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Abstract

On October 14, 2025, the Abenaki Council of Odanak released a 731-page ge-

nealogical report claiming to prove that Vermont Abenaki tribal leaders have no

Indigenous ancestry. The report, allegedly directed by Dr. Darryl Leroux and rep-

resenting ”two years of forensic genealogical research,” purports to document

12,043 ancestors across 8 individuals from 7 family lines, concluding they are

”99.9% European” with no valid claim to Abenaki identity.

Through comprehensive forensic document analysis, wedemonstrate that this

report constitutes methodological fraud. Digital forensics reveal the document

was created in 60 days (August 15–October 14, 2025), not two years. The en-

tire 731-page report contains zero citations, zero footnotes, and zero verifiable

sources. Statistical analysis strongly suggests the genealogies are direct exports

from online genealogy platforms such as Ancestry.com and similar family tree

websites, complete with database artifacts and OCR errors. The report violates

every professional genealogical standard established by the Board for Certifica-

tion of Genealogists and fails to meet basic academic citation requirements.

This paper presents strong evidence that the ODAN report is not legitimate

genealogical research but rather an automated database export with predeter-

mined conclusions. Beyond documenting this specific methodological fraud, we

examine the broader context of how fraudulent genealogical methodology can

be weaponized in tribal recognition debates. We demonstrate how gaming eco-

nomics drives systematic challenges to federal recognition across theUnited States,

and how acceptance of such fraudulent methodology creates dangerous prece-

dents that threaten all federally recognized tribes, as evidenced by the eight-

year legal siege against the Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe and ongoing challenges

to over 10 distinct tribal entities comprising hundreds of thousands of potential

members.

The technical evidence is comprehensive and verifiable: the ODAN genealogi-

cal report fails on every measure of legitimate research methodology and profes-

sional standards. Regardless of the underlying truth about any particular tribal

recognition claim, fraudulent research cannot be accepted as legitimate evidence

in debates affecting peoples’ fundamental rights.
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1 Introduction

The Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe secured a definitive legal victory in April 2024 when

the Supreme Court declined to hear challenges to their land trust status, ending eight

years of litigation (Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe Land Trust Litigation). However, this rep-

resents just one battle in a broader war: at least 10 distinct tribal entities comprising

hundreds of thousands of potential tribal members currently face recognition chal-

lenges driven primarily by gaming opposition, with coordinated networks of commer-

cial casino interests, state governments, and even some federally recognized tribes

systematically opposing new recognition.

The pattern is clear and consistent across multiple cases from 2023–2025: gaming

economics, not genuine questions about tribal existence, has become the primary

barrier to federal recognition. This investigation reveals how casino interests have

effectively weaponized the administrative and legal processes meant to acknowledge

Indigenous peoples’ inherent sovereignty, creating what amounts to a systematic vi-

olation of tribes’ rights to self-determination and federal government-to-government

relationships.

Into this fraught landscape entered the Abenaki Council of Odanak’s ”Final Genealogi-

cal Report,” released October 14, 2025. The 731-page document claims to provide sci-

entific proof that Vermont Abenaki tribal leaders are not Indigenous but rather ”99.9%

European” descendants with fraudulent identity claims. Allegedly representing ”two

years of forensic genealogical research” and ”peer reviewed by PhDs,” the report pur-

ports to document 12,043 ancestors across 8 target individuals from 7 family lines,

concluding definitively: ”None of the individuals whose genealogy we completed had

any Abenaki ancestry whatsoever” (Abenaki Council of Odanak).

If legitimate, such a report would constitute important evidence in ongoing debates

about tribal recognition. However, forensic analysis reveals something far different: a

fraudulent document created through automated database exports, containing zero

verifiable sources, and violating every professional standard of genealogical research.

1.1 Research Questions and Methodology

This paper addresses three fundamental questions:
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1. Is theODANgenealogical report basedon legitimate, verifiable researchmethod-

ology?

2. Does the reportmeet professional standards for genealogical evidence and aca-

demic citation?

3. What are the broader implications of accepting such methodology as valid evi-

dence in tribal recognition debates?

Our methodology combines multiple forms of analysis:

Digital Forensics: We conducted comprehensivemetadata analysis of both the origi-

nal and released versions of the PDF document, examining file creation dates, modifi-

cation timestamps, authorship information, and evidence of documentmanipulation.

Content Analysis: We systematically reviewed all 731 pages for citations, source doc-

umentation, and verifiable evidence, cataloging the complete absence of standard

academic or genealogical attribution.

Pattern Recognition: We identified technical artifacts throughout the document in-

cludingOCRerrors, database identificationnumbers, andAncestry.com-specificmeta-

data structures that reveal automated processing.

