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Purpose 
 

One of the primary objectives of SAR in general, and of its State and Chapter Registrars 

in particular, is growing its numbers.  Key factors in that process are the preparation, 

review, and approval of membership applications.  The intent of this Manual is to help 

Registrars understand their responsibilities as Registrar and understand the elements of a 

successful application by discussing in general terms policies adopted by the NSSAR 

Genealogy Committee, and by providing examples both of best practices and common 

pitfalls.  For detailed text of current policies, see the SAR Policy Manual.   
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Responsibilities of Registrars 
 

The Sons of the American Revolution is a heritage society. It is not a genealogical  

society that requires proof of every name, place and event listed on the application, but it 

does require sound proof of the bloodline to a patriot ancestor and of the service rendered 

by that ancestor. By “sound proof” we mean adequate documentation of each parent/child 

link in the line, and differentiation of people with similar names living near one another 

at the same time.  

 

SAR does not require proof of data concerning non-bloodline spouses. It does require that 

all such known data be included in the Lineage section on page 1 of the application. The 

distinction is that, while not needed for the immediate purpose of proving the lineage 

claimed on the application, added data contributes to verifying the bloodline, and may be 

of use to future applicants who share common lineage. 

 

By signing an application, the State Registrar verifies that in his opinion it contains 

sufficient proof of every fact claimed to meet the requirements for membership of the 

National Society.  He should be knowledgeable of the requirements set forth in the 

policies of the Genealogy Committee, “Requirements for Preparation of Applications.”  

Applications he deems insufficient to meet those standards should be returned to the 

Chapter Registrar or applicant to resolve any concerns.  Only those considered acceptable 

should be forwarded to the National Office for processing by the NSSAR Genealogy 

Staff.  If in doubt the State Genealogist, if one has been appointed or elected, should be 

consulted. 

 

Chapter Registrars also need to be aware of the documentation standards and 

requirements so they do not burden the State Registrar with inadequate applications that 

will have to be returned, and researched further. 

 

 

It is a disservice both to the prospective member and to SAR to forward an inadequately-

documented application.  The prospect and his sponsors become frustrated when his 

application is placed in indefinite limbo pending resolution of the deficiencies (for which 

the shorthand is “pended”).  Moreover his filing fee is not refundable, inevitably causing 

hard feelings.  Further, a pended application takes an inordinate amount of staff time to 

review, research, and explain the reasons for its having been pended to the State 

Registrar.  This contributes significantly to the length of time it takes for other 

applications to be reviewed. 
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General Application Requirements 
 

Applications submitted to the National Headquarters must be prepared as follows: 

 Forms must be typed or computer-printed forms using black print. Handwritten 

applications will not be accepted. Application forms printed before 1990 will not 

be accepted. 

 Applications must be a single-page form printed on both sides and printed on 

official, SARwatermarked, bond paper. 

 Applicants must submit the original application form containing all necessary 

signatures.  Photocopies of applications will not be accepted.  

 Nothing may be attached to the application form by staple, glue, tape, pin, thread, 

or othermeans. 

 



 

 4 

 

Standards of Documentation 
 

 

Standards in genealogy have changed over the years, and many previously-acceptable 

sources have been found to be unreliable or incorrect.  One major development is the 

replacement for the “preponderance of evidence” criterion previously considered the 

standard of proof in genealogy with a genealogical proof argument that is made using a 

verifiable research methodology. 

 

Change was needed in recognition of differences between legal and genealogical 

decisions.  In the legal environment there are often two sides, with each side pushing the 

other to perform reasonably exhaustive research.  After results are presented, a decision is 

rendered.  In civil cases, the decision is based on a preponderance of evidence: the side 

with over 50% of the weight of the evidence wins.  In criminal cases, the plaintiff must 

prove its charges beyond all reasonable doubt.  In genealogy there is often only “one 

side” presenting evidence.  If research is insufficient, or if the presenter is unfairly 

selective about what evidence is presented, the decision will not be sound.  Even when 

research is exhaustive and the presentation fair, genealogists want more than just a 

“preponderance of evidence,” especially if a potential conflict is found, but not so much 

as “beyond all reasonable doubt.”  The genealogical proof argument falls between the 

two legal standards: the evidence supporting a conclusion must be of sufficient power to 

convince a reasonable, unbiased person.  A “Devil’s advocate” objection that something 

else could be the case, without consideration of likelihood or evidence, is not considered 

to be the objection of a reasonable, unbiased person.   

  

The genealogical proof argument is now the criterion used by the genealogy community 

to build a solid case, especially when there is no direct evidence to support a conclusion.  

There are five requirements to be met to build a proof argument: 
1. “Conduct a reasonably exhaustive search for all information that is or may be pertinent 

to the identity, relationship, event or situation in question; 

2. “Collect and include in our compilation a complete, accurate citation to the source or 

sources of each item of information we use; 

3. “Analyze and correlate the collected information to assess its quality as evidence; 

4. “Resolve any conflicts caused by items of evidence that contradict each other or are 

contrary to a proposed (hypothetical) solution to the questions; and 

5. “Arrive at a soundly reasoned, coherently written conclusion.” 

 

Evidence must be clearly convincing before proof is accepted, and the quality of evidence 

is a key element.   

 

 Sources are either original or derivative.   

Derivative sources are those that copy, transcribe, abstract, or repeat information from an 

original source.  It should be recognized that errors or omissions may have occurred in the 

process of making the derivative copy, even in filming.  In the analysis of quality, originals 

are weighted heavier than derivative sources and microfilmed copies of originals usually are 

weighted heavier than abstracts or transcriptions. 
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 Information found in sources may be primary and/or secondary. 

For instance, on a death certificate the birth information is usually secondary -- based on the 

recollection of the informant -- while the information regarding the death is usually primary.  

Family Bibles are another area where information may be primary or secondary.  If the 

publication date of the Bible is generally contemporaneous with the events listed, the 

information is considered primary and more reliable than information that may have been 

entered about events that occurred years before the Bible was published and the entries made. 

While family Bibles can be dependable, they are less reliable than town records of the same 

events. 

 Evidence may be direct or indirect.     

Direct evidence is sufficient on its own to make a sound conclusion, while indirect evidence 

usually requires more than one document to prepare a conclusion.  

 

Narrowly interpreted, direct evidence must state explicitly the fact to be proven.  Most 

lineage societies, including SAR, are more generous than that in defining direct evidence.  

For example, even though the relationships among members of a household are not stated 

in 1850-1870 censuses, the presence of a child in a household is usually accepted as proof 

of parentage unless the child’s age conflicts with the makeup of the family group.  

Likewise, absent a known conflict, most genealogists accept information on a death 

certificate regarding the names of the parents as correct.  However, both direct and 

indirect evidence can be called to question when there is additional evidence that 

conflicts with the conclusion. 

 

When there is no acceptable direct evidence, a case based on reasonably researched, 

analyzed, and correlated evidence is needed to make a proof argument.  The Registrar is 

responsible for reviewing the documentation provided and making a decision to 1) 

endorse and forward the application, 2) optionally, if he is able and willing, research the 

line and, in consultation with the applicant/sponsor add additional documentation to 

support the application, or 3) return the application to the submitting chapter or applicant 

for further work.   

