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'""Any woman who is now or may hereafter be married . . ."

Women and Naturalization, ca. 1802-1940

By Marian L. Smith
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The fact that women are not equally represented among the nation's early naturalization
records often surprises researchers. Those who assume naturalization practice and procedure
have always been as they are today may spend valuable time searching for a nonexistent re-
cord. At the same time, many genealogists do find naturalization records for women. The
resulting confusion about this subject generates a demand for clear, simple instructions by
which to guide research. Unfortunately, the only rule one can apply to all U.S. naturalization
records—certainly all those prior to September 1906—is that there was no rule.(1)

There were certain legal and social provisions, however, governing which women did
and did not go to court to naturalize. In general, immigrant women have always had the right
to become U.S. citizens, but not every court honored that right. Since the mid-nineteenth cen-
tury a succession of laws worked to keep certain women out of naturalization records, either
by granting them derivative citizenship or barring their naturalization altogether. It is this
variety of laws covering the history of women's naturalization, as well as different courts'
varying interpretation of those laws, that help explain whether a naturalization record exists
for any given immigrant woman.

While original U.S. nationality legislation of 1790, 1795, and 1802 limited naturaliza-
tion eligibility to "free white persons," it did not limit eligibility by sex. But as early as 1804
the law began to draw distinctions regarding married women in naturalization law. Since that
date, and until 1934, when a man filed a declaration of intention to become a citizen but died
prior to naturalization, his widow and minor children were "considered as citizens of the
United States" if they/she appeared in court and took the oath of allegiance and renunciation.
(2) Thus, among naturalization court records, one could find a record of a woman taking the
oath, but find no corresponding declaration for her, and perhaps no petition.

Unless a woman was single or widowed, she had few reasons to naturalize prior to the
twentieth century. Women, foreign-born or native, could not vote. Until the mid-nineteenth
century, women typically did not hold property or appear as "persons" before the law. Under
these circumstances, only widows and spinsters would be expected to seek the protections
U.S. citizenship might afford. One might also remember that naturalization involved the pay-
ment of court fees. Without any tangible benefit resulting from a woman's naturalization, it is
doubtful that many women or their husbands considered the fees to be money well spent.

New laws of the mid-1800s opened an era when a woman's ability to naturalize became
dependent upon her marital status. The act of February 10, 1855, was designed to benefit im-
migrant women. Under that act, "[a]ny woman who is now or may hereafter be married to a
citizen of the United States, and who might herself be lawfully naturalized, shall be deemed a

(Continued on page 2)
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citizen." Thus alien women generally became U.S. citizens by marriage to a U.S.
citizen or through an alien husband's naturalization. The only women who did not
derive citizenship by marriage under this law were those racially ineligible for
naturalization and, since 1917, those women whose marriage to a U.S. citizen oc-
curred suspiciously soon after her arrest for prostitution. The connection between
an immigrant woman's nationality and that of her husband convinced many judges
- that unless the husband of an alien couple became naturalized, the
= wife could not become a citizen. While one will find some courts
-+ that naturalized the wives of aliens, until 1922 the courts generally

~ naturalized.(3)

In innumerable cases under the 1855 law, an immigrant
woman instantly became a U.S. citizen at the moment a judge's or-
der naturalized her immigrant husband. If her husband naturalized
prior to September 27, 1906, the woman may or may not be men-
tioned on the record which actually granted her citizenship. Her
only proof of U.S. citizenship would be a combination of the mar-
riage certificate and her husband's naturalization record. Prior to
1922, this provision applied to women regardless of their place of
residence. Thus if a woman's husband left their home abroad to seek
work in America, became a naturalized citizen, then sent for her to
join him, that woman might enter the United States for the first time
listed as a U.S. citizen.(4)

In other cases, the immigrant woman suddenly became a citi-
zen when she and her U.S. citizen fiancé were declared "man and
wife." In this case her proof of citizenship was a combination of two
documents: the marriage certificate and her husband's birth record
or naturalization certificate. If such an alien woman also had minor
alien children, they, too, derived U.S. citizenship from the marriage. As minors,
they instantly derived citizenship from the "naturalization-by-marriage" of their