Comparative Analysis: We compared the report’s claimedmethodology against pro-

fessional standards established by the Board for Certification of Genealogists, aca-

demic citation requirements, and Dr. Leroux’s own published scholarly work.

Statistical Verification: We analyzed sampling methodology, population extrapola-

tion, and cost structures to evaluate the report’s statistical validity and plausibility.

The core technical findings are independently verifiable: theODAN report’s PDFmeta-

data can be extracted using standard forensic tools, the absence of citations can be

confirmed by reading the document, and the technical artifacts (OCR errors, database

IDs) are documented throughout the report. The Ancestry.com connection, while cir-

cumstantial, is based onpublicly observable data (though the private tree itself cannot

be accessed without permission).



Forensic Analysis of the ODAN Report 12

1.2 Significance and Stakes

This investigation matters far beyond questions about specific Vermont tribal com-

munities. The federal recognition process has been demonstrably influenced by gam-

ing economics, with commercial casino interests systematically opposing tribal recog-

nition when gaming revenues are at stake. The ODAN report represents a new fron-

tier in this dynamic: the deployment of fraudulent genealogical research with a ve-

neer of scientific legitimacy to attack Indigenous identity claims.

If such methodology becomes normalized and accepted, it creates a template that

could be deployed against any federally recognized tribe. The Mashpee Wampanoag

case already demonstrates that even tribes with extensive historical documentation

and federal recognition can face years of expensive litigation when commercial gam-

ing interests bankroll challenges. The addition of fraudulent genealogical research to

this arsenal represents an existential threat to tribal sovereignty.

We therefore approach this analysis as defenders of research integrity and profes-

sional standards, making no claims about the underlying truth of Vermont Abenaki

identity. This investigationproceeds froma simple principle: you cannot attack groups

of people with fraudulent information and remain credible. The truth is more impor-

tant than our opinions. Regardless of one’s position on tribal recognition questions,

the methodology employed must meet basic standards of evidence and verifiability.

ScopeandLimitations: This analysis focuses exclusively on theODANReport’smethod-

ology, not on the underlying factual questions of Vermont Abenaki tribal legitimacy.

The 2007 Bureau of Indian Affairs Final Determination, which denied federal recog-

nition to the St. Francis/Sokoki Band (Abenaki Nation of Missisquoi) after a 27-year

review process, also reached negative conclusions about community continuity, find-

ing that fewer than 1% of 1,171 members demonstrated descent from a Missisquoi

Abenaki ancestor. However, the BIA’s determination is irrelevant to this analysis for

a critical reason: the BIA used sound methodology (exhaustive archival research,

proper documentation, transparent peer review), while the ODAN Report did not.

This report demonstrates that regardless of one’s position onVermont Abenaki claims,

the ODAN Report’s fraudulent methodology renders it worthless as evidence and es-

tablishes a dangerous precedent for attacking tribal sovereignty through fabricated

research. Even if one accepts the BIA’s 2007 findings, the ODAN report adds noth-

ing of evidentiary value and instead represents a weaponization of genealogy that

threatens all tribes.
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This paper combines two distinct but related components: (1) forensic technical anal-

ysis of the ODAN report’s methodology, and (2) contextual examination of how fraud-

ulent genealogical research can be weaponized in tribal recognition debates. The

technical findings stand independently of the policy context. However, understand-

ing the broader pattern of gaming-driven opposition to tribal recognition helps ex-

plain why methodological standards matter – not just for Vermont Abenaki, but for

all federally recognized tribes facing similar attacks.

1.3 Methodological Framework: Adversarial Forensics

This analysis employsadversarial forensicsmethodology – the sameapproachused

in penetration testing, digital forensics, and incident response investigations. Rather

than neutral academic historiography, this represents expert technical analysis treat-

ing the ODAN report as a potentially compromised system requiring verification.

The adversarial forensics approach includes:

• Threat modeling: Identifying what fraud indicators would look like if present

• Artifact collection: Gathering technical evidence (metadata, OCR errors, struc-

tural patterns)

• Binary determination: Concluding whether evidence meets or fails profes-

sional standards

• Proof of concept: Demonstrating findings through reproducible technical anal-

ysis

This methodology is appropriate for fraud detection and does not require false bal-

ance. When technical evidence demonstrates systematic fabrication – such as a doc-

ument claiming ”two years of research” but created in 60 days, or containing zero cita-

tions for 12,043 individuals – the proper analytical response is definitive rather than

equivocal. Just as penetration testing reports document exploitable vulnerabilities

without presenting ”both sides” of whether the vulnerability exists, forensic analysis

documents methodological fraud when technical evidence is conclusive.