 

Other portions of this Manual discuss acceptable and unacceptable evidence.  While 

some unacceptable sources can be valuable in providing leads for further research, they 

do not in and of themselves constitute acceptable proof.  For more detailed discussions of 

the distinction, the following works are helpful: 

 Elizabeth Shown Mills, Evidence Explained: Citing History Sources from Artifacts to 

Cyberspace, 2007, 885 pp 

 Noel C. Stevenson, Genealogical Evidence, 1979, 233 pp 

 Christine Rose, Genealogical Proof Standard: Building a Solid Case, 2009, 58 pp 

 Black’s Law Dictionary (the first two editions are particular useful since they include legal 

definitions found in early American documents and not found in later editions)  
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Common Problems with Applications 

 

Incomplete applications  
Required information and/or signatures missing; documentation not fully listed on the 

reverse.  All known items, including those for the non-bloodline parent, are required on 

the application.  If information is present in the documentation submitted, it must be 

included on the application.  The applicant is to list “all names, dates, and places known” 

according to the instructions.  The new member application must include the signatures 

of the applicant, two sponsors, the State Registrar, and the State Secretary. 

 

Incorrect date formats  
The standard date format used by all lineage societies and genealogical groups is 10 Jan 

1900, rather than 01/10/1900.  Dates in the latter format are unacceptable because of their 

ambiguity: this date could be interpreted either as 10 Jan 1900 or 01 Oct 1900. 

 

Other heritage society applications  

Applications from other lineage societies used as supporting documentation must bear the 

stamp “Record Copy” or “Duplicate.”  Individual pieces of information used from 

applications to other lineage societies must have an indication that each has been verified 

by the genealogy staff of that organization, not just an indication that the information was 

based on another previously-approved application for membership in that society.  The 

listed supporting documentation in applications to other lineage societies (and earlier 

SAR applications) must meet current genealogical standards. 

 

Census records  
The full census page must be shown so the data can be evaluated in context.  If the data 

must be enlarged to read, include an enlargement of the section on the reverse side. 

Printed summaries may be included. 

 

Bible records and Other Original Documents 

Bible records and other original family documents, such as old letters and journals, will 

be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. To prove lineage, the relationship between two 

generations must be explicit, or used with other documentation to reasonably prove a 

parent-child relationship. If possible, a photo or scanned image of all the pages showing 

the family information must be submitted, and in the case of a Bible, a photo of the 

Bible’s title page, giving an indication of the Bible's age and the genealogy presented, is 

required. Evaluation will not only consider the apparent age of the document, but also the 

handwriting and ink used, and evidence that the events were recorded soon after they 

occurred.  If the writer can be identified through the handwriting (through old letters, 

etc.), that proof should be included. Bible entries apparently entered long after the event 

will reduce their usefulness. Transcripts of Bible records, though having less value, may 

also be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. As much as is known, the document's 

provenance, including its present location, should be cited in the "References" block on 

page 2 of the application. 

 



 

 7 

Records in Foreign Languages 

English is the language of use for SAR applications. A document in a foreign language 

may be submitted provided that it is accompanied by an English translation, and attested 

to as an accurate translation by a competent translator. 

 

 

Proof of a maternal bloodline  
If the bloodline goes through the maternal side, there must be acceptable evidence of the 

connection between the woman and her parents, as well as between the woman and her 

child.  A will or Bible record explicitly describing the relationship is of course preferred.  

By themselves census records usually will not suffice, unless one shows the father and/or 

mother living in the married daughter’s household, but other indirect evidence may 

establish the linkage (see the “Example Problem Resolutions” section, below). 

 

Birth certificates  

Short-form birth certificates that do not identify the parents are insufficient. The long-

form birth certificate usually provides additional information regarding the parents' ages 

and birthplaces. If the grandson of a SAR member is applying for membership, a birth 

certificate or other acceptable proof of relationship is required between the SAR member 

and his child through which the grandson is applying. 

 

Annotations  
Extraneous annotations by others on records are not generally acceptable.  This includes 

such things as annotations listing the family with a photo or transcription of a tombstone 

record. 

 

Tombstone records  
Tombstones used as supporting evidence must be contemporaneous to the time of the 

subject’s death and include a photograph of the marker. 

 

Abstracted records  

Full transcriptions of documents are preferable to abstracts.  Either must contain source 

information, including state, county, volume/book, and page number. 

 

Unacceptable documentation  
The following unacceptable sources should not be submitted as “proof” of a bloodline: 

 LDS Ancestral File and/or IGI records; 

 User-submitted family information from online websites, including GEDCOMs, 

Ancestry.com, World Family Tree, Rootsweb.com and similar sites; 

 US and International Marriage Records from Ancestry.com; 

 Documents so illegible that the applicant has had to write in the pertinent 

information; 

 

Published family and local histories  
These records may be acceptable, especially when properly annotated with the source of 

the information.  Consideration may also be given to un-annotated histories, when the 
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author can be shown to have been in a position to have first-hand knowledge of the 

person or event in question.  In such cases, a narrative explanation of why the source 

should be considered should be attached.  For instance, the biographies in many county 

histories were provided by the subjects themselves.  While the author may be presumed 

to have known his own parents, grandparents, children, and grandchildren, portions of 

such sketches relating to the subject’s family in colonial times would properly be deemed 

unacceptable hearsay. 

 

Initials or use of middle names instead of first names  
Documents containing initials rather than a full given name can be problematic, and 

normally require additional supporting evidence that the subject is the correct person.  It 

is not to be assumed that one record referring to J. W. Smith and another referring to J. 

Smith or John Smith, refer to J. William Smith, without additional evidence that J. 

William went by both names.  Other records may be required to show this, such as a 

census recording the names of other family members in the household with him. 

 

Death certificates of remarried wives  
If her death certificate is under the surname of a second spouse, proof of the name change 

from that of the bloodline spouse to that of the second spouse is needed. 

 

DAR/C.A.R. Record Copies that are not completely verified  
Some approved DAR and C.A.R. applications (“Record Copies”) contain “center check 

marks,” which indicate that proof for some portion of the lineage in the cited application 

was based on an earlier application, and that staff verified only that the previous 

application had been approved.  If this is the case, Record Copy(s) of the earlier 

application(s) must also be supplied to identify the documents used in support of the 

bloodline.  It has been found that the trail of Record Copies may go back to an early 

application which, if documented at all, was documented by sources now considered 

unacceptable to the SAR.  The SAR does accept as proven information from 

DAR/C.A.R. Record Copies that have verification check marks for the individual facts 

cited (names, dates, and places). 

  

Missing title pages for published sources  
The title page showing the name and date of the publication is required for all published 

source records used. 
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The Patriot Ancestor and Proof of Service 
 

The date of birth should be given if it can be obtained.  If it is impossible or impractical 

to ascertain the date of birth, some fact should be furnished with proof, to show the 

ancestor was living at the time of the claimed service and of an age for the service 

claimed. 

 

The date of death is to be provided.  If it cannot be found, some proven date identified 

with the ancestor and after the date of service may be used as a substitute (e.g. “After 

1795 when he signed deed”).  Proof such as a copy of the deed is to be included with the 

documentation package. 

 

When two or more persons with the same name are living in the same area, the applicant 

must prove conclusively that the service applies to the person for whom it is being 

claimed. 

 

Sources of information as to Revolutionary War service: 

 Published Revolutionary records of the various colonies, 

 Unpublished records (e.g. muster rolls and payrolls) residing in State Archives, 

Adjutant General’s Offices, State Libraries, and the National Archives, 

 Minutes of Town Meetings and similar records of State and County Governments, 

listing those who were appointed to various Committees of Safety, other 

government positions during the War, those who took the Oath of Allegiance, etc. 

 Account books of State, County and Town Treasurers, showing payment for 

various services directly connected with the Revolutionary War effort. 

