book. 

Perhaps my father’s quest on the Albany trip, while 
my brother was studying for the priesthood, planted the seed. 
If so, it took quite a few years before I began compiling the 
family tree. I started in earnest a few years ago when I 
inherited numerous family death notices at the time my 
siblings and I went through our parents’ documents. I would 
say that the time frame was about a half-dozen years ago, 
give or take a year or two in either direction. I think that 
description is quite precise. 

Another factor that may have triggered my family 
search was my inquisitive nature. I ask questions whenever 
I’m not sure of something – making sure they’re not dumb 
ones. The summer I joined the business world, I began as a 
programmer or computer programmer and before long my 
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title advanced to that of programmer analyst and then 
systems analyst, indicating that I had to look into things, see 
how they functioned and why they didn’t at times. It was all 
in a days work. 

Having a mathematical background anchored me in a 
world of common sense and logic. The two go together and 
you’ll see examples of that in my writing. Three of my most 
humorous books are about dumb things people say and do – 
there are plenty of examples of that. We’re all guilty to some 
degree and the stories defy logic and seem to be void of 
common sense. You’ll have a more difficult time in doing 
your family tree if you leave logic and reason behind. 

The first book I wrote wasn’t published until a few 
months ago – it took over thirty-five years before Computers 
For Smart People appeared as an ebook. From the time I 
began writing that book, there was a gap of almost of decade 
before I began my next book. It still hasn’t been published, 
but parts of it can be found in two of those funny books I 
mentioned before. Close to another ten years elapsed before I 
began my third work, a cookbook. It was the very first book 
I had published, done so in November 2002. It is now out-of-
print, but it was republished and over a year later that edition 
was unpublished. That’s a long story. In late 2011, the 
cookbook came out again, but only as an ebook. 

One of the significant pieces of advice that I was 
given at a 2002 writers conference outside Philadelphia was 
to write what you know. I’ve tried to do this, writing about 
technology, the environment, cooking, being an author, 
humor and work. A writer might work on one book at a time, 
but there have been times when I had a few going 
simultaneously. If you work with a royalty press – they pay 
you, not the other way around as in print-on-demand books – 
you could have galleys to go through while you are 
marketing the book that was published a year ago. 
Simultaneously, you could be writing another book. You 
have a few things going. While all this is happening, you 
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may begin to have thoughts about a project or two down the 
line. As you can see, this might involve four or five works. 

Once I began our family tree and narrowed its 
representation to the website approach, I had thoughts about 
translating that into a book, with one web page becoming a 
page of the book. With each family – one generation – I’d 
add page numbers for referring back as well as one or more 
for going forward. I also thought about photos and 
biographies, asking family members to write something 
about themselves as well as about relatives they were more 
familiar with than I was. That went over real well. 

My family tree was going along with activity at times 
but not so much for extended periods. From what I have 
written so far, the task is never-ending and you could spend 
twenty hours a day on it. If you did so and saw little gained, 
you would be justified is being less than enthusiastic. If you 
had a full-time job and family, you’d be limited in the time 
you spent to the project. I found the effort to be a great deal 
of fun, exciting, challenging and discouraging, but I never 
abandoned it.       

In the few years I spent on our genealogy, I 
accumulated information and learned quite a bit – what to do 
and not to do. Sometime in 2012, I figured why not write the 
book on genealogy, but not the one I thought of doing a few 
years before. This one would be different. Having been a 
teacher, albeit of mathematics and computers – but not of 
genealogy – my purpose was to help others in their search 
for their family going back in time. As usual in all my 
writing efforts, I have an outline for topics that each chapter 
handles and some idea of the direction in which the book is 
headed. In many instances, I write the introduction last. I 
think that’s a better approach than doing it first. I also find 
that I learn a great deal about what I’m writing about, 
including much that I wasn’t aware of before beginning. 
Research may have something to do with that. 
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As you can see, the single page idea for a husband, 
wife and children of our family is not found in this book, but 
more general information about the lineage thing. Reading 
this book, I hope people doing their own family trees don’t 
get discouraged. I wish that they have some laughs and learn 
a few things. I certainly did. 

I conclude the chapter with what I discovered in the 
spring of 2012. My family tree is not posted on a website, 
kind of hidden on the site I developed in 2002. Actually, it’s 
not there anymore, but I do have a folder on my PC for it. If I 
head over to that folder and click on it, a list of files appear. 
If I click on the one for our family – my mom, dad and 
siblings – I have the ability to navigate back and forth with 
those links just as I described earlier. I created each of the 
pages with web design software, but you can create a 
genealogy as I described on your PC just by using WORD. 

To illustrate, let’s look at a simple family – not in 
that sense, but meaning uncomplicated. Rather than give all 
the details, let me show it with some SGDs. They might look 
familiar. 

 
Tom Jones  Sarah Jones b 7/1/72 
m 6/12/71  Tim Jones b 1/1/73 
Jerry Frank  Jack Jones b 2/14/74 

 
Clicking on Jack Jones results in this page, which is 

Jack’s wife and children. 
 

Jack Jones   Ed Smith b 11/1/96 
m 7/16/94  Pat Smith b 1/9/98 
Clara Smith    

 
Clicking on Tom Jones will result in this page, which 

lists Tom’s parents and siblings. 
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Jim Jones   Tom Jones b 9/9/50 
m 5/10/44  Bob Jones b 3/18/53, d 7/12/66 
???  Alice Jones b 4/20/54 

 
Clicking on Jerry Frank brings up this page, which 

includes Jerry’s brothers, sisters, mom and dad. 
. 