The following sections present strong technical evidence that the ODAN genealogical

report fails professional standards and constitutes methodological fraud.
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2 The ODAN Report: Claims and Context

The ODAN report makes specific, testable claims about its methodology, scope, and

findings. Understanding these claims is essential for evaluating the evidence that

follows.

2.1 Target Individuals and Scope

The report focuses on 8 individuals from 7 family lines, all prominent figures in Ver-

mont and New Hampshire Abenaki communities:

1. BrendaGagne – Chief, AbenakiNation atMissisquoi (818 ancestors documented)

2. Joseph Bruchac – Children’s author (434 ancestors, shared with #3)

3. Margaret Bruchac – Former University of Pennsylvania professor (434 ances-

tors, shared with #2)

4. Paul Wilson Pouliot – Chief, Cowasuck Band (624 ancestors)

5. SherryGould – FormerNewHampshire Representative, Nulheganmember (921

ancestors)

6. Shirly Hook – Chief, Koasek Traditional Band (1,110 ancestors)

7. Paul Bunnell – Chief, Ko’asek Traditional Band (726 ancestors)

8. Donald Stevens – Chief, Nulhegan Band (1,215 ancestors)

The individual counts sum to 6,282 ancestors (with Joseph and Margaret Bruchac’s

434 shared ancestors counted once). However, the report defines these as ”root an-

cestors” – people born in Europe, Africa, or who were Indigenous to the Northeast.

The genealogies themselves contain far more individuals, as they must also docu-

ment all intermediate generations and spouses between the 8 target individuals and

their root ancestors.

Forensic analysis of the parsed genealogical data extracted from the ODAN report re-

veals the actual scope. The 12,043 figure claimed as the ”global total” represents the
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un-deduplicated count of all individuals mentioned across all genealogies – meaning

when the same person appears in multiple family trees (due to intermarriage and

common descent), they are counted multiple times. The actual count of unique indi-

viduals is 10,743 when duplicates are removed.

Individual Root Ancestors Total People Ratio

Brenda Gagne 818 1,431 1.75x
Joseph/Marge Bruchac 434 836 1.93x
Paul Wilson Pouliot 624 1,131 1.81x
Sherry Gould 921 1,837 1.99x
Shirly Hook 1,110 2,149 1.94x
Paul Bunnell 726 1,220 1.68x
Donald Stevens 1,215 2,419 1.99x

Totals:
Root ancestors (claimed) 6,282 – –
Un-deduplicated total – 12,043 1.92x
Unique individuals – 10,743 1.71x

Table 1. ODAN report's claimed "root ancestor" counts versus actual total individuals documented in

genealogies (deduplicated per family tree). The "Total People" column includes all individuals across

all generations plus spouses, explaining why it is larger than the root ancestor count.

This discrepancy matters for calculating research workload. While the report empha-

sizes the 6,282 ”root ancestor” figure in its summary, the actual genealogical work re-

quired documenting 10,743 unique individuals (or 12,043 counting duplicates). Each

person required birth, marriage, and death records; verification of identity among

potentially hundreds with the same name; and proper source documentation. From

a research effort perspective, documenting a ”root ancestor” born in France in 1650

requires the same work as documenting their great-great-grandchild born in Que-

bec in 1750 – both need full record verification. The cost and timeline calculations in

subsequent sections use both the conservative 12,043 figure (un-deduplicated) and

the accurate 10,743 figure (unique individuals) to demonstrate that either way, the

claimed research timeline and cost are impossible.

2.2 Claimed Methodology

The report makes specific claims about its research methodology:

”TWO YEARS of forensic genealogical research” conducted by examining
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”thousands of public documents from the 1600s to the 2000s.” The re-

search allegedly drew upon ”material from the Drouin Institute and Re-

search Programme in Historical Demography at the Université de Mon-

tréal.”

The cover page indicates the work was ”Directed by Darryl Leroux,” a sociologist at

the University of Ottawa whose research focuses on what he terms ”race shifting” by

French-Canadians into Indigenous identity (Leroux). The report claims to have been

peer-reviewed by ”other PhDs” and was commissioned at a cost of $7,000 (Watso).

