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Recognize any of these names?

Benedict Hanford Seeley

Bouton Hoyt Seymour

Carter Keeler Slason

Davenport Lockwood Smith

Eells Marvin Stevens

Finch Parkinton Talmadge

Fitch Prindle Tuttle

Green Reed Waterbury

Gregory Ruscoe Weed

--- Mary Louise King, Portrait of New Canaan (New Canaan: New 
Canaan Historical Society, 1981), 26



All of these original New Canaan family 
names in red are my own ancestors

Benedict Hanford Seeley

Bouton Hoyt Seymour

Carter Keeler Slason

Davenport Lockwood Smith

Eells Marvin Stevens

Finch Parkinton Talmadge

Fitch Prindle Tuttle

Green Reed Waterbury

Gregory Ruscoe Weed

War Story Alert: “Go over and see Mrs. King…..”



“Since the 1970s interest in 
genealogy has increased 
exponentially in the United States.”

--- François Weil, Family Trees / A History of Genealogy in America (Cambridge, MA: 
Harvard University Press, 2013),  207, 198.



MEMBERSHIP (CONSTITUENT) GROWTH: NEW 
ENGLAND HISTORIC GENEALOGICAL SOCIETY

--- NEHGS Annual Report, 6 [American Ancestors magazine, 15:2, Spring 2014] 



NEW PROFESSIONALS 
ARE RAPIDLY ENTERING 
THE FIELD  

APG MEMBERSHIP IS  
GROWING BY ALMOST 
700 PER YEAR

--- Association of Professional Genealogists 
Quarterly, 29:2(June 2014): 104



I see Five Major Factors:

� Democratization

� Technology

� Commercial Interests

� Professionalism

� Leadership



But first:    When genealogy had a 
bad rep …

� Fake genealogists: The “poster boy” is 
Gustave Anjou (1863-1942)

◦ Born in Sweden under another name

◦ Served a prison term for forgery in 1886

◦ Charged top dollar

◦ Over 100 published genealogies of such family 
names as:  Andrews, Carter, Church, DuPont, 
Johnson,  Lincoln ---- etc.

◦ Many still to be detected (Ogden example)



A sample of Gustave
Anjou’s work – in 
this case a final 
product giving John 
Waterbury of 
Stamford an origin in 
German nobility.

Note the lack of 
documentation, and 
also the claim of 
“naturalization” in 
London in 1637 to 
make it all come out 
right.



The final page of Anjou’s 
Wasserburg / 
Waterbury “genealogy” 

At last,, a claim of 
nobility and the 
“armorial bearings,” 
described in High 
School German, that 
were somehow never 
seen used in America.

G.  Anjou, Waterbury Family, 
Family History Library film 

#908504, Item 5  



From a page 1 New 
York Times story about 
Anjou’s business and 
his current catalog in 
1927

New York Times, 12 
Dec 1927, 1.



By comparison,  a page from 
a recent genealogical journal 
illustrating the level of 
documentation and analysis 
that is commonplace today

The New England Historical and 
Genealogical Register, 167(April, 

2013):96.



Now ---
Back to the Five Major Factors:

� Democratization

� Technology

� Commercial Interests

� Professionalism

� Leadership



DEMOCRATIZATION

Factor #1:



Democratization

� Alex Haley’s book, Roots (1976), gave 
“ordinary people” incentive to look into 
their ancestry

� People no longer needed to have a 
“purpose” (e.g. joining a hereditary 
society or having royalty or wealth or 
fame) – just curiosity was enough

� Much of the necessary information was 
already public information



Democratization (continued)

� Haley’s book Roots had wide popularity, 
amplified by a TV series

� It has been recently echoed by more TV 
shows: Who Do You Think You Are? and 
Finding Your Roots

� War story alert: (Haley’s Roots was later 
proven to be based on [unintentional] 
faulty research, but the impact had already 
been made)