Guy Frank   Jerry Frank b 7/1/51 
m 12/6/49  Bo Frank b 3/6/52 
Edy Dworzanowselitanski  Tad Frank b 3/6/52 
  Dot Frank b 3/6/52 
  Hannah Frank b 4/31/53 
  Peg Frank b 5/13/56 
  Joe Frank b 5/13/56 
  Ann Frank b 11/19/57 
  Adele Frank b 5/19/59 
  DeDe Frank b 7/29/61 
  Dieter Frank b 3/6/63 

 
To create any of these pages – really Word 

documents – open up a new document and create a table. For 
the first family, a three by three table will suffice. Enter the 
data, as much as you want, and do the same for the other two 
families. Once the three documents are created and saved, 
we’ll add the links. We might have one for every name 
listed, but let’s look at just one on the left and one on the 
right. The link for Tom Jones will get us back to his siblings 
and parents, so we’ll have to connect to that page or Word 
document. Go back to the document for the Tom Jones 
family. Highlight his name and click on the icon that looks 
like the globe with a chain link in front. What will appear is 
an Insert Hyperlink panel. Now click on the file just beneath 
browse for: You now have to find the folder of your 
genealogy and the file within it to which you want to link. I 
hope that’s not that difficult to do. Once you find the file, 
click on it and then click on file on the Insert Hyperlink 
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panel. You should have the link backwards. On the same 
document, highlight Jack Jones and set up the forward link in 
a similar fashion manner. When you’re done, don’t forget to 
save the file. 

You now have to provide links so that you can travel 
back and forth. On the page for the parents and siblings of 
Tom Jones, again highlight Tom Jones on that page and click 
on the hyperlink icon. Proceed as before and make sure you 
save the document. Do the same with Jack Jones on the 
document for his family, the wife and children. With that 
accomplished, you can now test what you’ve done. Find the 
Tom Jones page and click on any underlined name. By 
continuing to click on the underlined names, you should be 
able to get back and forth between families without any 
technological problems. If that’s not the case, call your 
congressman. Seriously, it should work. 

What we have are Word documents with links. You 
don’t need to save the files as HTML files, that is, Internet 
files. You’ll have a genealogy folder which you can transfer 
to a CD or flash drive – I would seriously recommend 
backing that folder up at least once, somewhere. Do the same 
for any changes made. If you’ve worked with Microsoft or 
Apple PCs, you’ll know what I’m talking about. There’s still 
no guarantee that data won’t be lost. 

Now, you can copy the master genealogy to other 
CDs that you can give to family members so they can see 
what you’ve created. In order for them to update what 
you’ve done, they’ll have to copy documents to their PC to 
edit them. To keep the genealogy all up to date, only one 
person should be in charge. Others can offer changes, 
additions and deletions to the head person and she can 
change the master folder. More than one person making 
changes will create a mess. 

No matter how you choose to document your family 
tree – whether on paper or in a Word document – make sure 
that it’s readable and easy to understand. I prefer the PC 
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approach since it’s environmental, easily modified and not as 
confusing as something on paper. As I mentioned earlier, I 
think it’s a great idea to use four digits for the year and you 
need to be consistent. Having a date as yyyy/mm/dd on one 
page and another in the format of mm/dd/yyyy in another 
diagram will create problems, as will the use of slashes for 
the separator of one date and hyphens for another. You 
certainly don’t want to create a page one day and then a 
week later try to figure out what some of the abbreviations 
represent in that diagram. 

You can add photos, biographies and even humorous 
anecdotes going back in time, but remember even without 
them, you’ll have plenty to keep you busy. By now, you 
should be well aware of that, but don’t give up. 
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10.  Island in the Sun 
 

Island in the Sun is a 1957 motion picture of racism, 
infidelity and murder starring Harry Belafonte, Dorothy 
Dandridge, Joan Fontaine and James Mason. This story 
about a handsome black politician having a liaison with a 
white female shows a kiss between the two that supposedly 
caused a stir in the United States. I wonder if it received an 
X rating. Hypocrisy and discrimination were on the scene. 

This chapter is all about miscegenation, which the 
Merriam-Webster dictionary defines as a mixture of races, 
esp. marriage or cohabitation between a white person and a 
member of another race. Note that in the definition there is 
no mention of children. They enter into the picture – in more 
ways than one – as we shall soon see. Clearly, even without 
that screen kiss, Island in the Sun involves mixed relations. 

Let’s step back a second and consider parents who 
don’t think that the guy their daughter chose is right for her 
or that the girl their son has in mind isn’t the one for him. 
You may have met some people like that and both families 
are of Irish background. I’m not picking on those who have a 
gleam in their eyes on St. Patrick’s Day because we could be 
talking about the potential joining of two people that both 
had identical backgrounds of either Chinese, Arab, Polish, 
German, Slovakian, Mexican, Portuguese, Jewish or 
Russian. Will the prejudice cease if there’s a marriage 
between say a Pole and a German? I doubt it. The bickering 
may get worse. If two people with similar backgrounds can’t 
be allowed to come together, is there any hope for any other 
union? 

You can argue all you want about not having two 
people tie the knot if they don’t have common interests, but 
examples of just that hookup have worked quite well while 
other engagements between people with more similar 
backgrounds have failed miserably. You might say that in 
one case we had a mixed marriage while the other was just 
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mixed up. I’ll talk about a book by Edward Ball in the next 
chapter, but every family tree will have a mix. In my 
genealogy so far, all the names don’t end in ek, ak, ski or icz 
and I haven’t gone back that far. Even if those were all the 
endings, it doesn’t mean that a maiden name here or there 
didn’t begin with O’, Mac or Mc. You might recall my 
reference to that last prefix a few chapters ago. 