L

In general, immigrant women,
such as these arrivals at Ellis
Island, have always had the

right to become U.S. citizens, mother. If the marriage took place abroad, the new wife and her children could

but a succession of laws in the enter the United States for the first time as citizens. Again, if these events occurred
nineteenth century worked to prior to September 27, 1906, it is doubtful any of the children actually appear in
keep certain women out of the what is, technically, their naturalization record. The lack of any record for those
naturalization process. (NARA, ' children's naturalization might cause some of them, after reaching the age of ma-
90-G-125-3) jority, to go to naturalization court and become citizens again.

Just as alien women gained U.S. citizenship by marriage, U.S.-born women
often gained foreign nationality (and thereby lost their U.S. citizenship) by mar-
riage to a foreigner. As the law increasingly linked women's citizenship to that of
their husbands, the courts frequently found that U.S. citizen women expatriated
themselves by marriage to an alien. For many years there was disagreement over
whether a woman lost her U.S. citizenship simply by virtue of the marriage, or
whether she had to actually leave the United States and take up residence with her
husband abroad. Eventually it was decided that between 1866 and 1907 no woman
lost her U.S. citizenship by marriage to an alien unless she left the United States.

(Continued on page 3)
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Yet this decision was probably of little comfort to some women who, resident in

the United States since birth, had been unfairly treated as aliens since their mar-

riages to noncitizens.(5)

By the late nineteenth century, marital status was the primary factor determin-

ing a woman's ability to naturalize. But other factors might have influenced a

judge's decision to grant or deny a woman's naturalization petition. Some judges

seemed unaware of legal naturalization requirements and regularly granted citizen-

ship to persons racially ineligible, who had not lived in the United States the requi-

site five years, or did not display "good moral character." It may be that these

judges also granted citizenship to women regardless of their husband's nationality.

Women's naturalization records dating from the 1880s and 1890s can be found, for

example, among the records of the U.S. District Court for the

District of Columbia (Record Group 21), though these re- I & Py, L . 4y pirss i
cords do not indicate the women's marital status. e S

After 1907, marriage determined a woman's nationality i i e i i ol W By sl lkaghe e 5 i

status completely. Under the act of March 2, 1907, all women == Fet i e oy 1

acquired their husband's nationality upon any marriage occur- d P : T

ring after that date. This changed nothing for immigrant

women, but U.S.-born citizen women could now lose their e el Tty i M " iy i’ St g P
citizenship by any marriage to any alien. Most of these e e Y ot mamr
women subsequently regained their U.S. citizenship when . it st gt it rnk s

their husbands naturalized. However, those who married Chi- i el i e e s
nese, Japanese, Filipino, or other men racially ineligible to eI e et . T e il
naturalize forfeited their U.S. citizenship. Similarly, many R L TTTTRN T g WA e Sy S
former U.S. citizen women found themselves married to men %« fhis

e

who were ineligible to citizenship for some other reason or

who simply refused to naturalize. Because the courts held that a husband's nation-
ality would always determine that of the wife, a married woman could not legally
file for naturalization.(6)

There were exceptions to the 1907 law's prohibition against the naturalization
of married women. Good examples can be found in the West and upper Midwest,
where individuals were still filing entries under the Homestead Act in the early
twentieth century. Many women filed homestead entries, either while married to
aliens or prior to marrying an immigrant. Later, when they petitioned for the citi-
zenship necessary to obtain final deed to the property, some judges granted their
petitions despite their marital status. In these cases the judges held that if the gov-
ernment intended to deny the women citizenship it should not have allowed them
to file entries with the General Land Office. In other homestead-related cases, the
granting of citizenship to women seemed less a matter of principle and more a
method, adopted locally, to acquire additional property.(7) Women's inability to
naturalize during these years did not prevent them from trying. Many women filed
declarations of intention to become citizens and may have even managed to file
petitions before being denied. At least one woman's petition came before the court
because she did not declare her marital status. Often women had no choice but to
file at least a declaration of intent. In some states aliens could not file for divorce

(Continued on page 4)

Barbara M. Baier applied for
citizenship in the U.S. District
Court for the District of Colum-
bia on January 29, 1892. The
clerk had to alter the text to “a
woman of good moral charac-
ter.” (NARA, Records of Dis-
trict Courts of the United
States, RG 21)
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or other court proceedings. An alien woman seeking divorce might file the declara-
tion simply to facilitate filing a separate suit.(8) Declarations of intention and peti-
tions filed by women should remain on file with other court naturalization records.