 

Unsupported statements in town and county histories, biographical dictionaries, family 

histories and genealogies, and prior applications may not be accepted.  In the absence of 

such a record directly stating a service or if such a record may be open to reasonable 

question, SAR may consider on a case-by-case basis credible presentations of evidence 

that indirectly demonstrate that the ancestor was a support of the patriot cause based on a 

well prepared argument following the Genealogical Proof Standard described earlier. 
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Some Secondary Sources/Books to Use 

With Caution 
 

The following books have been determined by the Genealogy Committee to contain 

errors.  Rather than citing these books, applicants should find better-documented 

secondary sources, or they should find primary sources.  Portions of some of these books 

may provide acceptable documentation, but care should be taken in using these sources. 

 

 

 The Abridged Compendium of American Genealogy: First Families of America by 

Frederick A. Virkus, © 1987 

 Egle’s Notes and Queries of Pennsylvania, 1700s-1800s by William Henry Egle, 

originally published between 1879 and 1895. 

 Florida Pioneers and Their Alabama, Georgia, Carolina, Maryland, and Virginia 

Ancestors by David A. Avant, Jr., © 1974.  The genealogy of the Avent family set 

forth in this book has been found to contain errors. 

 Georgia’s Roster of the Revolution by Lucian Lamar Knight, © 1920.  Only 

certain sections were compiled from official rosters (i.e., primary sources).  The 

SAR has determined that the following pages contain reliable information: 21 

through 192, 322 through 324, and 374 through 401. 

 Kegley’s Virginia Frontiers by F.B. Kegley, © 1938.  Some of the lists presented 

as military rosters are actually tax lists. 

 Mother Bedford and the American Revolutionary War by Larry D. Smith, © 1999 

 The Official Roster of the Soldiers of the American Revolution Buried in the State 

of Ohio, compiled by Mrs. Orville D. Dailey, © 1938. 

(Many books that purport to contain rosters of Revolutionary War soldiers buried 

in a given state are actually compiled based on information from other lineage 

societies, and not based on primary sources.  Applicants to the SAR should try to 

find primary sources to prove the patriotic service of their ancestors.) 

 Soldiers, Sailors, and Patriots of the Revolutionary War in Maine, compiled by 

Carleton E. Fisher and Sue G. Fisher, © 1982.  The SAR has determined that 

those entries for which the underlying documentation is cited as the Maine Old 

Cemetery Association, are based on secondary sources, not primary evidence, and 

may not be soldiers, sailors or patriots of the Revolutionary War. 

 Some Colonial Southern Families, Volumes 1-3, published 1983 1989 by David 

A. Avant, Jr.  The genealogy of the Avent family set forth in this book has been 

found to contain errors. 

 Pioneers of Wiregrass Georgia, Volumes 2, 3, and 5.  Only Volume 1 of this 

compilation is acceptable.  The co-editor of this series confirmed that only 

Volume 1 was compiled from reputable sources.  All volumes after Volume One 

were patron submissions, and no effort was made to verify any of  the information 

provided. 
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Ways You Can Assist the Genealogy Staff 
 

 

The following suggestions will facilitate review of applications by NSSAR staff.  If the 

applicant has omitted any of these elements, the Registrar should add them to the 

documentation package. 

 

Underline in RED to indicate applicable text of documents showing the bloodline links, 

specifically any (and only) text that states or supports the relationship.  Alternatively, the 

applicable portions can be highlighted by a red vertical line in the margin.   

 

Add in RED as a marginal note the generation number(s) to which the underlined items 

apply.   

 

At the top of a source document, add an annotation in RED listing all of the generation 

numbers to which the document refers. 

 

Include a narrative describing how multiple documents provide indirect proof of a 

conclusion. Without this, staff must analyze the documents and arrive at their own 

conclusions.  Current policy only allows one parent/child link to be based on indirect 

evidence using the Genealogical Proof Standard. 

 

Make sure the narrative resolves any conflicting evidence, and in the case of multiple 

persons of the same name in the same area, that all ambiguity is eliminated.  

 

Keep it simple: 

 

 Do not supply redundant information when the package already contains adequate 

proof.  For example, omit the obituary if a death certificate is submitted, unless 

there is a problem with information in the death certificate that the obituary helps 

to correct. 

 

 Do not submit multiple copies of the same document when it covers more than 

two generations.  Use the annotation at the top of the document to indicate those 

generations to which the document relates. 

 

 Photocopies of documentation should be printed front and back.  Archival space 

is limited at Headquarters. 
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Junior Membership Applications 
 

Jr. Memberships are often based on a father’s or grandfather’s previously approved SAR 

application.  Since the bloodline has already been approved by the SAR, the Jr. Member 

application would cited the previously approved SAR Record Copy by member number 

and patriot as the source documentation for those generations that have already been 

proved.  A copy of the SAR application is not needed with the application since the SAR 

staff already has access to it.   

 

If the Jr. Member application is based on a DAR application instead, a citation to the 

DAR Record Copy AND an official Record Copy is needed in the documentation 

package.  The DAR Record Copy must meet the same criteria for sufficient supporting 

documentation that is required with a regular application  

 

Source documentation from the Jr. Member to the common link in the bloodline is 

required.  This is normally in the form of birth and/or death certificates. 

 

 

 

Supplemental Applications 
 

The same criteria as stated above regarding approved SAR and DAR Record Copies 

applies for all common generations in the bloodline.  

 

Generations that are not included in the approved SAR or DAR Record Copy would 

require the same supporting documentation as required in a new application.  

 

The signatures a sponsor and co-sponsor are not necessary on Supplemental Applications.  

They are only required for new applicants. 
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Citing Sources on the Application 
 

 

One major value of establishing a patriot’s service for membership in the SAR is the 

information provided in the application as a source for future members to use in 

establishing their own memberships. Incomplete citations such as “death certificate”, 

“census record”, “family history” are of little help.  To help with this situation, the 

following standards for citing the sources used are suggested, not required, but their use 

will enhance the future value of our Record Copies. 

 

Birth, marriage, and death certificates or licenses – Use the abbreviation “b/c”, “m/c”, 

“m/l”, or, “d/c” etc. and list the name of the party(s) for which it is relevant.  Unless there 

is some special reason for indicating the year or place where the record was located, that 

information isn’t needed since the date and place is already provided on the application. 

 b/c - John Smith. 

 m/c - John Smith to Jane Doe. 

 delayed b/c – Mary Walser, Sacramento Co. CA, 1952. [In this case the person was 

born in Iowa in 1889 but the delayed birth certificate was issued in California in 1952]. 

 

Census records – Provide the census year, county, state, and name of the head of 

household as found in the census. 

 1860 cen. Clayton Co., IA, p. 193, John Smith hh. 

 

Published records – Provide the complete name of the volume, year published, and 

page(s) number(s) of interest.  The year of publication is of particular value when 

multiple books with similar titles are available. 

 “History of Clayton County, Iowa”, 1882, p. 691. 

Court records (probate, land, etc.) – Provide the place, year, volume, page, and name 

of persons of interest. 

 Loudoun Co., VA Deed Bk R (1789), p. 440, Ashley to Mann. 

 Lancaster Co., SC Minutes Court of Equity, Bk B (1834-1841), pp. 222-223, 

Terrill heirs. 

 

Bible Records – Provide original owner and publication date. 

 Meshack Vanlandingham family Bible, 1837. 

 

Newspaper article – Provide type of article, person of interest, newspaper, and page. 

 Obit John Smith, San Francisco Call, 21 Feb 1885, p. 4.  