In general today, corporations don’t allow only 
Russians on the job and bar the rest – even in Russia. On 
your first day at work, you’ll meet people with various 
backgrounds, as I mentioned two paragraphs ago. The same 
thing occurs at health centers, online, in church, at the co-op, 
during charter trips, in clubs, in college and at bowling allies 
– well, maybe not there as only Poles and Italians are 
allowed. For many years, people have blended together, 
including a few meeting others at mixers. I’m not sure they 
have those anymore 

On December 16, 2003, David Mattingly reported on 
CNN that the family attorney of former United States 
Senator Strom Thurmond of South Carolina confirmed that 
years ago in 1925, Thurmond fathered a child with a black 
teenage housekeeper, Essie Mae Washington-Williams. He 
was 22 at the time. Strom was the longest-serving senator in 
U.S. history. He died on June 26, 2003 at the age of 100. The 
Washington Post wrote about it after the 78-year-old retired 
school teacher revealed her relationship to the former 
segregationist. 

This is not the first incidence of this nature. You 
heard of the Jefferson / Hemings alliance, which I’ll talk 
about in the next chapter. That was a time in the early history 
of the country, shortly after the American Revolution, when 
many of the Founding Fathers employed slaves. John Adams 
was an exception, but George, the guy who tossed coins 
across rivers in time of war, had them too. 

Miscegenation was an everyday occurrence during 
times of slavery. The master of the plantation had a host of 
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dalliances with light-skinned African American slaves – the 
housekeepers. When the master’s wife was in the presence of 
the young light-skinned cook, he and she probably weren’t 
cooking up a pot roast. Arroz con pollo may have been more 
appropriate. If you were a slave, the lighter the color of your 
skin, the better was the chance that you worked inside the 
master’s home, rather than in the fields. Do you think that 
maybe these inside workers were the results of an even 
earlier miscegenation? How long has this been going on? 

If you look at the word, miscegenation, you’ll note 
that using a few letters – with only one letter missing – you 
can spell the word, migration. Add in some pirates – they’ve 
been around for a while, and I haven’t mentioned them for 
some time – and we have the missing letter. By the way, it’s 
the letter r, which can be pronounced arrrgh.  
Documentation has shown that as early as the fourteenth 
century b. c., pirates were doing their thing in the 
Mediterranean and Aegean Seas. It is quite likely that as 
soon as nations traveled the oceans for commerce, piracy 
followed right along. 

Migration could be said to be one of the causes of 
miscegenation. Another is the desire for companionship and 
other things – I’m not talking about sitting down together 
and watching American Idol. It seems we have a 
miscegenation / migration / commerce / pirate connection. 
According to a report published by Nicholas Wade on May 
13, 2005, a group of geneticists, including Dr. Vincent 
McCauley of the University of Glasgow, came up with a 
migration about 65,000 years from Africa to India, Southeast 
Asia and an arrival roughly 50,000 years ago in Crocodile 
Dundee’s neck of the woods. He’s not real, but you know the 
place I’m talking about. The geneticists made their 
conclusion using DNA, which will be discussed briefly in 
the next chapter. To read more detail on the entire report, go 
to www.nytimes.com/2005/05/13/science/13migrate.html. 
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In current times, we know of societies where the man 
can have multiple wives – mostly in Africa and the Middle 
East. However, The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day 
Saints, or Mormon Church, as we know it, can be found in 
the United States. Multiple spouses – or spice – are here.  I 
don’t think any society allows a woman to have more than 
one husband. In Europe, the male of the species has a wife, 
but also a mistress. That’s true in our country as well. A 
woman has a hubby, but can also procure an extracurricular 
hobby, that is, engage in an affair. In every one of these 
instances, there may not be miscegenation, but there could 
be. 

If miscegenation – according to Wikipedia, its use is 
currently offensive – was occurring thousands of years ago, 
that would imply that the Merriam-Webster dictionary as 
well as Wikipedia are both in need of updates. Each year the 
dictionary adds new words and removes out-of-date ones. 
The thirteen-letter word at the beginning of the paragraph is 
the one to be canned since at this time every marriage or 
anything approaching it is a miscegenation, thus making the 
very word a pleonasm – a redundancy we can do without. 
Since the word is offensive, I vote for its removal. 

There’s another word that should also become 
obsolete, but I’ll get into it in the last chapter. In a related 
note, I wrote about my feeling about labels in my 2008 work, 
Press 1 For Pig Latin, a book about the failure of 
technology. You’ll have to go to chapter 2 there to see it and 
may wonder what connection there is between genealogy 
and labels. Finish reading that entire chapter and it should be 
clear. You’ll also see some truly relevant thoughts there. 

Returning to chapter 7 briefly, you might recall the 
SGD that I presented of the Smiths and Colvins and what a 
mess it could have become. From my approach using Word 
documents, we won’t have the problem – rather a great 
number of pages – but it works. You can still put your family 
tree on paper, but you need to reflect on a few things. Think 
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back to when I mentioned pyramids – regular and inverted – 
and the hourglass. With either of these we can have a 
concentrated focus. You could call it the egotistical 
approach. People would be left out. 

Suppose I wrote a book of my ancestry, with one 
generation of a family per page. If I wrote nothing besides 
having all those family pages, the book would be almost two 
hundred pages long. Because of all the families found 
therein, you might think that I could sell quite a few copies 
of the book. Some of the families would be quite 
disappointed since the book was about other people, many of 
whom they didn’t really know. On the other hand, I if tell 
them to provide me genealogical data on their side, that 
creates more work for me and results in more pages for it. 
That may be fine, but if you work on your tree, you have to 
consider what will be included. How much is covered? I 
truly hope I didn’t discourage you in your quest but instead 
gave you more focus as well as some good ideas.        
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11.  The Bone Collector 
 

Though a bit gruesome, the 1997 gem, The Bone 
Collector, starring Denzel Washington and Angelina Jolie is 
suspenseful, mysterious and investigative. Lincoln Rhyme, 
Amelia Donaghy and all the other members of the New York 
Police Department are given the clues, but have to interpret 
them. It’s all about forensics, which is defined as the 
application of a broad spectrum of sciences to answer 
questions of interest to a legal system. Forensic science has 
been used for years by law enforcement agencies to track 
down the culprits and bring them to justice. It involves clues, 
fingerprints, fossils, bones, deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) 
and anything else that can help in the process. Some of the 
areas of forensics include anthropology, archaeology, 
odontology, entomology, pathology, botany, biology, 
bloodstain pattern analysis, chemistry, osteology, ballistics, 
accounting, footwear evidence, toxicology, gloveprint 
analysis, vein matching, fire investigation, linguistics, 
polymer engineering, accident reconstruction and various 
aspects of digital forensics. If you do an Internet find on 
forensics and get to the page for forensic science under 
Wikipedia, you find a few more areas. In our genealogical 
search, we won’t be using most of these, be there’s no reason 
why we can’t take advantage of what’s out there. 