A few women successfully naturalized in these years, but they might have
subsequently had their naturalization certificates canceled. Finnish-born Hilma
Ruuth, for example, filed her declaration of intention to become a citizen in the
U.S. District Court at Minneapolis, Minnesota, on December 1, 1903. In 1910
Hilma married Jaakob Esala, another Finnish immigrant, and in the same year she
filed her petition for naturalization with the district court of St. Louis County, at
Virginia, Minnesota. Her petition bore her married name, Hilma Esala, and the
U.S. Naturalization examiner in St. Paul filed a formal objection to her petition
under the 1907 law, which prohibited the naturalization of women married to
aliens. The county judge overruled this objection and granted Hilma U.S. citizen-
ship on November 19, 1910. The naturalization examiner responded by passing the
case to the U.S. district attorney, who then filed suit in U.S. District Court on Janu-
ary 24, 1911, for cancellation of the certificate. The case was decided on July 11 at
the Federal Building in Duluth, where Hilma's citizenship was canceled and she
had to surrender her certificate of naturalization.(9) Federal court records of certifi-
cate cancellation proceedings are, like federal court naturalization records, found
in Record Group 21. Unless there is a name index to the court's records, research-
ers will need to know the court's specific name (i.e., U.S. District Court, U.S. Cir-
cuit Court) and location, the type of case, and case number.

The era when a woman's nationality was determined through that of her hus-
band neared its end when this legal provision began to interfere with men's ability
to naturalize. This unforeseen situation arose in and after 1918 when various states
began approving an amendment to grant women suffrage (and which became the
Nineteenth Amendment to the Constitution in 1920). Given that women who de-
rived citizenship through a husband's naturalization would now be able to vote,
some judges refused to naturalize men whose wives did not meet eligibility re-
quirements, including the ability to speak English. The additional examination of
each applicant's wife delayed already crowded court dockets, and some men who
were denied citizenship began to complain that it was unfair to let their wives' na-
tionality interfere with their own.(10)

Happily, Congress was at work and on September 22, 1922, passed the Mar-
ried Women's Act, also known as the Cable Act. This 1922 law finally gave each
woman a nationality of her own. No marriage since that date has granted U.S. citi-
zenship to any alien woman nor taken it from any U.S.-born women who married
an alien eligible to naturalization.(11) Under the new law women became eligible
to naturalize on (almost) the same terms as men. The only difference concerned
those women whose husbands had already naturalized. If her husband was a citi-
zen, the wife did not need to file a declaration of intention. She could initiate natu-
ralization proceedings with a petition alone (one-paper naturalization). A woman
whose husband remained an alien had to start at the beginning, with a declaration
of intention. It is important to note that women who lost citizenship by marriage
and regained it under Cable Act naturalization provisions could file in any naturali-

(Continued on page 5)
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zation court—regardless of her residence.(12)

By this time, confusion over women's citizenship, and how a woman might
regain U.S. citizenship, had become common. The case of Karen Marie Hosford is a
good example. She was born in Denmark and immigrated to Canada, where she met
and married Grant Hosford in 1911. He was a U.S. citizen, and under U.S. law
Karen became a U.S. citizen through their marriage. Then Grant naturalized as a

Canadian citizen in 1915, and Karen, too, thereby lost her U.S. citi-
zenship. The couple soon migrated to the United States. After a few
years Grant decided to regain his U.S. citizenship and filed a declara-
tion of intention at his local naturalization court. Unfortunately, Grant
died in 1923, not yet naturalized, and left Karen an alien widow. At
that point she could petition for naturalization based on his declara-
tion, citing the original 1804 act which gave her that right. But the
1922 act also gave her the option to file her own declaration and begin
the naturalization process in her own right.(13)