 

DAR Record Copy – Provide the DAR number and the name of patriot. 

 DAR RC #809010 – Richmond Terrill. 
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SAR Record Copy – Provide the SAR number and the name of the patriot.  Note: a copy 

of the SAR Record Copy is not needed since the Genealogy Staff has access to it already. 

However, it may be required for use by the State and Chapter Registrars in the verification 

process. 

 

 SAR RC 156802 – Samuel Hoard 
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Checklist for Review Ready SAR App  

First Page 

____ Copy(s)* of application on watermarked SAR archival paper 

____ Information on upper portion of the first page of the application filled out 

[State Society, Chapter, Patriot Name, generation, and service, Applicant’s 

full name, address, age and telephone] ** 

____ Applicant’s children listed with date and location of birth ** 

____ First Generation: Applicant’s full name, date and location of birth, name(s) 

of wives, their date and location of birth, and marriage date and location ** 

____ Subsequent Generations to Patriot generation: Each generation complete as 

possible with date and location of events and with spouse’s maiden name 

____ Each generation checks off whether lineage is through a son or daughter ** 

Second Page 

____ Continue lineage to Patriot if required 

____ Patriot’s burial place if known 

____ Documentation connecting generation to generation ** 

____ Generation 1: Applicant’s birth record showing parents 

____ Generation 2 to Patriot: At the top of each document mark in red the 

generation to which it applies. In the body of document underline and mark 

the generation noted for that person and pertinent vital records assisting in 

connecting to the next generation [mark in red as Gen: X] ** 

____ If the bloodline goes through the maternal side, proof of the change of 

surname for that generation is provided 

____ All published documents have title page along with page providing the 

evidence 

____ Patriot’s service record  

____ Applicant’s Signature, date and occupation 

____ Sponsors signature with NSSAR # 

 

As a protection against misplacing documents at NSSAR it is suggested that the 

following notations be made on the back of all documents used for documentation:  

Applicants last name/ Patriots last name/ Chapter/ State 

 

* Note that the number of copies required depends on the State Society’s 

Requirements.  The National Society only requires one copy, however, some State 

Societies also require a copy for their records. 

 

** Documentation showing each parent/child link in the bloodline to the patriot is 

required.  Documentation proving any other requested information regarding spouses 

who are not in the direct bloodline, and the applicant’s children IS NOT NEEDED NOR 

REQUESTED. 
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A Model SAR Application 
 

The following two pages show a model application filed out with the recommended 

documentation standards.  The descriptions of sources cited on the reverse side of the 

application should assist any prospective member or interested party who has obtained a 

Record Copy of this application to research the records of his/her own ancestry. 

 

The example shows how to include proof summaries using multiple documents to 

document parent/child links in the bloodline. 

 

In this example, the link between generation #5 and generation #6 required a proof 

summary since there was no record that specifically named her parents and a proof using 

records about siblings and legal documents between the parties was needed to develop an 

indirect evidence case following the Genealogical Proof Standard that the parents named 

in generation #6 had to be the parents of generation #5.  Note that current policy only 

allows one parent/child link using the Genealogical Proof Standard to be based on 

indirect evidence. 
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The “Fast Track” Application” 
 

As applications are received at the National Headquarters, they are placed 

chronologically in batches by the month received.  Once review of all applications from 

previous months are completed, the Genealogy Staff goes through the next month’s 

applications to pull out those that have been identified as “Fast Track” by use of a 

NSSAR 0921 Transmittal form on GREEN PAPER.  If the initial review determines that 

the application meets the criteria for “Fast Track” that application is given priority to one 

of the staff.  Applications that are determined to not meet the criteria are placed back in 

the remaining stack for work by others in the Genealogy Staff on the basis of the date 

received.   

 

Any application that requires the use of the Genealogy Proof Standard to establish a 

generational link between a parent and child, or for proof of service does NOT qualify for 

“fast track”.  The criteria for “Fast Track” is: 

 

1. An Already Established Proven Line:  This would be an application that needs only 

the applicant’s birth record and maybe that of his parent or grandparent to connect to 

an SAR application that has already been proved.  However, the previously approved 

SAR application must contain verification marks that clearly indicate the data that 

was proven and there is no question that has arisen regarding the lineage or service.  

Otherwise other documents may be required to sufficiently prove the lineage or 

service and the application does not meet the “fast track” criteria. 

 

2. The “30-Minute” Application:  This is an application that can be solidly proven in 

no more than 30 minutes because the documents presented are very sound and prove 

each generational connection without question, usually using one document for each 

generation.  The service must always be accurately proven. 

 

3. “Grandfathered” Applications:  These would be applications based on older SAR 

or DAR applications which are considered inadequate but meet the criteria set forth 

for “grandfathering” (see the SAR Policy Manual).  The applicant understands that 

the grandfathered application, although approved, will be flagged as a 

“grandfathered” application which immediately closes the line for future applicants 

until the next applicant provides the missing documentation.  Applications DO NOT 

qualify for ‘grandfathered” approval if there is a question in the lineage or service. 
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Research Tips and Example Problem 

Resolutions Using a Proof Argument 

 

 

The following research suggestions are often useful in finding an ancestry which 

seems to have hit a brick wall. 

 

 Check Original Records - If there is a published abstraction of records it may not be 

a complete record of all pertinent facts.  Abstracts of marriages may not list 

bondsmen or parental permissions.  Some abstracts of wills have been found to only 

include those receiving bequests and omitting the names of executors who may also 

be named as children but had previously received their share of the estate in a gift 

deed and thus not listed in the bequests.  The published “Virginia Publick Claims” 

don’t list the complete reasoning that individuals were granted the claim.  Original 

records have shown cases where a claim was made for providing rations during the 

person’s own military service and thus the individual is qualified for both public and 

military service. 

 

 Siblings & Other Known Relatives - Sometimes, following clues about the 

ancestor’s siblings or relatives can tear down the brick wall.  What may not be found 

in the records that would connect your ancestor to an earlier generation may be found 

in the records that concerned the brothers, sisters, aunts, uncles, nieces or nephews of 

the ancestor.  Proof of parentage may be found indirectly through proof of a sibling 

relationship and proof of the sibling’s parentage. 

 

 Land Records - Many deed records record the transfer of property between parent and 

child.  These often have a nominal consideration received ($1 or 5 shillings) and may also 

state “for the natural love and affection I have for…”  Useful land records may be found 

years after the death of an individual and provide information about his children.  They may 

have been created for a partition of the land that was jointly received by the children as an 

inheritance, or for a sale between one or more of the heirs of his/her share of an inheritance.  

These records usually show how the land was obtained, “from the estate of John Doe, decd”.  

Land could have been passed down between family members without the recording of any 

deeds.  At some future date, one of the descendants must record a deed of sale to a third party 

and must show how the title passed to him/her.  Releases of dower rights may also provide 

clues to the wife’s surname.  Witnesses to deeds were often related. 

 

 Newspapers - Newspapers are an often-overlooked resource for locating family 

information.  Vital statistics are frequently printed in papers even though the events 

were never officially recorded.  Newspaper accounts of a person’s death can lead to 

the identification of heirs; provide the date of birth or the age which can be used to 

calculate and birth date; and provide the place of birth.  The probate process requires 

the publishing of a probate notice in local papers.  These notices can provide the 

names and last known residences of the heirs, some of who may not be named in a 

will or named anywhere else if there was no will. 
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 Census Records – Sometimes census records cannot be easily found due to the way 

the name was either enumerated or indexed.  Use some creative ways to search for 

families that don’t appear to be in an index such as Ancestry.com’s search engine.  Be 

aware of possible variations in spellings that may have been used; for example 

“Cowin” may have been indexed as “Corvin.  Try using wildcards with only the first 

three letters of the surname or for vowels in the surname.  Use approximate ages and 

birth states for all known members of the family group (not just the head of the 

household).   Browsing the complete census record of the locations can often yield 

positive results when all else fails. 