The 1997 movie, Gattaca, wasn’t memorable or even 
one that I can recommend, but it’s about DNA, which today 
plays a meaningful role in finding one’s roots. Insofar as I 
have a degree in mathematics and one in computer science, 
I’m a scientist. However, as far as DNA goes, I have a lot to 
learn. If you saw the episode of Seinfeld dealing with the 
delicious no-fat yogurt and Jerry’s use of obscenities, which 
upset the woman whose listening son was a fast learner, 
you’ll remember one of the fabulous four asking the chemist 
if his test was still valid even if the yogurt had melted. The 
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answer was that it made no difference, but that may not have 
been true a day later. 

Yogurt and the substances we investigate DNA in – 
hair and saliva – are somewhat alike. They each have an 
expiration date. DNA used to obtain hereditary information 
regarding the Thomas Jefferson / Sally Hemings liaison 
didn’t indicate any negation of the fact that Jefferson 
fathered a few of Sally’s children. The testing was done two 
hundred years after the fact. If the yogurt were around that 
long, I wouldn’t care to be in the same state. There were 
other telling clues for the conclusion reached on this colonial 
coupling, including the fact that these children all wanted to 
be on some denomination of U. S. currency. You can’t argue 
with historians. Seriously, there was a great deal of evidence 
of Jeffersons and Hemings in each other’s family trees. 
There weren’t cherry trees – that was George’s thing. 

We’ll return to DNA in a moment, but first let’s 
check on its precursor for investigation purposes, especially 
in crime solving: fingerprints. It has always perplexed me 
how a detective could stare at two impressions so 
complicated with all those curved lines and say that the 
prints match. Because every print is unique, a detective 
might stare at some fingerprint and that of another person 
from another country and come up with a relationship. 
Another detective with similar prints may not be able to 
make any conclusion. Of course we could decide that a gray 
sheep had been found in our tribe. 

As far as I can recall, I’ve only been fingerprinted 
once, when I was being interviewed for a software contract a 
few years ago. It’s fuzzy in my brain exactly which company 
that was. I came out clean, whatever that means since I 
wasn’t sent to see the police. I did have one drug test before 
starting a bank contract. I always assumed you had to be on 
drugs to want to work in one of those places. 

Fingerprints did solve many crimes, though. They 
seem to always nail the culprit. But perhaps we’re jumping 
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to conclusions too quickly, as this FBI report points out. I’ve 
changed the names, just in case. 

 
The news revealed that Gina Jones was shot twice 
with no trace of a struggle and no murder weapon 
found. Two empty glasses were found at the scene 
and they were being checked for fingerprints. There 
were no signs of a break-in to the townhouse, so it 
appeared that the murderer knew Ms. Jones. The 
police had no suspects yet but were asking for any 
leads in the case. Two days later NBC broke the 
news. Fingerprints on one glass found in the 
townhouse of Gina Jones belonged to her. That 
wasn’t too startling. The fingerprints on the other 
glass belonged to none other than Senator Frank 
Smith, who many hoped would be the next president 
of the United States. In the past, Jones and Smith had 
been casually dating, but nothing came of it. Many 
thought it may have been an affair, but Smith’s wife 
could tell you otherwise. Perhaps the relationship had 
not ended until Gina Jones died from a bullet. Senator 
Smith was campaigning in Baltimore and stayed 
overnight at a hotel in the city on the evening of the 
murder.  
 
Is it possible that one of the glasses in the hotel at 

which Smith was staying was intercepted and brought over 
to the crime scene? Don’t count out that possibility – an 
election was on the horizon and you know all about what 
some will do to be elected. Actually, the above is not from 
any police file but from my first novel, which I mentioned 
earlier, not forgetting that its title tells you a great deal. Use 
those prints, but be careful of the conclusions you make. 

When it comes to hair, the DNA test isn’t as reliable 
as the years go by. In his insightful 2007 book, The Genetic 
Strand: Exploring a Family History Through DNA, 
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Edward Ball finds some samples of hair from relatives of 
quite a few years ago in an old desk. On having some tests 
done, he realizes that the DNA in the hair was indeed past 
the expiration date. Looking at old photos, he thought that 
perhaps there were Native Americans as well as African-
Americans in his family, but later concluded otherwise. The 
Genetic Strand is one way of looking at what part DNA can 
play in a family genealogy. There are enough books on the 
subject, which I probably should read when I’m freed up a 
bit from my genealogical quest. 

Fingerprints can be used in solving a crime, but may 
not be much help in obtaining data for a family tree. DNA 
seems more relevant. All the CSI series on television testifies 
to that. A sample of hair could provide clues, but it appears 
that a saliva sample would give more accuracy. 

On numerous occasions, deoxyribonucleic acid tests 
have been used to release innocent people from jail. Just as 
fingerprints may not always reveal the reality of the 
situation, DNA may not be 100 percent effective in reaching 
a conclusion. This means that on occasion a guilty party may 
have been let go from prison. I’d rather have that situation 
than have an innocent person be electrocuted in the chair or 
gassed in the chamber. 