2.3 Conclusions

For each individual, the report reaches remarkably similar conclusions:

• Brenda Gagne: ”Italian 50%, French 48.3%, Algonquin 0.1%, Mohawk 0.1%”

• Joseph & Margaret Bruchac: ”99.9% European” with ”0.1% Mohawk”

• Paul Wilson Pouliot: ”100% European”

• Sherry Gould: ”99.9% European”

• Shirly Hook: ”99.9% European” with ”0.1% Algonquin”

• Paul Bunnell: ”99.9% European” with ”0.1% Huron-Wendat”

• Donald Stevens: ”99.92% European”

Where Indigenous ancestors are identified, the report dismisses them with a consis-

tent formula: these ancestors ”have millions of descendants today,” therefore the

individual has ”no claim to being Abenaki.”

The report’s final conclusion is categorical:

”None of the individuals whose genealogy we completed had any Abenaki

ancestrywhatsoever. Our researchunambiguously confirms that the ‘Abenaki

tribes’ in Vermont andNewHampshire representwhite, Franco-Americans.”
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This conclusion extrapolates from8 individuals (representing 0.16%of Vermont Abenaki

population) to the entirety of Vermont and New Hampshire Abenaki communities,

comprising approximately 5,000 current tribal members across multiple recognized

bands.

2.4 Document Creation and Release

Forensic investigation uncovered evidence of a two-stage document creation pro-

cess. The original working document, created August 15, 2025, was never officially

released but remains discoverable as an orphaned file hidden in the WordPress up-

loads directory of the Abenaki Heritage Foundation website. This original version

(rapport_final_genealogies.pdf, 730 pages) contains complete metadata showing

Darryl Leroux as author with creation timestamp of August 15, 2025 at 10:21:26 AM,

yet has no visible attribution anywhere within the document text itself – no title page,

no signature, no author identification.

The only version officially released was published October 14, 2025 as ODAN_Final-
genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf (731 pages). This version had been processed

through iLovePDF to deliberately strip all identifying metadata, with a cover page

added bearing the Odanak tribal logo and text stating ”Directed by Darryl Leroux.”

Despite this attribution on the cover, the document still contains no signature or for-

mal attestation by Leroux.

This two-stage process – an unsigned, unattributed working document later trans-

formed into an official-appearing report through metadata stripping and cover page

addition – raises immediate questions about document authenticity and professional

attribution that subsequent sections will address in detail. The hidden original ver-

sion’s existence suggests awareness that the metadata contradicted the claimed re-

search narrative.

2.5 Defense of the Report

Denise Watso, identifying herself as a citizen of Odanak, has vigorously defended the

report against criticism, characterizing it as ”SOLID as a ROCK” and ”based on solid

public vital records.” She has dismissed technical analysis as work of ”self-proclaimed

experts” and ”cyber spies” using ”AI lingo” that is ”junk science at best” (Watso).
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These claims about methodology, scope, timeframe, peer review, and professional

quality are testable assertions. The following sections present forensic evidence demon-

strating that each major claim is false.

3 Forensic Document Analysis: Metadata Evidence

PDF documents contain embedded metadata that records creation dates, modifica-

tion timestamps, authorship information, and processing history. This metadata pro-

vides forensic evidence of a document’s actual creation timeline and can reveal ma-

nipulation or concealment efforts. Analysis of the ODAN report’s metadata exposes

fundamental contradictions with the report’s claimed methodology.

3.1 The Two Versions

Forensic investigation revealed two distinct versions of the document with signifi-

cantly differentmetadata profiles. Theoriginal version, titled rapport_final_genealogies.pdf,
was discovered hidden in the WordPress uploads directory of the Abenaki Heritage

Foundation website. Critically, this file is not linked anywhere on the public-facing

Abenaki Heritage website – it exists only as an orphaned file in the server’s upload

folder, suggesting an attempt to conceal the original version after realizing its meta-

data revealed compromising information. The file’s discovery required direct URL

access or search engine indexing rather than normal website navigation, as shown in

Figure 1.

Note on Evidence Accessibility: As of this writing, the original hidden PDF may no

longer be accessible at the discovered URL. This is consistent with post-exposure ev-

idence cleanup – a common response when forensic analysis reveals compromising

metadata. The metadata findings documented in this analysis were extracted from

the file while accessible and have been preserved for verification. The subsequent in-

accessibility of the original file, if confirmed, would constitute additional circumstan-

tial evidence supporting the conclusion that the metadata contradicted the report’s

claims about methodology and timeline.
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Figure 1. Forensic discovery of the original PDF file hidden in the WordPress uploads directory. This file

is not linked anywhere on the Abenaki Heritage Foundation website, existing only as an orphaned server

file. Its discovery through search engine indexing revealed unstripped metadata showing the actual

creation timeline and authorship information that was deliberately concealed in the official release.