 
 Build a Case With Indirect Evidence - One of the problems in preparing the 

required proof for SAR membership is the availability and reliability of documented 

evidence.  There are still ways to establish proofs using several independent 

documents, none of which in themselves prove the link but, in aggregate, build a case 

that proves the link using a proof argument.  NOTE:  A separate proof argument is 

required for each link that can’t be established using acceptable direct evidence or in 

situations where there is conflicting direct evidence or multiple possibilities with 

persons of the same name living in the same area at the time period of interest.  The 

proof argument should indicate 1) what is to be proved, 2) why the proof argument is 

needed, 3) a summary of findings including the documents used, an analysis of each 

document used and how it fits in resolving the problem, and 4) a conclusion based on 

the analysis. 

 

The following examples taken from actual applications are provided to demonstrate 

some of the ways potential problems can be overcome.  The narratives used are in the 

format included with the source documents. 
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1.  A death certificate is incorrect in naming of the spouse and the parents of the 

decedent.  The bloodline went through Emma Rixon and Mary Jane Cardinell. This 

proof summary was successfully used to support SAR, C.A.R. and Mayflower 

Society applications.  Photocopies of the supporting documents were included with 

the packages. 

 
PROBLEM 

The death certificate for Emmie E. Hoard, erroneously identifies her late husband as William H. Hoard, not 

George Hoard and her father as William Rexor, not William Rixon.  Her mother is identified as Mary J. 

Cardenell. 

 

PROOF SUMMARY of relationship to mother, Mary Jane Cardinell [#5] and correct identification of husband 

and father. 

 Emmie E. Hoard death certificate, no. 31-00082, CA Dept. of Public Health (copy attached). – Summary  

     of important points: 

Emmie E. Hoard, b. 17 April 1856 Canada, father William J Rexor (sic) b. Canada, mother Mary J Cardenell 

b. Canada, spouse “late William H. Hoard”, d. 24 January 1931Sanger, CA (sic).  The informant was W. H. 

Hoard of Sanger (Fresno Co.), California.  He evidently put his name down as his father’s name. 

 George Hoard death certificate, no. 14-017271, CA Dept. of Public Health (copy attached). – Summary of  

    important points. 

George Hoard, b. 24 February 1850 Indiana, married, d. 21 June 1914 Sanger, CA.  The informant was also 

W.H. Hoard of Sanger 

 1910 federal census , population schedule, Fresno Co., CA taken 26 & 27 April 1910, 7th Ward, Fresno City, E.D. 

48, sheet 7A, 855 Callisek St., dwelling 151, family 170  (NARA microfilm T624-75, Ancestry.com image 13 of 

25). – Summary of important points. 

 George Hoard 60 head [born] Indiana 

  Emma 53 wife [born] Canada 

  William H. 32 son [born] CA 

This census shows that Emma Hoard was the wife of George Hoard and mother of William H. Hoard and not the 

spouse of the “late William H. Hoard” as stated on her death certificate.  Her age and birthplace match the 

information on her death certificate. 

 Marriage license George Hoard to Emma Etta Lisette Rixon, San Joaquin County Recorders Office – 

Summary of important points. 

Emma Etta Lecetta Rixon m. George Hoard 1 January 1877.  The official performing the ceremony was her 

father William J. Rixon, Minister of the Gospel. 

 Obituary William John Rixon, source unknown, copy found in Bruce Hoard family Bible in possession of Jim 

Faulkinbury, Sacramento, CA – Summary of important points. 

William John Rixon, b. 4 July 1826, m (1). Mary Jane Cardinell 12 October 1852 in Belleville, Canada.  To 

first marriage, had a family of five daughters and one son, including Mrs. E. Hoard of Sanger.  He moved 

from Canada to Michigan in 1865 and to California about 1873. 

 1870 federal census , population schedule, Muskegon Co., MI taken 29 August 1870, Oceana, p. 349, dwelling 

99, family 98 (NARA microfilm M593-692, Ancestry.com image 13 of 24) – Summary of important points. 

 Rixon William 43  [born] Canada 

            Mary 32  [born] Canada 

            Emma 14  [born] Canada 

            Hannah 12  [born] Canada 

            Minnie   7  [born] Canada 
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2. The only direct source found to support a parent/child link in the bloodline is an 

undocumented family history.  This proof summary was successfully used to 

support a SAR application.  Photocopies of the supporting documents were included 

with the packages. 

 
PROBLEM 

The only source indicating that John Arndt Sletor is a son of John Sletor and Sarah Arndt is an 

undocumented family history written in 1922. 

 

PROOF SUMMARY showing that John Arndt Sletor is a son of John and Sarah (Arndt) Sletor.  

 

 The book “Story of the Arndts” [copy of selected pages attached] by John Stover Arndt (Philadelphia: Christoper 

Sower Co., 1922) identifies John Arndt Sletor as one of four children of John Sletor and Sarah Arndt.  

Unfortunately, this book does not provide any documentation of the fact.   

 A check of Northampton Co. Pennsylvania probate records, church records, and land records did not reveal any 

direct connection between John A. Sletor and John Sletor.   

 John Slater is listed in the 1830 census of Northampton Co., Pennsylvania (p. 5, Easton) with two males of proper 

ages to be John A. and Thomas.  This is the only Slater/Sletor family in Northampton Co. that year. 

 The book “Some of the First Settlers of ‘The Forks of the Delaware’ and Their Descendants” [copies of selected 

pages attached], translated and published by Rev. Henry Martyn Kieffer (Easton, PA: 1902) records the baptisms 

and marriages in the First Reformed Church of Easton, Pennsylvania.  The marriage of John Sletor to Sarah Arndt 

and the baptism of their daughter Mary Ann Sletor, born 26 January 1814, is recorded in this book. 

 The DAR Record Copy No. 8847 [copy attached], filed by the granddaughter of John and Sarah (Arndt) Sletor in 

1895 shows that Thomas Sletor was also a child of John and Sarah. 

 The obituary for Thomas Sletor from the Easton Weekly Argus of 9 March 1883 [copy attached] states that he 

“took charge of the business of his father, John Sletor, who was then the proprietor of a hotel on the corner of 

Third and Lehigh streets”.  This obituary indicates not only that Thomas Sletor was a son of John Sletor but also 

provides an indication of the property owned by the Sletor family. 

 The obituary for John A. Sletor for the Easton Weekly Argus of 11 February 1874 [copy attached] does not 

indicate the name of his father but it does indicate that he was also the keeper of the hotel at Third and Lehigh. 

 

The confirmation of the names of two of the children, Mary Ann and Thomas, named in the “Story of the Arndts” is 

made by direct evidence.  The confirmation of John A. Sletor as a son is made by his connection to the hotel property at 

Third and Lehigh previously run by his father John Sletor, and his brother Thomas Sletor.  
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3.  Several undocumented sources may be used in conjunction with some 

documented sources to build a case for two generational links.  Note the comments 

used to explain the rationale for consideration of sources #2 and #3.  This proof 

summary was successfully used for SAR, CAR and Mayflower Society applications.  

