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Ok.. good news and bad news.  I’ll start with the latter… this project may be impossible to solve.  We 
have hit a road block and it had everything to do with the original supposition.  Could we identify 
ancestry based upon the way in which small chunks of DNA were present in the current day 
descendants?  The problem is exactly what you were told by your parents… Don’t marry your cousins! 
All evidence points to a genetic bottleneck around 1700-1750 where 1st and 2nd cousins were being 
fruitful.  The result is that everyone had similar DNA.

The above chart shows the exact issue.  We develop a new set of DNA chunks to look at (250 in total) 
in order to increase the accuracy.  These chunks were shared between more than two people in the core 
group, and therefore we felt as being possible markers.  By looking at the width of these chunks, we 
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could then look at only those which converged prior to 1735.  Our hope was that we would have each 
person neatly align with one or two people.  However, it was a complete mess.  Even back this far, the 
common DNA was being shared almost evenly among everyone.  Two possible answers were that 
everyone in the set had multiple ancestors, or the more likely outcome is that the DNA from each of 
these ancestors is not unique.

We should remember that the family tree we have been looking at is the Lousada/Barrow tree.  Taking 
a patrilineal viewpoint ignores 50% of the DNA.  Daughters married into other families, and apparently
some of those off-spring married back.  So while we hoped that each of the most recent ancestors 
carried a unique DNA signature… we were wrong.  It was a DNA soup in Livorno in 1735.

It gets worse when we look at the tree we have been holding true (above).  Based upon the analysis, we
have come to the conclusion that at least one person may not be in the correct place.  Further, we all 
connect in the 1700-1750 time-frame, not ~1550.  Further, and I can say this with a lot of certainty.. a 
single connection between myself, Bob, Chris, and Tim around 1730-1740 is impossible.  Joseph 
Barrow's daughter (Ann Judith Barrow) from whom I am descended was not legitimate and her mother 
was not at all related to anyone of European descent.  Further, my other relatives at this time were 
Scottish.  This indicates we are missing multiple connections across the family.  The DNA is there, but 
the marriages and children are missing.  Again, we have DNA Soup.



We haven't called it quits on this front and will keep looking at the DNA in case there are some possible
strands which are associated only with a few people.  This maybe the case with ~10% of them.  
However, we need to fix the tree first.  That is going to take some time.



So what’s the good news?  Once we we threw out the prime goal, we then tried to see what we could 
actually discover.  The result was, for a large number of people, we have a good idea who you are 
related to.  For some there is a probable name.  To achieve this, we looked at all the shared DNA which 
aligned to the common DNA soup.  Given that ever generation, the average length of the DNA is 
halved, we could align these chunk lengths to a date.  It isn’t 100% accurate, but if you do this 250 
times a picture starts to appear (above table)

So, find your kit # in the above chart and run along the rows.  The numbers that you see are the number
of DNA chunks which you have in agreement with the Lousada/Barrow DNA soup for that date.  The 
bigger the number the more significant.  If you see a high number and then a drop, that suggests you 
have an ancestor connected to this family around that date.  If you have more than one peak, then you 
probably have more than one common ancestor.  The lower the number, the more likely the connection 
is through a different pathway.  Still related, but not close to the main Lousada/Barrow patrilineage.

However, we discovered we could do a lot more.  This part just takes a bit more explaining.  Instead of 
looking at all the chunks together, we can actually repeat this for every kit and for every person in the 
core group.  The result looks like the following.

The first set of data (“Possible Date of All Matching DNA”) is for all the shared DNA.  This includes 
all non Lousada/Barrow DNA.  The set on the right (“Possible Date of Common DNA”)  is for just the 
Lousada/Barrow DNA soup.  So you can see that this kit has lots of common DNA (left hand chart).  
But only a few which is common to the Lousada/Barrow.  That is to be expected.  Digging into it we 
see that there are 4 common strands of DNA with Chris in 1720 (left data), and 2 of them are common 
to others as seen on the right hand table.  That is a big clue.  Further, there are lots of common soup 
DNA with the other members of the core group.  This distribution suggests this person is connected to 
the Lousada/Barrow DNA Soup, probably through Chris in 1720.  Remember, the clock isn't accurate...
just an approximate.   But this is not all, there are other peaks with Chris in 1750 and Scott's wife in 
1740 which do not appear on the right hand chart.  Therefore, these are suggestive of other non-
Lousada/Barrow ancestors.  Who?  We don't know... but the connections look strong.

There is another pattern which appears quite frequently, especially with Lynn.  In the next table, you 
can see strong common DNA with only 1 person on the right chart.  This suggests that those chunks are
probably non-Lousada/Barrow DNA as there is not that wide distribution in the Lousada/Barrow DNA 
Soup.  About 1/3 of everyone falls into this pattern, and it will take some digging to figure out exactly 
what this means.  It is probably connected to the Levi family, we are just not sure which branch.



So, if there are high numbers on the left chart, and the right chart has lots of numbers all over the place,
that is a good sign that you are connected to the Lousada/Barrow DNA soup. If the right chart looks 
very clean.. it is suggestive that the DNA is probably not Lousada/Barrow and is instead directly from 
one person (and we have a mistake in our chunks)

There are also some patterns which are starting to appear which indicate specific ancestors.  In the 
following chart you can see a high connection to Edmund Barrow in 1750 on the left data-set.  
However, there is also a broader peak with me in 1710-1720.  That latter connectio is likely to be 
Simon Barrow of Barbados (1709-1801) who both Edmund and I descend from.  However, the 1750 
peak suggests that this kit is more closely related at that time.  Good distribution on the right data 
indicates this ancestor is part of the Lousada/Barrow DNA soup.  Right now we are thinking that this 
'1750 with Edmund and 1720 with John' is indicative of the ancestor being related to Simon Barrow of 
Bath's wife (Tryphena Ester Lyon de Symons).  Her father, Baron Lyon de Symons, was cousin to 
Simon Barrow of Barbados.  Therefore, the common ancestor maybe more likely be a 'de Symons'.. 
originating from Barrow.

Others we have good estimates include:
– Strength with Jeannine, Bob, Chris or Tim around 1720-1740 is suggestive of Jacob Leuzarder 

who died in New York in 1729.
– A 1700-1720 flag with Scott's Wife is indicative of a Gedalia of Prague connection
– Anything with me around 1710 is likely to be either Simon Barrow of Barbados or a Montefiore

connection

We are looking for more of these patterns to try and put more people's names onto paper.   On the next 
page, I have put down my best estimates at the moment.  In addition, I am including everyone's charts 
at attachments.  Take a look and see what you can see.

So progress has been made... lots of information has been gleaned.  However, we may be looking at the
end as this DNA Soup may be impossible to navigate. Just remember, cousins are probably not the best 
person to procreate with if you care what one of your descendants might do for a hobby almost 300 
years later.