In August 2012, Frontline on PBS featured a 
program on CSI, The Real CSI: Flawed forensics. It 
mentioned a doctor in California who was arrested because 
his fingerprint matched that of one found on the scene of the 
2004 terrorist attack in Spain. The suspect was quite upset 
and spent some time before he was to make a statement at 
trial. Just before he did so, his attorney told him that he was 
free, as authorities found the real source and he was wrongly 
accused. 

Fingerprints have been used since the beginning of 
the twentieth century, but an identification is based on 
comparing a dozen or so points in the prints. Consideration 
for disagreement in the thirteenth or fourteenth point is 
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ignored – just what happened in this case. Frontline went on 
to bring up the fact that just as forensic science isn’t 
foolproof in this type of analysis, it can’t be completely 
reliable in other methods. There’s a great deal of conjecture. 
In our genealogical project, we probably won’t use CSI, even 
though some of our relatives may have been criminal, but 
many of our conclusions might be up for argument.    

I close with a recent development in my family tree 
discoveries. In the spring of 2012, I finished reading The 
Adirondacks: A History of America’s First Wilderness by 
Paul Schneider. This book is insightful and informative. 
Reading it, I may have found some more of my relatives. Sir 
William Johnson was an eighteenth century British fur 
trader, living in the state of New York. He may not have 
married her but he had a relationship with Molly Brant, a 
Christian Mohawk woman. The two produced nine children. 
Sir William was a ladies’ man and legend has it that he had 
fathered seven hundred children. No one said that we can’t 
use legend in our genealogical searches, especially since this 
news came courtesy of the English press. When did he have 
time for fur trading, let alone time for the skinning of the 
animal? Sir William didn’t limit his sowing to oats. 

With this news, there’s a good chance than one of his 
offspring is a relative of mine. That makes Johnson one too. 
That same applies to anyone reading this. Yes, it appears that 
our family has British heritage and most likely that of Native 
America as well. When I began the book, I never anticipated 
that I would discover a Sir in my family tree. 
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12. The American President 
 
The title above is that of a 1995 movie starring 

Michael Douglas, Annette Bening and Martin Sheen. It may 
not be specifically about family trees, but it’s a motion 
picture related to the title of this book, which I recommend. 
During the summer of 2012, I stumbled upon two books 
dealing with family. The first is Mrs. Kennedy and Me by 
Clint Hill, with the assistance of Lisa McCubbin. Mr. Hill 
was a Special Agent of the United States Secret Service. His 
job was to protect the first lady, sometimes referred to as 
JBK. Covering a four-year period, Mrs. Kennedy and Me is 
a sad reminder of the tragedy on November 22, 1963, but it 
is also a love story – more than one here – as well as more 
than one family relationship. As the tale unwinds, you can 
see the extreme wealth of a clan and the embodiment of 
whom Jacqueline Bouvier Kennedy really was: a great First 
Lady, who craved adventure along with her mischievous 
ways. 

The second book I checked out of the library without 
actually knowing what it was all about beforehand. When I 
began reading Rachel Swarns’, American Tapestry: The 
Story of Black, White, and Multiracial Ancestors of 
Michelle Obama, I realized that not only is it about family, 
but also about genealogy. I have always believed in 
serendipity, which is the title of another movie that I really 
liked. 

Just about everyone knows that Barack Obama is the 
product of a mixed marriage. The term seems to be used here 
because the President’s mom hailed from Kansas while his 
dad had his roots in Kenya, two different places – even if 
they both begin with the same letter. As we shall see later the 
word, mixed, is not quite the word that should be used (I 
think it’s actually redundant) – more on this later – but 
whatever word we use as a replacement also applies to First 
Lady Michelle as well as all four of her grandparents. New 
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York Times reporter Rachel Swarns writes that Michelle’s 
great, great, great Grandmother, Melvinia, was a slave who 
brought forth a son, Dolphus, as a byproduct of some 
extracurricular activities with either the paleface master of 
the plantation, Henry Wells Shields, or perhaps one of his 
sons. Dolphus had very light skin. Earlier I mentioned the 
Sally Hemings / Thomas Jefferson dalliance and that of 
Strom Thurmond and Essie Mae Washington-Williams, so 
maybe politics was at work with Melvinia and her partner, 
even if one of the two wasn’t that willing to get involved. 
They were looking a few years into the future. 

Swarns’ book didn’t provide me with any specific 
information about my genealogy but offers wisdom for those 
working on their family trees. I mentioned it earlier but it 
doesn’t hurt to repeat that some people won’t provide you 
with much information, even if they know it. In the First 
Lady’s situation, the reluctance arises because of the peculiar 
institution and all the repercussions. Others hold back 
because of embarrassment about close relatives – murderers 
and thieves are probably better left in the closet. The closet 
thing may be another hindrance. 

Even in what is revealed in American Tapestry, a 
few dead ends were reached, maybe never to be cleared up. 
Of course, the subject of the research does make a difference 
in this case. The author found a few good sources even 
though other family members weren’t so helpful. Most 
likely, you won’t be so fortunate in your quest. Luck and 
serendipity can only be hoped for, but keep plugging on in 
your journey. Don’t despair.  

When it comes to African-Americans, searching for 
documentation of the past becomes a real challenge for 
various reasons: adopting the master’s name may not help 
obtaining data; good luck with just one name; census data 
won’t give too much information either – it’s just not there.  