While it appears foreign-born women did not complain about any
remaining link between a woman's naturalization and her husband's,
some Naturalization Bureau officials thought any remaining connec-
tion was unfair.(14) Clear dissatisfaction was expressed by U.S.-born
women who, in many cases, belatedly discovered they had lost their
citizenship by marriage prior to September 1922 and now must peti-
tion for naturalization if they wished to regain it. After considering
that other Americans who expatriated themselves by swearing alle-
giance to another nation during World War I needed only to take the
oath of allegiance in court to restore their U.S. citizenship, U.S. Com-
missioner of Naturalization Raymond Crist suggested that Congress
might create some similar provision for U.S.-born women:

Some women feel that a certain stigma attaches to the need of

"naturalization" in the same manner as any lowly immigrant. Women of perhaps

Mayflower ancestry, whose forbears fought through the Revolution, and whose fam-

ily names bear honored and conspicuous places in our history, who are thoroughly

American at heart, and who perhaps have never left these shores, but whose act in

choosing alien husbands has caused forfeiture of American citizenship, bemoan the

stipulation that such as they must sue for naturalization by the ordinary means.(15)
Not until 1936 did Congress comply with Crist's request, and then only for
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Karen Marie Hosford had a
confusing naturalization prob-
lem concerning her husband’s
declaration of intention and her
right to U.S. citizenship.
(NARA, Records of the Immi-
gration and Naturalization Ser-
vice, RG 85)

those women who lost U.S. citizenship by marriage between 1907 and 1922 and
whose marriage had terminated through death or divorce. If she met this criteria she
could file an application with her local naturalization court and resume her citizen-
ship upon taking the oath of allegiance. The application was typically made on
Form N-415, Application to Take Oath of Allegiance to the United States, which
should be filed in separate volumes from each court's other naturalization records.
Some courts, however, interfiled these documents with other petitions. In 1940 Con-
gress allowed all women who lost citizenship by marriage between 1907 and 1922
to repatriate, or resume their citizenship, regardless of their marital status. Since
then, any woman who lost U.S. citizenship in those years by marriage to any alien,
(Continued on page 6)
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In this 1921 photograph, only
one woman is taking the natu-
ralization class for citizenship.
It was not until the following
year that women would finally
get nationality of their own and
more women would seek to be

naturalized. (U.S. Department
of Justice, Immigration and
Naturalization Service)
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even if they remained happily married, could resume her citizenship by applying
and taking the oath of allegiance.

The subject of women and naturalization was often as confusing to people in
the past as it is to researchers today. Not all courts upheld or strictly enforced natu-
ralization requirements. Other misunderstandings arose
when naturalization records did not change as rapidly as
did naturalization law. For example, after implementa-
tion of the Cable Act in 1922, naturalization certificates
continued to call for the name of the new citizen's
spouse until at least 1929. This was a remnant of the
days when women derived nationality from their hus-
bands, and the name inserted on the certificate after
1922 was usually that of the wife. There were subse-
quently instances where unnaturalized spouses used
such certificates as proof of citizenship, even using them
to obtain U.S. passports from the Department of State.
(16)

Still other misunderstandings arise today because
some are unable to fathom that immigrant women may
have gained U.S. citizenship by any means other than
naturalization. There is a surprising number of elderly
women alive today who gained U.S. citizenship by mar-
riage to U.S. citizens prior to 1922. Too often they and their children are sent
scrambling to obtain some proof of the woman's citizenship so that she might re-
tain some benefit to which she is entitled. It was not until 1929 that women who
gained citizenship through their husband's naturalization after marriage could ob-
tain a "Certificate of Derivative Citizenship" from the U.S. Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service (INS). And it was not until 1940 that INS could issue certificates
to women who gained citizenship by marriage to a man already a citizen.(17)
While not in themselves proof of citizenship for legal purposes, proof of marriage
to a U.S. citizen occurring prior to September 22, 1922, and proof of the husband's
U.S. citizenship, remain as the foundation for legally documenting a foreign-born
woman's citizenship.(18)