Photocopies of the supporting documents were included with the packages. 
 

 

PROOF SUMMARY of relationship to mother, Phoebe Richmond [#7] and grandparents, Sylvester 

and Jane (Bowerman) Richmond [#8]. 

 
1. “The Marriage Register 1803-1823 of Stephen Conger, J.P. Hallowell” (Kingston, Ontario: Ontario 

Genealogical Society, nd) – Summary of important points. 

Entry 61) – James Cardinal of Hallowell married Deliah Darling of Hallowell on 11 Nov 1821.  Hallowell is 

2 miles from Picton on the Bay of Quinte.  

2. “The Posterity as near as we can ascertain of Ichabod Bowerman” written by Levi Vincent Bowerman about 

1904 and transcribed by his grandson Merton Yarwood Williams, PhD, copy provided by Seventh Town 

Historical Society, Marilyn Adams Genealogical Research Center, Amelliasburg, Ont.  [The original typescript is 

in the holdings of the Merton Yarwood Williams collection in the archives of the University of British Columbia 

where Dr. Williams (1883-1974) was one of the original faculty members and head of the Department of Geology 

and Geography. NOTE:  The original record was written Levi Vincent Bowerman (1832-1910) to record his 

knowledge of the Bowerman family in the Bay of Quinte area.  He was born and died in that area and knew many 

of the descendants listed in the “Posterity”.  Some of the information came from the notes and journal made by his 

father, Vincent Bowerman (b. 1760)]. – Summary of important points 

p. 3 – Phoebe Richmond married John Darling and had children Sylvester, Delila, and William. 

3. Family data in 24 May 1981 letter from Carolyn Keyes Johnson, a granddaughter of Charity Rixon Gaines.  
Carolyn lived with Charity Gaines who was the granddaughter of Delilah (Darling) Cardinell and had access to the 

stories and photographs that were passed from Delilah Cardinell to Charity Rixon Gaines.  Charity took care of 

Delilah in her old age and recorded these notes from her grandmother.  The family information passed down from 

Delilah indicates that her maiden name was Delilah Darling and she was married to James Cardinell on 11 

November 1822 or 1823.  She was born near Picton, Canada in May 1803.  Her mother was a member of the 

Quaker sect and her father was a member of the Presbyterian Church.  Her grandfather was named Sylvester 

Richmond and her mother, Phoebe Richmond, married John Darling.   

NOTE:  This information came from Delilah (Darling) Cardinell, the daughter of John Darling, who would 

be reasonably assumed to know the names of her parents and grandparents. 

4. “Pioneer Life of the Bay of Quinte” (Toronto:  Rolph and Clark, Ltd, 1905) – Summary of important points. 

p. 131, Jane Bowerman m. Sylvester Richmond; settled in Hallowell and had children: (1) Sarah, (2) Job, (3) 

Cyrus, (4) Abigail, (5) Ichabod, (6) Phoebe, (7) Lydia, (8) John, (9) Jane, and (10) David. 

5. “Assessment of the Township of Hallowell for the Year 1808” (Ontario Historical Society Papers and Records, 

Vol. 6, pp. 168-170 (Ontario Historical Society, 1905, downloaded from 

http://my.tbaytel.net/bmartin/assessmt.htm) – Summary of important points. 

John Darling is shown as the owner of 50 acres of cultivated land and 150 acres of uncultivated land.  He is 

the only Darling entry in the Assessment. 

6. “Abstracts of Surrogate Court Wills, Kingston and Vicinity 1790-1858”, comp. by Loral and Mildred 

Wanamaker (Kingston, Ont:  Kingston Branch Ontario Genealogical Society, 1982) – Summary of important 

points. 

p. 30, will of Silvester Richmond dated 7 June 1802 indicates that Phoebe Richmond is one of his daughters. 

7. “Settlers of the Beekman Patent”, Frank J. Doherty (Pleasant Valley, NY) – Summary of important points: 

Vol. I, p. 382, Quakers and the Miltary Sylvester Richmond is listed as a Quaker in the 1755 enrollment of 

Quakers for Dutchess Co.  This matches the information passed down by Deliah Cardinell that her 

grandfather, Sylvester Richmond, and her mother, Pheobe (Richmond) Darling, were Quakers 

 Vol. II, pp. 659, The Bowerman Family shows that Jane Bowerman married Sylvester Richmond and had a 

daughter Phebe.   

Vol. II, pp. 660, The Bowerman Family shows that Vincent Bowerman was a son of Thomas Bowerman 

(vii).  This Vincent is the original source of the “Posterity of Ichabod Bowerman”. 

 

The Beekman Patent was part of Dutchess Co., NY.  Phoebe (Richmond) Darling was born in Dutchess Co., 

NY and according to her daughter, Deliah (Darling) Cardinell, was a Quaker. 
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4.  This is an analysis used on an SAR Supplemental, employing Civil War letters 

and later land records to prove an otherwise undocumented father-daughter 

relationship.  Photocopies and transcriptions of two letters and the land records 

were provided. 
 

The problem:  
No direct evidence has been found proving that Eliza, wife of James W. Moore, was the daughter of John M. 
Hankins. 
 
Analysis of letters and land records: 
The first letter, dated 24 Sep 1862, shows that J. W. Moore had a relationship with John M. Hankins, and that the 
relationship involved an Eliza.  Four days later George Hankins addressed a letter to Jonn M. Hankins and Family 
with 1) a salutation “Dear Father and Mother,” and 2) a postscript  “To E. J. W. Moore...…………....J. W. Moore,” 
mentioning at the conclusion “Abba,” the only child of Eliza and James Wesley Moore.  
 
The significance to the short postscript is not only that E. J. W. Moore was related to John M. Hankins; it gives the 
earliest indication that Eliza Jane had another middle name.  Eight years later, in the 1870 Fayette County 
census, she is listed as E. J. W., wife of J. W. Moore.  Two years after that, when Martha Hankins sold part of her 
late husband's estate, Eliza signed the contract "Eliza W. Moore."  Four years after that, she and her father's 
other heirs quitclaimed their interests in a tract of his land to Robert Price Hankins, and the official record lists 
one of the signatories as "E. J. W. Moore."  In 1878 (Deed Book 4, p. 137), even more explicitly, she is recorded as 
Eliza J. W. Moore.  Nevertheless, until the discovery of the September 28, 1862 letter, the signatures on the legal 
papers were assumed to have been by James Wesley Moore acting on behalf of Eliza, since few women of that 
era were allowed to execute legal documents -- their husbands had to act for them.  This note would seem to 
indicate that not only did Eliza sign for herself at those later times, but also that, like several of her siblings, she 
had two middle names. 
 
1. Letter from J. W. Moore to John M. Hankins 

Chattanooga, Tennessee, September 24th, 1862 

Mr. John M. Hankins, 

Yesterday I wrote a letter to Eliza and it strikes me that I didn’t date it, though if you get both letters you may know 

Eliza's was written and mailed one day sooner than this one.  Some of the boys say that a letter will go sooner by not 

paying the postage.  I am going to try the experiment.  I paid postage on the one I wrote yesterday, and on this one I 

will not pay it and see which gets there first.  The soldiers here are afraid to buy anything to eat outside of lines.  The 

Union men have been guilty of poisoning soldiers through this country.  The general talk here this morning is that we 

will get off from here in a day or two, though I think it very uncertain when we will leave this place.  When we leave 

here we will go into Cold country.  I have bought one linen shirt and one linen pair of drawers.  They are both the best 

kind of linen.  They both just cost four dollars.  If I knew that I wouldn’t lose any of my clothes I wouldn’t need all of 

that linen that Eliza is fixing for me, but maybe she had better keep it till she hears from me again.  Since I have been 

writing, M. C. Moore has stepped in to our tent.  His crowd is gone and I thought he was gone, though he was taken 

down here with the chills and fever and has been in the hospital.  He will leave here about the same time we do.  Take 

good care of yourself and family.  So nothing more this time.  Only remains yours truly.  Write soon and often if you 

can. 