On the inside front and back cover of American 
Tapestry, you can find the family tree of Michelle Obama. 
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The two are identical and each take up two pages, going 
back to her great, great, great grandparents. I won’t 
reproduce it here, but going back four generations and using 
a few abbreviations, a similar one can be represented in a 
diagram. It’s vertical here rather than horizontal, as shown in 
Swarns’ book. I attempted the latter, but it wouldn’t fit on 
the page.   

 
great great 
granddad 1  

      

 > granddad  1      
great great 

grandmom 1  
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mom    
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granddad 2  
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We’ve seen this idea before. Note that siblings aren’t 

included here – nor are their spouses and children – and to 
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see the genealogy of her brother, Craig, you’d need another 
tree. Perhaps this is the way to proceed, but you can see the 
problems, which I’ve pointed out earlier. You can also see 
that we’d have to make some modifications to handle 
adopted children, second wives and husbands and a few 
other situations. 
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13.  Local Hero 
 
As far as the title of this chapter goes, if you haven’t 

seen the movie, Local Hero, starring Burt Lancaster and 
Peter Riegert, I recommend it highly. There’s neither sex nor 
violence in it, but it has a few laughs. Mac, played by 
Riegert, takes a journey to Scotland, and his life changes, not 
unlike those trips that we embark on. This includes my 
journey writing this book as well as that one taken in my 
genealogical adventures. Many people will tell you that you 
can’t go home again. This contradicts the thought that each 
of us wants to find home, even if it’s a thousand miles from 
where we were born or grew up. Home is another word for 
family, or discovering our genealogy. Who are we and where 
did we come from? 

In the sense that you can’t go back in time – why 
would anyone want to? – you can’t go home again. 
Nevertheless, each of us has a desire to discover our family 
past. This was illustrated quite well in the 2012 National 
Geographic documentary, Bones of Turkana. Richard 
Erskine Frere Leakey is a politician, environmentalist, 
stateman, provacateur and a member of a family of three 
generations of archaeologists. Renowned as a 
paleoanthropologist, you probably know him as Richard 
Leakey. Even if you’re not creating a family history, you 
should watch Bones of Turkana. It was on PBS in May 
2012 and you’ll probably be able to procure it at your local 
library. Leakey has been on a quest for many years into how 
humankind began.  

There are numerous questions about where and when 
civilization had its origin. Some say in the Tigris-Euphrates 
Valley – a good answer, indeed. Others insist that man 
originated in Africa, close by. If you’re don’t believe in 
evolution, you’ll disagree with both choices since the Garden 
of Eden is somewhere on the West Coast. To find the answer 
we’ll have to take a journey, check out some fossils and 
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bones and have some DNA testing done. Fortunately, you 
won’t need to use your frequent flier miles and do any 
digging. Leakey has done that for us. 

He was born in Kenya and lived most of his life 
there, doing research for the last forty years at Lake Turkana, 
which contains a treasure trove of fossils, bones and other 
clues of our origins. He, his family and their associates came 
upon Homo habilis, from 1.9 million years ago; Homo 
erectus, from 1.7 million years ago; and Homo sapiens, or 
Turkana boy, from 1.5 million years ago. A few terms are in 
order. Paleoanthropology is the study of ancient humans as 
found in fossil hominid evidence such as petrifacted bones 
and footprints. A hominid is a primate of the family 
Hominidae, of which Homo sapiens is the only extant 
species. It also refers to any of the modern or extinct bipedal 
primates of the family Hominidae, including all species of 
the genera Homo and Australopithecus. 

I’m sure that clears it up. What Leakey and his crew 
were doing is searching for fossils, bones and anything else 
that will show who our earliest ancestors were. They’re still 
at it. Since Turkana boy was the most advanced hominid and 
was around a million years ago, we’re certainly related. Are 
we related to those before that time, specifically Homo 
habilis and Homo erectus? There’s a good chance of that, 
too. 

Leakey founded the Turkana Basin Institute, which is 
dedicated to the study of human origins. His team found the 
evidence and then through various methods came up with 
time frames for the fragments. They had to answer the 
question of what traits make hominids human, narrowing it 
down to language, tool making and walking upright. Experts 
conclude with a great deal of certainty that the first 
emigration from Africa began around 70,000 years ago, but 
without the three traits mentioned, it couldn’t have 
reasonably happened. The first toolmaker may be said to be 
have been involved in the birth of technology, 2.3 million 
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years ago. Along with the bones from the period were found 
the tools. Walking erect is verified by tibia that was found 
dating to 4.2 million years ago, belonging to the species 
anamensis. To determine why hominid walked and what was 
the diet of the species, you have to check the signs in the 
sand. When the environment changed from grassy to more 
trees and shrubs, hominid had to stand up. To validate the 
diet one need check the teeth of the species, which should 
show a diet of grass and shrubs. If the species subsisted on a 
meat diet, then tools were needed to bring home the bacon. If 
you look long enough, the answers appear. It will take time 
and effort. 

Time verification is done by different means. You 
could even use one method to confirm the other. Accuracy 
was something with which Richard and his team were deeply 
concerned. Much more detail about the processes can be 
found in Bones of Turkana and books about archeological 
dating – no, it wasn’t a substitute for social web sites and 
matchmaking. Leakey’s 1983 book, One Life: An 
Autobiography, though thirty years old, delves somewhat 
into how it was done and highlights some of his health 
issues. It also details the challenges that his family had while 
searching for fossils, such as bandits, desert conditions, 
disease, houses burning down, lions and poisonous snakes. It 
may have been sunny and the lake was near, but the weather 
was more brutal than that of Hawaii, where the temperature 
always varies from 700 to 850. Leakey also made a BBC six-
part television series, The Making of Mankind, which I 
didn’t see. It may not be on DVD, but you can buy the video 
on line, but it’s very high-priced.  