Notes
1. For information on the location of federal, state, and local court naturalization
records and their availability on microfilm, see Christine Shaefer, Guide fo Natu-
ralization Records of the United States (1997). For information about various as-
pects of naturalization laws and procedures, see John J. Newman, American Natu-
ralization Processes and Procedures, 1790-1985 (1985).
2. Act of March 26, 1804—Widow and Children of Declarant (§ 2168) "shall be
considered as citizens of the United States, and shall be entitled to all rights and
privileges as such, upon taking the oaths prescribed by law." Repealed by Basic
Naturalization Act of June 29, 1906, but continued in section 4(6) of that act. Re-
pealed 1934, but citizenship of those who previously gained citizenship under this
(Continued on page 7)
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provision remained secure. An act of February 24, 1911, allowed the wives of in-
sane declarants to naturalize following the same procedure.

3. Act of Feb. 10, 1855 (§ 1994, rev. § 2172); see In re Rionda, 164 F 368 (1908);
United States v. Cohen, 179 F 834 (1910).

4. Sidney Kansas, Citizenship of the United States of America (1936), p. 67.

5. Frederick A. Cleveland, American Citizenship as Distinguished from Alien Status
(1927) pp. 65-66.

6. Ibid.; see also Rule 24(k) of the Naturalization Laws and Regulations, Feb. 15,
1917 (1917), p. 33.

7. Report of Robert A. Coleman, Chief Naturalization Examiner, St. Paul, MN, to
Richard K. Campbell, Commissioner of Naturalization, Washington, DC, July 1,
1910, p. 3, entry 26, box 1698, file 457177, pt. I, Records of the Immigration and

Naturalization Service, National Archives and Records Administration, Washing- Certificates of Derivative
ton, DC (hereinafter RG 85, NARA). Citizenship are issued only
8. Robert A. Coleman, Chief Naturalization Examiner, St. Paul, MN, to Commis- by INS, not by the courts.
sioner of Naturalization, Washington, DC, Feb. 2, 1924, entry 26, box 399, file To apply for a certification
20/2, RG 85, NARA. See also "Must be Naturalized under Married Surname of of citizenship, submit INS
Husband," in Kansas, Citizenship of the United States of America, pp. 70-71. Form N-600 to your local
9. INS C-File 154992 (including naturalization records of Hilma Esala, District district office of the Immi-
Court of St. Louis County, at Virginia, MN, Nov. 19, 1910, and court decree of the gration and Naturalization
U.S. Circuit Court, District of Minnesota, Fifth Division, July 25, 1911, and other Service.

correspondence).

10. Sundry correspondence relative to courts requiring wife of petitioners to attend
court at final hearing, 1919-1922, entry 26, box 1475, file 3929, RG 85, NARA.
11. Until 1931, women still expatriated themselves by marriage to an alien racially
ineligible to naturalize.

12. Luella Gettys, The Law of Citizenship in the United States (1936) p. 50.

13. Case of Karen Marie Hosford, entry 26, file 23/3444, RG 85, NARA.

14. Paul Armstrong, Chief Naturalization Examiner, Denver, CO, to Commissioner
of Naturalization Raymond Crist, Washington, DC, June 30, 1923, entry 26, box
399, file 20/2, RG 85, NARA.

15. Annual Report of the Commission of Naturalization, 1923, p. 13.

16. Thomas Griffing, District Director of Naturalization, St. Louis, MO, to Com-
missioner of Naturalization, Apr. 3, 1929, entry 26, box 399, file 20/2, RG 85,
NARA.

17. Nora H. Reardon, "Derivative Citizenship of the United States—the Law, Proce-
dure, and Practice in its Determination, and in the Issuance of Documentary Evi-
dence of Such Status." (lecture, INS Course of Study for Members of the Service)
Jan. 7, 1943, pp. 14-15.