TECHNOLOGY

Factor #2



Technology

� The personal computer

� The Internet

� DNA



Technology: The personal computer

� Invented in 1960’s but available to the 
public beginning in the late 1970’s
◦ Jobs’ and Wosniak’s Apple 1 (1976)

◦ Commodore PET (1977)

◦ Radio Shack TRS-80 (1977)

� Software for genealogists in the 1980’s
◦ Personal Ancestral File (PAF) 1983-2013

◦ Interchange standard for Genealogy Data 
Communication (GEDCOM)

◦ CD-ROM databases



Technology: The Internet (1990s)

� The good (Sources)

◦ Source data available at 
home or local library

◦ Powerful Indexes and 
search engines

◦ Historical and 
geographical background 
materials

◦ Ready networking 
(email) and collaborating 
on projects (e.g. DNA, 
articles, etc.)

� And the bad (Trees)

◦ Unable to trust most 
“Trees” (no independent 
trust filter)

◦ Repetition of faulty data 
from the past

◦ Emphasis on numbers 
rather than quality

◦ Most personal “Trees” 
do not have (or even 
understand) reliable 
sourcing



Technology: DNA (2000s)

� Three types now in use for genealogy
◦ Y-chromosome (Y-cs or Y-dna)
� Follows in an essentially unbroken male line and 

therefore parallels the surname (in our culture)

◦ Mitochondrial DNA (MtDNA)
� Follows in an essentially unbroken female line and 

therefore can help identify female line ancestors

◦ Autosomal DNA
� Identifies shared components, finding cousins of 

either sex, ethnicity and/or places of origin



Importantly:

� These technological developments have 
sparked the interest of persons who had 
no previous interest in genealogy

� Each of these developments has therefore 
inspired an entirely new group of persons 
who were eager to use the technology



COMMERCIAL 
INTERESTS

Factor #3:



Commercial interests

� Publishers began gathering and selling data 
on CD-ROMs in the 1980s

� Existing non-profit genealogical organizations 
began by adding content to their web sites 
for members only

� That online content then reached critical 
mass as a reason for membership

� For-profit data aggregators (e.g., 
Ancestry.com) use free data or trial 
subscriptions to encourage paid subscription



Commercial interests (continued)

� Many archives provide free online searching 
but charge for paper or electronic copies of 
actual documents
◦ Examples:  NSDAR Library, UK National Archives, 

Ellis Island, etc.

� Software sales for personal computers 
◦ Becoming Increasingly media- and web-oriented

◦ Capable of sophisticated charts and multimedia 
reports

◦ Capable of handling source citations and other 
documentation



Commercial Interests (continued)

� Ancestry.com claims to be “the world’s 
largest online resource for family history”

◦ Founded in 1983 as a publisher of genealogy 
books 

◦ First web site launched in 1996

◦ Revenues of $562 million in 2013

� (up from $166 million in 2007)

◦ 2.7 million subscribers

◦ 1,400 employees



PROFESSIONALISM

Factor #4



Professionalism

� Scholarly journals

� Certification

� Standards

� Educational opportunities



Professionalism: Scholarly journals

� The major national societies and their 
journals have led the way since long 
before the recent growth began
◦ New England Historic Genealogical Society (1845)

◦ New York Genealogical and Biographical Society (1869)

◦ National Genealogical Society (1903)

◦ American Society of Genealogists (1940)

� Plus
◦ The American Genealogist (independent, 1922)



THE MAJOR NATIONAL 
PEER-REVIEWED 
JOURNALS



Professionalism: Certification

� Stricter documentation requirements had 
developed in the 1920’s and 1930’s in 
response to fraudulent and/or 
incompetent practices

� First US certification established in 1964 
by the Board for Certification of 
Genealogists (BCG)

� ICAP Accredited Genealogists, also 1964 
(Mostly GSU, Mormon church, BYU)



Professionalism: Standards

� Proof standards “borrowed” from other 
disciplines were found to be inadequate--

� Including the “preponderance of the 
evidence” standard used until the  
development and publication of the first 
ever--

� “Genealogical Proof Standard” (GPS),      
finally adopted in 2010, only 4 years ago



Professionalism:  Standards (continued)

� The Genealogical Proof Standard (2010) has 
5 components:

◦ A reasonably exhaustive search for all pertinent  
information

◦ Complete and accurate source citations given for 
all information

◦ Thorough analysis and correlation

◦ Resolution of any contradictions or discrepancies

◦ A soundly reasoned, coherently written 
conclusion



Professionalism: Standards (continued)

� Additional published guidelines

◦ Work practices and final products

◦ Professional development

◦ Sharing of Information

◦ Etc.