To John M. Hankins                                                                        J. W. Moore 

 

2. Letter from George A. B. Hankins to his parents, with postscript from J. W. Moore to E. J. W. Moore  

Knoxville, Tennessee, September 28th 1862  

Dear Father & Mother,  

I wrote you a letter and some time back. I sent it by Mr. Bobo. It was Lev Bobo. I also sent thirty dollars of money by 

him. Father, I sent twenty dollars to you and ten to mother. I have plenty of money here to answer my purposes I was 

sick when I wrote to you, though I have now gotten well I am in as good health as could be expected under all 

prevailing circumstances. We have gotten marching orders. We have to leave this place tomorrow morning. We have to 

march 250 miles up in Kentucky somewhere. I don’t know where we will stop. I don’t know when I will get to come 

home. Mother, I understand that you are fixing me some clothes. I don’t need anything and won't in a long time. If 

anything should happen that I should need clothes, I will try to get to come after them. Well, buying me a cot -- I would 

advise you to not buy it unless you can get a good bargain. You are judge enough to know what to do. We can fix up 

about a horse when I get home I am in hopes that this thing will not last long. It is the opinion of most of the soldiers 

that it will wind up some time this winter. Sam Prichard sends you his best respects. Robert says he will write to you 

when we get stationed, and I will do the same. Franklin, you and Woody mustn’t marry until I get home. Take good 
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care of your cots. I would like mighty well to see you all. You must write to me as soon and often as you can -- 

something more this time. Only remains yours as ever  

G. B. Hankins   To Jonn M. Hankins and Family  

Eliza, you must get your father to see something about paying my tax. It will be a small amount. I am very sorry that I 

can’t get a chance to send you some money but there is no chance now. I wrote to you yesterday. We have to start 

tomorrow on a long march, and I am afraid we will have to leave some of our things. Do the best you can. Yours as 

ever.  

To E. J. W. Moore...…………....J. W. Moore  

Tell Abba that I want to see her mighty bad.  

 

Original letters in the possession of _______________; transcription by ____________, April 2004  

 

3. Sanford County Deed Record Vol. 1, p. 229, 24 Jun 1872: Robert Hankins, Franklin Hankins, Caroline 
Taylor, Martha Taylor and Eliza Moore, children and heirs of John Hankins, deceased, give up rights to land 
mentioned on page 228 to William Woods (see notes for James Wesley Moore).  Franklin and Martha could not 
sign their names. Witnesses - W. G. Bailey, P. M. Woods, T. B. Woods. Signed - Caroline Taylor, R. P. Hankins, 
Franklin (X) Hankins, Martha (X) Taylor, E. J. Moore. 
4. Sanford County Deed Record Vol. 1, p. 453, 15 May 1872: Martha Hankins, Caroline Taylor, Robert P. 
Hankins, Eliza W. Moore, Franklin M. Hankins and Martha Taylor sold to Wm. G. Bailey for $120 - the SWNE § 
26, T14R15 - 40 acres. Signed by all six sellers. 
5. Sanford County Deed Record Vol. 3. p. 437, 4 Sep 1876: deed between the heirs of John Miller Hankins and 
his son, Robert Price Hankins, ceding to R. P. Hankins the interests of all the other heirs of J. M. Hankins in a 
division of lands belonging to the estate, signed by E. J. W. Moore.   
6. Sanford County Deed Book 4, p. 137, 4 Jan 1878: Franklin Hankins receives his share of his father's estate 
consisting of the NWNW § 25, T14R15. Signed - Eliza J. W. Moore, Martha Hankins (X), Martha E. Taylor (X), W. 
J. Taylor, J. Taylor (X), S. F. Taylor (X), M. A. Taylor (X), F. J. Taylor (X), E. E. Priddy, M. M. Johnson, R. P. Hankins.  
Witness - P. M. Woods 
 
Cast of Principal Characters 

Abba: Martha Abigail, Jun1858 – 5 Sep 1938, daughter of Eliza Jane Wilmoth Hankins & James Wesley Moore; 
Caroline Taylor: Telitha Ann Caroline, 12/13/1827-, daughter of Martha Morton & John Miller Hankins, wife of Wm. 

B. Taylor; 

Eliza/E.J./E.J.W. Moore: Eliza Jane Wilmoth, 27 May 1841 – 18 Mar 1914, daughter of Martha Morton & John 

Miller Hankins, wife of James Wesley Moore; 

Franklin Hankins: Stephen Franklin, 19 Apr 1846 - , son of Martha Morton & John Miller Hankins; 
G. B. Hankins: George A. Burton, 11/29/1843 – 7/20/1864, Co. K, 41st Alabama Infantry, son of  
Martha Morton & John Miller Hankins;  
J. W. Moore: James Wesley Moore, 1 Apr 1829 – 5 Aug 1905, Co. K, 41st Alabama Infantry, husband of Eliza 

Hankins; 

John M. Hankins: John Miller Hankins, c. 1807 – 25 Oct 1863, father-in-law of James Wesley Moore 

M. C. Moore:  Milton Craig, 8 Jan 1838 - , Co. K, 16th Alabama Infantry, brother of James Wesley Moore; 

Martha Hankins: Martha Morton, 28 Jan 1810-20 Mar 1891, wife of John Miller Hankins; 
Martha Taylor: Martha E.,Oct 1851-, daughter of Martha Morton & John Miller Hankins, wife of John B. Taylor; 
R.P./Robert Hankins: Robert Price, 17 Nov 1838 – 23 Feb 1916, Co. K, 41st Alabama Infantry, son of  
Martha Morton & John Miller Hankins  
Woody: Woodvil Simpson, c. 1849 - , son of Martha Morton & John Miller Hankins;  
 



 

 27 

This is an example showing a proof argument to distinguish between persons of the 

same name. 

 

Proof that the Mary Jenkins (gen. 4) who married William Henry Webb is the 

daughter of Lewis Jenkins (gen. 5). 

 

Problem: there are three contemporary Mary Jenkins who lived and married in Union 

Co. Ohio between 1856 and 1863. 

 

Evidence: 
 Marriage entry for William Webb to Mary Jenkins - Union Co., OH Marriage Book, Vol. A, 14 

Sep 1856.  The marriage was solemnized by Warret Owen, J.P. 

 Marriage entry for B.P. Hildreth to Mary Jenkins – Union Co., OH Marriage Book, Vol. B, 19 Jul 

1863.  The marriage was solemnized by Moses Thompson, J.P. 

 Marriage entry for Franklin Welch to Mary Jenkins – Union Co., OH Marriage Book, Vol. A, 5 

Aug 1862.  The marriage was solemnized by John Mitchell, J.P. 

 1850 census Millcreek Township, Union Co., OH, p. 283 lists a Mary Jenkins, age 12 as the 

daughter of Mary Jenkins and siblings, Jacob, Lewis, Erastus and Phebe A. Jenkins. 

 1860 census of Leesburgh Township, Union Co., OH, p. 32-33 lists a Mary Jenkins, age 19 as the 

daughter of John (50) and Nancy Jenkins 39).  Also on page 33 is the family of William Hildreth 

with son B. Hildreth, age 30.  This is the only B. Hildreth in the 1860 census of Union Co. 