18. Naturalization Examiner's Guide, Applications for Certificates of Citizenship,
Documentary and Other Evidence (INS, Nov. 1, 1964), pp. 8-20 to 8-25 (TM 8-1-
70).
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Notes:

(1): The date shown as
marriage date is the date
the marriage license was
issued. No marriage date
or minister certification
was recorded. It is not
known if these people were
actually married.

(41): Marriage license is
dated 22 Dec 1870.

(84): Marriage date proba-
bly should be 16 Dec 1885
as license was issued 15
Dec 1885.

(260): Groom surname on
license is Augustus and on
certificate is Gustus.
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The following is a portion of an indexed list of marriage licenses from the
Marion County Marriage Books A, B, and C (1844-1900) and Alachua
County Marriage Book 1 (1837-1845). The list is organized alphabetically
by the grooms’ name. A copy of the original records can be obtained by
contacting the Clerk of Court of either Alachua or Marion County.

Groom Name
Agnew, Jerry
Agnew, Washington
Agustus, Adam
Ailein, Alexander
Akins, Lloyd

Akins, S.G.

Akins, Thos. J.
Albert, Andrew E.
Albert, John H.
Albert, Randall
Albritton, A.J.
Alderman, Payton S.
Aldrich, Wyatt
Alexander, Abram
Alexander, James W.
Alexander, Jerry
Alexander, John
Alexander, John
Alexander, John P.

Alexander, Oliver

Alexander, Thomas B.F.

Alexander, W.C.
Alexander, William
Alford, J.W.

Allen, C.B.

Allen, Charles E.
Allen, Earby A.
Allen, Early Augustus
Allen, Jemie

Allen, John E.

Bride Name
Hinson, Sophia
Oats, Mary E.
Williams, Lizzie
Robinson, Charlotte
Turnipseed, Annie E.
McDonald, Nettie
Brasell, Alice L.
Badger, Sallie
Coleman, Hester
Mirchaum, Nancy
Waldron, Mattie A.
McBride, Laura
Gadson, Rachel (Mrs.)
Stewart, Amelia
Horn, Sallie B.
Wright, Martha
Suker, Essie
Reddick, Maria
Braboy, Bainna
Nelson, Frances
Chesser, Ceaturah
Gary, Annie Rai
Meyers, Caroline
Turnley, Alpha
Carpenter, Annie
Vincent, Ida L.
Morrison, Mary M.
Gillet, Jennet

Clark, Rynen
Ridaught, Elizabeth

Date Married Note
10 Sep 1866
12 Jan 1857
20 Jul 1893
26 Dec 1868
17 Feb 1895
26 Dec 1893
30 Apr 1897 @)
23 Apr 1889
14 Jun 1884
27 Mar 1884
8 Sep 1881
20 Jan 1881
28 Oct 1891
30 Mar 1894
23 Jun 1887
2 Jan 1870
10 Nov 1894
30 Aug 1894 (1)
20 Dec 1885
26 Jan 1900
21 Dec 1897
16 Dec 1886
4 Nov 1869
9 Sep 1891
6 Jun 1885
17 Dec 1884
26 Jan 1854
10 Oct 1850
21 Jan 1892 €]
28 Aug 1851

(260)

(41)

(84)

Book & Page
C-081
B-098
1-491
C-213
2-065
1-530
2-247
1-138
D-766
D-746
D-520
D-485
1-334
1-568
E-281
D-039
2-028
2-014
E-134
2-501
2-313
E-090
C-283
1-327
E-054
E-007
B-055
B-016
1-362
B-022
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Lost in the Library? - The Dewey
Decimal System for Genealogists

By Betty Jo Stockton; Reprinted with permission from “Genealogy Newsletter Editor’s
Corner” http.//freepages.genealogy.rootsweb.ancestry.com/~bjstockton/editors

It's bad enough that we can't find our missing ancestor — but often we
can't even find where in the library to begin looking for him. Do you stand in
the stacks of the genealogy library wondering where to start? Why aren't the
books on Clermont County, Ohio anywhere near the books on Clark County,
Ohio when they are side by side in alphabetical order?