� Codes of conduct



Professionalism: Educational 
opportunities
� National Institute for Genealogical 

Research (1950) by National Archives

� Multiple national, regional and local 
seminars and workshops

� APG - Association of Professional 
Genealogists (1979) - now has 2,000 
members in professional development

� Boston University Genealogical Research 
Programs – classroom and online (very 
successful and growing)



LEADERSHIP

Factor #5:



Leadership

� Already mentioned

◦ Board for Certification of Genealogists

◦ Association of Professional Genealogists

◦ National Institute for Genealogical Research

◦ American Society of Genealogists

◦ The Major Societies (NEHGS, NGS, NYG&B, 
NSDAR

� The Mormon Church



Leadership (continued)

� The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints 
(Mormon) outreach has had (and continues to have) a 
major influence on all aspects of genealogical research
◦ Collection and preservation of copies of original records 

from all over the World

◦ Making that information readily available free to all, 
including original source material online

◦ Developing the first personal computer genealogy 
software (PAF)

◦ Developing the first (and only) standard for exchanging 
genealogical data between computers (GEDCOM)

◦ Completely free and unconditional searching via 
www.familysearch.org

◦ Five floors of public genealogical library on Temple Square 
in Salt Lake City



THE FIVE-STORY FAMILY HISTORY 
LIBRARY IN SALT LAKE CITY



IN CONCLUSION --



Summary of changes:
Democratization
� Then (1960s)

◦ Genealogy was done 
for membership or 
prestige

� Now (2010s)

◦ Genealogy is done to 
know more about 
one’s roots



Summary of changes:
Technology
� Then (1960s)

◦ All research was done 
by hand, visiting 
repositories in person 
or using regular mail

◦ DNA testing was 
unheard of

� Now (2010s)

◦ The Internet allows a 
vast amount of 
research to be done 
remotely

◦ DNA is solving many 
previously unanswered 
questions

War Story Alert: I had to go to Bayonne, NJ in 1984 for records 
now available online free at home.



Summary of changes:
Commercial interests
� Then (1960s)

◦ Small cottage industry 
of a few private 
researchers

◦ Book publishing by 
conventional means

� Now (2010s)

◦ Multiple online free 
and subscription 
databases and services 

◦ Self-publishing web 
sites and software

◦ DNA testing and 
analysis

◦ Commercial research 
services

War Story Alert:  I had to print a minimum 150 copies in 1986 
– now the minimum number is = 1.



Summary of changes:
Professionalism
� Then (1960s)

◦ No formal education

◦ No standards

◦ No certification

◦ No academic 
recognition

� Now (2010s)

◦ Certification

◦ College-level courses, 
including on-line 
offerings

◦ Standards for work 
product and personal 
conduct

War Story Alert: I never had to reapply for PE registration in 
CT – now I have to reapply as a CG every 5 years.



Summary of changes:
Leadership
� Then (1960s)

◦ Only the major 
national journals

� Now (2010s)

◦ National journals still 
lead the pack

◦ Major national 
societies growing in 
size and influence

◦ Certification 
organizations

◦ Professional 
associations



The growth is continuing

� More resources are becoming available 
every day – many of them free and/or 
available at home

� The DNA projects (most of them online) 
are extremely well managed and 
attracting increasing numbers of 
participants

� Self-publishing (hard-copy and Internet) is 
providing better and more economical 
ways to share with family members



Questions?



Thanks for your 
attention  !


