Genealogical Due Diligence

From: RIDELOTTO

DearMYRTLE,

| just read parts of your "genealogy for beginners" and was struck by a problem [described] in Lesson 9:
“What do you do when records, or any data, disagree?”

This happens often in my profession, competitive intelligence, and has a LOT of solutions. "The simplest
methodology is lifted from the US military, so you already paid for it. With it, you focus on the source and
the credibility of the information, leading to a simple alphanumeric designator, such as "Al1" or "F6".

a- Completely Reliable
b- Usually Reliable

c- Fairly reliable

d- Not Usually Reliable
e- Unreliable

f- Reliability Unknown

1- Confirmed by Other Sources
2- Probably True

3- Possibly True

4- Doubtful

5- Improbable

6- Credibility unknown
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...The term preponderance of evidence was originally borrowed by genealogists from the legal system,
where it describes the standard of proof necessary in civil trials. However, Gale Williams Bamman, CG,
CGL and current president of the board said "Genealogy requires a level of proof for preponderance-of-the-
evidence decisions that is higher than the level applied by the judicial system."

"Adding to the confusion," Gale Williams Bamman said, "has been the use of the term to describe the
resolution of complex evidence problems, but without general agreement on procedures to be followed or
the degree of complexity the term implies. These factors led to a board review of the evidentiary language
and a consensus that the term should be dropped.”
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Due diligence in genealogical research evolves as one progresses in research experience.B & *
&&H , & ,. * . & #, & & . 0 && & C $7 &# *#,
7# 0 D#* 0 && $. 70 #& 77.&,% & * & # 9.
# & # &H#HS H#H&,H# ,$ $3%0
# 7 &## & #.$& @7 & & @7 $7# 2 (& #
&2 & .
E#&& # # & F &09. JH#$ 7 G

#0 && $ 0 #0 ## , &

#&. & 00 # 7 #, & # #. 0.# & # #.$3& O# & # C
# & #7 # . #$ # 0
&7 S #3$& &7, & #7 & & #
& & H 0 # & #& & # $& # &3H
>& #

it is incumbent upon each genealogist to obtain a

‘genealogical methods' education
#.& & #1 #, # 0 & # , T# #,
#0 & & #7 #, & 7 #, & & # # . T#
#,G 7 & .,%

Rick's evaluation process is certainly a great guide for analyzing documents once they have been located.
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A common example of conflicting information is a death record that disagrees with the listing of parents
reported on the birth certificate for the individual. >& . #& C # 0 # $#
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Testimony is far less reliable from individuals removed by time and distance from an event when compared
to eye witnesses.
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