 The 1870 census of Leesburg Township, Union Co., OH, p. 103 lists the family of Benonie 

Hildreth (40) and wife Mary (29). 

 The 1860 census of Millcreek Township, Union Co., OH, p. 8 lists the family of William Webb 

(30) and wife Mary (21).  Two households away is the family of Mary Jenkins (51) with son 

Erastus and daughter Phebe A. 

 The 1860 census of Union Township, Union Co. OH, p. 76 lists the family of another Jenkins (48) 

with wife Elizabeth (50) and daughter Mary (22). 

 The 1870 census of Taylor Township, Union Co., OH, p. 198A lists the family of Franklin and 

Mary Welch (32). 

 The 1860 census of Union Co., OH shows that Warret Owen, J.P. lived in Millcreek Township (p. 

8), Moses Thompson, J.P. lived in Leesburg Township (p. 41), and John Mitchell, J.P. lived in 

Union Township (p. 145).  These townships are in different areas of Union Co. 

 Union Co., OH Administration Record of 28 Oct 1848 shows that Mary Jenkins relinquished her 

right of Administration to the estate of Lewis Jenkins and was granted guardianship of children 

Lewis, Mary, Erastus, and Phebe A. Jenkins.  On 20 Nov 1849 she is named in the Administration 

Record as the widow of Lewis and the children are named as his. 

 

Conclusion: 

All three marriage records for a Mary Jenkins were solemnized by a J.P. who lived in 

different townships that correspond to the residences of one of the three Jenkins 

families with daughter Mary.  The Mary Jenkins who married William Webb as well 

as the officiating J.P. lived in Millcreek Township and the 1860 census shows that 

William and Mary Webb lived two households away from Mary Jenkins who is listed 

in the probate records as widow of Lewis Jenkins.  Lewis was the father of Mary 

(Jenkins) Webb. 
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Policy 2011-01 allows indirect evidence in support of service.  The following is an 

example of a proof argument using indirect evidence to establish patriotic service through 

the signing of an Oath of Allegiance in the absence of any record of the oath. 

 
Indirect proof that Matthew Busey (Gen. 6) performed patriotic service by swearing an Oath of 

Allegiance is established by the following: 

 

 Chapter III, Sec. XXI of the Laws of North Carolina for 1778 which directs the taxing 

authority shall impose a three-fold or four-fold tax on those who refuse to take an Oath of 

Allegiance for religious or political reasons. 

 

 The 1778 Tax List for Rowan County, North Carolina indicates that some residents of the 

county were taxed at the four-fold rate demonstrating that Rowan County was complying with 

the State Law. 

 

 The 1778 Tax List for Rowan County, North Carolina shows that Matthew Busey was taxed 

at the standard rate. 

 

It can thus be concluded that Matthew Busey sign an Oath of Allegiance although no record of those 

signed said oaths in Rowan County can be found. 
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Examples of Acceptable and Insufficient 

Documentation 

 
The following pages provide some examples of both acceptable and unacceptable 

documentation.
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Below is an example of a page from a professional journal.  The editorial requirements of 

these journals (The American Genealogist, The New England Historical and 

Genealogical Register, The Genealogist, The National Genealogical Society Quarterly, 

and several others) are stringent regarding proper citation of facts.  Articles on families 

found in these publications are well researched and documented and thus usually 

acceptable proof for lineages in a SAR application.  Be sure to include the title page and 

table of contents. 
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The following two pages show an example of a well documented family history which 

meets the proof requirements of the NSSAR.  The footnotes and/or transcripts of primary 

documents show the sources used to compile the lineage.  Only the pages that establish 

the blood line in the SAR lineage are needed.  The title page of the family history is also 

required in the document submission. 
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This is an example of a page from the typical family history which does not meet the 

proof requirements of the NSSAR.  The lineage lists names, dates, and places but fails to 

provide any sources for where this information was obtained.  It is unknown if this was 

merely hearsay or based on real evidence. Family histories such as this can provide clues 

from which better documentation can be obtained to accompany an application but this 

type of documentation is not sufficient for approval of an SAR application. 
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The following four examples of DAR Record Copies show 1) completely acceptable 

application, 2) a partially acceptable DAR Record Copy that supports the earliest 

generations and service, and 3) and 4) are applications that require considerable 

additional support for the lineage.   

 

DAR Record Copies must contain verification marks by the DAR Genealogy Staff on 

each relevant item (name, date, and place).  If the mark is only placed on the center of 

each line in a generation, that indicates that the staff have only verified that the 

information on that line matches the same information on a previously approved 

application and does not suggest any verification that the information is still acceptable 

under the current genealogy standards. 

 

 In Example 1, all facts are verified and thus satisfactory.   

 

 In Example 2, the facts regarding generations 5 through 8 have been verified and 

are satisfactory.  However, the information for generations 1 through 4 contains 

“center check marks” which only verifies that the information came from 

previously approved DAR applications.  If any of the information found in the 

generations 1 through 4 is part of the lineage used for the SAR application, the 

referenced previously approved DAR Record Copies must also be provided to 

show the actual documentation used to support those facts, or other 

documentation of those facts is needed.  For recent generations, vital records 

(birth, marriage, and death certificates), and/or post-1840 census records usually 

provide the necessary documentation.   

 

 The bulk of the lineage in Example 3 is “center check marked” referencing a 

previous DAR application.  A copy of that earlier application, or any other earlier 

ones that it refers to showing the actual proof documentation used, is needed.  If 

the additional copy(s) can’t be included or if they use documentation that is no 

longer acceptable proof for the SAR, then addition documents proving the lineage 

must be provided. 

 

 Example 4, although approved for DAR membership, only provides proof of the 

service and that is the only verified item on the application.  There are no sources 

cited for the lineage. 
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DAR Example 1 (p. 1 of 3) 
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DAR Example 1 (p. 2 of 3) 

 



 

 37 

DAR Example 1 (p. 3 of 3) 
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DAR Example 2 – (p. 1 of 3) earlier generations OK 

 
 

 

DAR Example 2 – (p. 2 of 3) earlier generations OK 
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DAR Example 2 – (p. 3 of 3) earlier generations OK 
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DAR Example 3 (p. 1 of 3) 



 

 42 

DAR Example 3 (p. 2 of 3) 
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DAR Example 3 (p. 3 of 3) 
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DAR Example 4 (p. 1 of 3) 
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DAR Example 4 (p. 2 of 3) 
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DAR Example 4 (p. 3 of 3) 
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Frequently Asked Questions 
 

 

 

Q: How many copies of the application are needed on the watermarked SAR Paper? 

 

A: The NSSAR Genealogy Staff only requires one copy.  However, several State 

Societies may require a second copy for their records.  Check with your State 

Registrar or Genealogist for the number needed by your State Society. 

 

 

Q: If I have problems, which SAR genealogist should I phone or e-mail. 

 

A: Contacts with the SAR genealogy staff are limited to your state’s state point of 

contact. You should contact him with your questions. In most cases, he will be able to 

answer your questions. If not, he can contact the genealogy staff and get the answer 

back to you.  Direct contact by the applicant or sponsor with the Genealogy Staff 

member is permitted when initiated by the Genealogy Staff member. 

 

Q: If I wish to correct an already approved application, what is the process? 

 

A: For any of the Genealogy Staff to make changes on an already approved application, 

acceptable proof must always be provided to support the change  

 

 