The people of Turkana – then and now – are 
custodians of global heritage, since that’s where the fossils 
and bones were discovered. Leakey also found evidence of 
sickness in some of the species and wondered if another trait 
were necessary to survive. He concluded that it was love, 
which is accompanied by bonding, care, dependency on 
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others and protection. Leakey came upon quite a few 
answers, but he still wasn’t done so he sent some of his DNA 
to The Genographic Institute. The results came back and 
Richard discovered that his origin was at Lake Turkana – no 
surprise here. His ancestors migrated to the Middle East, 
Scandinavia, Spain, France and England. Eventually the 
return was to Kenya. 
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14.  The Visitor 
 

In our genealogical quest we have a wealth of sources 
for data. If we delve deeper into our family past – way, way 
back – we can take into consideration the great February 
situation as well as miscegenation and the research of others, 
especially geneticists, palaeoanthropologists, archaeologists, 
and anthropologists. There will be disagreement at times, but 
just like delving into a handful of books forces an arrival at 
the truth, the same applies here. If we’re trying to prove that 
an event happened before the nineteenth century and Chris 
the geneticist says it occurred in 1576 while Pat the 
paleoanthropologist has proof that it took place in 1529, the 
two disagree, but we still have shown what we set out to 
prove. 

If you read the entire article from the 2005 New York 
Times I mentioned earlier, you remember the disagreements 
between geneticists and anthropologists. If one group insists 
on a single emigration from Africa 65,000 years ago while 
another claims the first emigration began about 50,000 years 
ago and another followed, that may seem like a major issue. 
It’s easily overlooked if both geneticists and anthropologists 
have no evidence that life existed outside of the Dark 
Continent at that time.  

You may recall a few chapters ago I displayed a 
matrix for an entire month and a deal. The number associated 
with the last day of the month in the display is the one that 
we will be concerned with, 134,217,728. It represents – more 
or less – the number of our great great great great great great 
great great great great great great great great great great great 
great great great great great great great great  grandparents. I 
used the three words, more or less because I may have left 
out an extra great as well as the possibility that someone had 
an extra great grandparent, more than the usual number of 
eight. I don’t think I have to explain that one to you. This is 
the great February situation. 
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What follows is an argument that I heard many years 
ago, and ludicrous as it seems, it’s certainly reasonable. 
According to the website, www.worldhistorysite.com, the 
population of the world in 500 b.c. was 100,000,000. 
Naturally, that’s just an estimate, but if it’s a bit low, you can 
see that that number is about the same as 134,217,728, which 
means we’re all related. For you purists, we’re all around 
twenty-sixth cousins, but we are cousins. 

Now let’s add in the thoughts about miscegenation. 
This seems to confirm the great February situation. Since 
some people are still shaking their heads, remember that just 
because you believe something to be true doesn’t necessarily 
mean it is so, and believing that an event never occurred 
doesn’t imply that it didn’t. 

Getting back to an earlier unfinished discussion, what 
does it mean when we hear these statements? Tom says he is 
Polish; Chris says she is Jewish; Pat says she is African-
American; George says he is Canadian; Eric says he is South 
American; Mary says she’s American; and Liz says she is 
Burmese. One of my friends said that saying you’re French 
means you were born in the country of France. Right away 
this means that Chris, Pat, Eric, Mary and Liz have it wrong, 
at least somewhat. Starting with Liz, maybe she hasn’t heard 
that Myanmar is the country once known as Prince – Burma, 
really. If not, it’s been on the news so many times that it’s 
annoying. For Mary, isn’t George also American since 
Canada is in North America? The last thing George wants to 
be called is American. Should Mary be United Statian – 
maybe it should be United Station to get past spellchecker? 
For Eric, South America is a continent so maybe he should 
say he’s Bolivian. I’d accept it if Pat said she was South 
African and Chris has to realize that Ken doesn’t say he’s 
Catholic and Fran doesn’t say she’s Lutheran. If Chris says 
she’s Israeli, what about Luther who claims to be an Arab 
who was born in Jerusalem. Doesn’t Luther mean he’s Saudi 
Arabian? 
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 There appears to be a few problems here. We could 
include our country of birth along with that of the 
background of our relatives, creating something like French-
Irish-Iraqi-German-Italian-United Station-Canadian-Kenyan-
Russian, a bit like the Dworzanowselitanski-Kulikanistan 
mix. The order could be arbitrary, but even so, this could be 
a problem. What’s the answer? It’s probably a good idea to 
follow exactly what Leakey did when he sent his DNA 
sample to be analyzed. 
 You’ve heard people say that they were one hundred 
per cent German or one hundred per cent Swedish. You may 
have read historians claiming that Sally Hemings was 
seventy-five per cent white and twenty-five per cent black. 
I’d prefer something in between – it’s more realistic. If you 
think it should be gray, you’re watching too many zombie 
movies. How about brown? The percentages ideas are 
incorrect and don’t mean anything. 

In beginning any genealogy we need to define our 
terms and it’s clear that percentages shouldn’t enter into the 
picture nor should anything like Italian-Transylvanian-
Canadian-Kenyan-Russian. The latter label can only go back 
so far so there are many missing pieces. We’ll do much 
better to send off some saliva for DNA testing. 

Many have embarked on the journey and done years 
of research in searching for the origin of man. One of those 
individuals is geneticist Spencer Wells, who documents his 
findings in his 2004 book, The Journey of Man: A Genetic 
Odyssey. You can also view his story in the PBS 2003 
documentary, Journey of Man, which I can’t recommend 
enough. It’s really about a few journeys: that of our ancestors 
50,000 years ago, Spencer’s lab journey and his traveling to 
many parts of the earth as those who preceded him.  

Wells spent a decade in the lab investigating the 
origins of humanity and when he finished, he still had a few 
questions. To complete what he had started, he went on a 
journey, the same one people emigrating from Africa 
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embarked on 50,000 years ago. Spencer was a visitor to 
many groups of people, so I thought the title of the chapter, 
which is also that of a 2007 movie starring Richard Jenkins, 
was fitting. 