The problem is that Melville Dewey wasn't thinking of the genealogi-
cal researcher when he devised his system of library organization in 1873. He
was trying to organize all the knowledge in the world, not only the specific
areas contained in genealogical collections. He classified all fields of study
into 10 major areas, with the 900's being History and Geography. This was
further subdivided into areas of the world, then into countries, then into areas,
then local subdivisions. With each division another number was added - thus:

Area of World>> 970 - North America

Region>> 974 - Northeastern United States
975 - Southeastern United States
State>> 975.8 - Georgia
975.9 - Florida
Section of State>> 975.91 - Northeastern Florida
975.92 - Central Florida
County>> 975.924 - Orange County, Florida

975.925 - Osceola County, Florida

The problem is that everything in the genealogical library falls under
the 900s — and all of North America is in the 970s. That puts thousands of
genealogy categories into a very small group of numbers. In order to classify
genealogical materials, the system keeps adding more numbers.

To locate materials on a specific area or county, first look at a map to
see where it is located or what it is near. Many libraries that use the Dewey
system have posted some location tools - such as state names on the ends of
the shelves - to help make the search a bit easier. Books about the whole state
[The History of Florida] will be filed first under the state call number
[975.9]. Then books on more than one county will be shelved together by
number [975.92 for anything on Central Florida.] Then will come the books
on a specific area - 975.924 for anything on Orange County, Florida. Some
libraries may break it down one more step if there is a great amount of mate-
rial on a specific area within the county or the original county was divided.

If that sounds confusing... it is! Realizing that finding materials in a
genealogical library is difficult to even the most experience researcher, the

(Continued on page 10)
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(Continued from page 9)

Central Florida Genealogical Society has published a booklet - Where Did
They Put Wakulla? - a Genealogist's Guide to the Library. This lists the
call number for every one of the more than 5000 counties in the United
States (as well as those of major genealogical topics.) It's a 42 page stapled
booklet, not fancy but small enough to put in your pocket or briefcase. It
sells for $6.00 postpaid from CFGS, PO Box 536309, Orlando, FL 32853-
6309. The genealogy department of the Orlando [FL] Public Library keeps
several copies at the reference desk — and it makes life much easier for the
confused genealogist. [Author's note... I must admit a vested interest. I'm a
professional librarian and I was getting lost in the stacks! So I put together
the booklet for CFGS (and myself) — but it is a great tool.]

Sharing Stories of Heirlooms - Old
and New

By Diane Haddad
Reprinted with permission. Originally published on Family Tree Magazine’s Genealogy
Insider blog March 4, 2013.

When it comes to preserving and sharing the stories of family heirlooms
(something we talk a lot about here at Family Tree Magazine) I think it's
important to log not only antiques that have been in your family for genera-
tions, but also newer objects you hope will become heirlooms.

That's why, as part of the Heirloom Registry Scavenger Hunt, I regis-
tered my childhood rocking chair in Houstory's Heirloom Registry.

The registry is a site where you can keep a log of your family heir-
looms. You affix an Heirloom Registry sticker to an inconspicuous spot on
each item, and your descendants can use the code on the sticker to look up
what you had to say about that object.

This chair is something I played with, and I hope my daughter Norah
will play with it. Santa (aka mom and dad) gave it to my two older sisters
and me when I was about 18 months old, which would have been in 1975.
My mom says that I “kind of took over ownership.” This makes me feel
better about my sisters always hiding my dolls and calling shotgun first
when we were kids.

Even if you don't want to register your family heirlooms online, please-
please-please write down information about them (you can use the free
downloadable Heirloom Inventory on FamilyTreeMagazine.com) and share
copies with loved ones. Please.
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You Can't Barge Into a Funeral Home
and Make Demands

By Michael John Neill
Reprinted with permission from “Genealogy Tip of the Day” http://
genealogytipoftheday.blogspot.com July 5, 2013

The records maintained by a funeral home are private business re-
cords—not public records. Funeral homes do not "have" to allow you to see
their old records. Some do as a public service and because it generates good-
will in the community. A few even charge. But a funeral home is under no
obligation to let you have access to any materials they retained after your
relative's funeral—no matter what it cost.