Our geneticist started out in Namibia and paid a visit 
to the Bushmen, also referred to as San. They’re the people 
whose speech is characterized by clicking sounds and one of 
fourteen known extant ancestral population clusters, from 
which all known modern humans evolved. Sorry about 
revealing the ending, but there’s more. Wells work has 
shown that from their markers, the San Bushmen are the 
oldest tribe on earth. 

Leaving Africa, Spencer continued on his journey, 
next stopping in Australia, where he visited the Aborigines, 
who themselves thought they were the source from which 
mankind evolved. Because of the 6,000 miles of treacherous 
ocean, the question arises as to how those emigrating from 
Africa got to Australia, unless they had frequent flyer miles. 
Could they have gone through the Middle East, on through 
India and then down through Indonesia? If so, they still had 
to traverse the seas. We shouldn’t underestimate the 
ingenuity of the people, who could have crafted vessels for 
their trips. Should Spencer have stopped off in India first? 

That’s what he did next and since DNA might have 
the answer, Wells took a few blood samples of the people of 
India and found the connection between that country, Africa 
and Australia. I’ll delve into a brief explanation of 
deoxyribonucleic acid shortly. Some of the people who 
arrived in the Middle East then went to Europe, others to 
points north or to Russia or China. We’ve already mentioned 
the others who journeyed to Australia and Indonesia. Wells 
may not have gone to all these places, but he did visit many 
people in his quest. 

Some of the tens of thousands of those of years ago 
who arrived in Russia proceeded even further north to the 
frozen Arctic, and that’s what Spencer did. His mission was 
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to find the Chukchi people. It wasn’t easy. First of all, they 
were nomads but he had a guide, if he could find him. It took 
a while, primarily because our geneticist had to wait for days 
until the weather cleared. When it did – it didn’t improve all 
that much – he hopped into a helicopter. Besides that mode 
of transportation, his journey involved an airplane, riding on 
a bus and being inside a Russian tank. When they located the 
guide, the latter had been walking for days. I’m not sure 
what the vehicle was that they were on to meet the Chukchis 
– that sounds like the next installment in the Meet the 
Parents movies – but he and the guide were seated outside 
the vehicle, with the driver inside. Maybe the hosts wanted 
him to see the scenery. 

Soon, the mission was accomplished and Wells 
discovered why the Chukchis were always on the move – it 
wasn’t because they wanted to skip out on the rent. These 
nomads depended on the reindeer, for food, clothing and the 
makeup of their tents. Their herd was immense, but the 
reindeer depended on lichens for sustenance, which was 
beneath the snow. When it ran out, it was time to take down 
the tents and move on. 

The conditions these people endured daily were what 
Wells experienced when he slept in a tent made of reindeer 
skin. He actually slept in a tent within a tent and found it 
cozy despite the outside temperature of 40 degrees below 
zero. They needn’t worry about keeping the beer cold. They 
were in luck if they didn’t mind Popsicles made with hops 
and malt. It was said that in the region there were times when 
the temperature dipped to one hundred degrees below zero. I 
can’t imagine how the earlier travelers survived in the Ice 
Age. This meant that besides being adventurous and daring, 
these people were courageous as well. Our ancestors faced 
drought, famine and numerous hardships.  

A handful of the bravest – ten or twenty – continued 
on to North America, where the Bering Strait was frozen 
over forming a contiguous connection between Russia and 



  89

what would one day be Alaska. Eventually, this small group 
multiplied and some moved south into the areas that would 
eventually become the countries of North, Central and South 
America. 

Wells didn’t cross into Alaska at the Bering Strait, 
but did finish his journey with a stop in Rio de Janeiro, 
where he walked in a sea of people of all kinds. He preceded 
this with a visit to the Navajos in the Southwest, bringing 
with him family pictures – his and ours. One lesson from the 
Journey of Man that Wells points out is that we’re all 
African. He states, “Old-fashioned concepts of race are not 
only socially divisive, but scientifically wrong.” What I said 
earlier about the word, miscegenation still applies. With this 
in mind, don’t you think that mixed relations is a pleonasm? 

I promised a little bit about DNA, but I doubt that I 
could give you an adequate explanation and the role it played 
in Wells book and his documentary. Reading the book may 
bog you down, so I suggest watching the DVD, Journey of 
Man. Viewing old episodes of I Dream of Jeannie won’t 
help you fill in the missing pieces of your family tree. You 
can read up on genes, chromosomes and DNA, but I can’t 
recommend any specific book. 

DNA is a ladder of four linked molecules, strung 
together in pairs in a long sequence. If the DNA from one 
person was laid out, it would stretch to the moon and back 
three thousand times. It connects us to our family because of 
markers, badges of descent, which are passed down from 
generation to generation. As a result, we can trace back – 
maybe not finding the names of these distant relatives, but 
where they resided. We can go back quite a few years. An 
amazing fact about the science is that two people from 
different continents could have more similarities in their 
DNA that two people in the same neighborhood.  

Even though their fields of discipline were different, 
Leakey and Wells came up with the answer, given two 
paragraphs above – we’re all African. I know, you’ll say 



  90

that’s not a country, but originally many of the continents as 
we know them were linked together. With time came the 
separation, not unlike many marriages. In the beginning, 
countries didn’t exist, only areas such as Africa, the Middle 
East and the Americas. DNA is handled by the geneticists 
and bones by the paleoanthropologists, not by Fox-TV. 
Together, our origin has been shown to be from the Dark 
Continent. We won’t even say if it’s the east or west coast. 
That’s not important. We’re all of one race – the human one. 
This indicates that all that talk of race is way off the mark. 
We’ll restrict that word to the Triple Crown, track events and 
that rodent thing in the business world. If there is only one 
race, then no such thing as miscegenation exists or ever did 
so. We are all brothers and sisters. The differences are only 
skin deep. 
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