3.1.1 Version 1: Original (Hidden on Server)

The original version, accessible at https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2

025/09/rapport_final_genealogies.pdf, contains complete metadata showing Darryl

Leroux as author and a creation date of August 15, 2025 – contradicting the report’s

claims of ”two years” of research. Figure 2 shows the cover page of this version.

3.1.2 Version 2: Official Release

The official release version was published at https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-conte

nt/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf. This version

includes an added cover page with the Odanak tribal logo and ”Directed by Darryl

Leroux” attribution, but has had all identifying metadata stripped using iLovePDF’s

sanitization tools. The metadata removal conceals the actual creation date (August

15, 2025) and authorship information that appear in Version 1. Figure 3 shows the

cover page of this sanitized version.

https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/rapport_final_genealogies.pdf
https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/rapport_final_genealogies.pdf
https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf
https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf
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Figure 2. Cover page of the original version (rapport_final_genealogies.pdf) discovered on the
Abenaki Heritage Foundation website. This version contains complete metadata showing Darryl Leroux

as author and creation date of August 15, 2025, contradicting claims of "two years" of research.

3.2 Timeline Fraud

Themetadata reveals an irreconcilable contradictionwith the report’s claimedmethod-

ology. The report claims to represent ”TWO YEARS of forensic genealogical research,”

yet the actual timeline revealed by metadata tells a starkly different story. The doc-

ument was created on August 15, 2025 at 10:21:26 AM and released on October 14,

2025. This represents an actual duration of sixty days, not two years.

To understand the magnitude of this discrepancy, consider what two years of re-

search would actually mean. The report claims 12,043 total individuals, though as

documented in Section 2.1, this figure includes duplicates where the same ancestor
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Property Value

Filename rapport_final_genealogies.pdf
Author Darryl Leroux
Creator Microsoft® Word pour Microsoft 365
Producer Microsoft® Word pour Microsoft 365
Creation-
Date

Fri Aug 15 10:21:26 2025

ModDate Fri Aug 15 10:21:26 2025
Pages 730
File size 6,218,618 bytes
PDF version 1.7

Table 2. Metadata from original PDF version

Figure 3. Cover page of the official release version (ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-
10-14.pdf) published at https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Fi

nal-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf. This version includes the added cover page with Odanak

tribal logo and "Directed by Darryl Leroux" attribution, but has had all identifying metadata stripped

using iLovePDF's sanitization tools. The metadata removal conceals the actual creation date (August

15, 2025) and authorship information that appear in Version 1.

https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf
https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf
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Property Value

Filename ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf
Author [STRIPPED]
Creator [STRIPPED]
Producer iLovePDF
ModDate Tue Oct 14 17:13:32 2025
Creation-
Date

[STRIPPED]

Pages 731 (730 + cover page)
File size 4,249,852 bytes
PDF version 1.4

Table 3. Metadata from official release version

appears in multiple family trees – the actual number of unique individuals is 10,743.

Even using the inflated 12,043 figure, two years equals 730 days or 17,520 hours, al-

lowing approximately 1.45 hours (87 minutes) per person if working every single day

without breaks, weekends, or holidays. For professional genealogical research re-

quiring examination of birth, marriage, death, census, military, land, probate, church,

and immigration records across four centuries and two continents, 87 minutes per

person is already impossibly brief. Yet the actual timeline was not two years but sixty

days – yielding just 7.2 minutes per person (or 8.0 minutes using the accurate 10,743

unique individual count). This is not research; this is automated data extraction.

This is not a minor discrepancy but a fundamental misrepresentation. The document

could not have been created over two years when the digital artifact itself demon-

strates it was generated in a single session on August 15, 2025. The metadata times-

tamp provides strong, contemporaneous evidence embedded in the file structure, di-

rectly contradicting the claimed research timeline. While metadata can theoretically

be altered, doing so would constitute additional fraud – and the metadata pattern

here (matching iLovePDF processing, consistent with document structure) strongly

indicates authenticity. Importantly, this timestamp reflects the document export ses-

sion, not necessarily the duration of underlying research – yet even granting this dis-

tinction, the 60-day window between creation and release remains physically impos-

sible for manual research of 12,043 individuals.
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3.3 Single-Session Generation

The metadata provides additional evidence of automated generation rather than it-

erative research. The creation and modification dates are identical – both stamped

at August 15, 2025 at 10:21:26 AM. This indicates the document was generated in a

single session and exported directly to PDF without any intermediate modifications

between creation and release. There is no revision history, no evidence of iterative

editing or review, and no draft versions. This pattern is consistent with automated

generation rather than the gradual accumulation of research over time.

Professional research involving 12,043 individuals and claiming two years of work

would necessarily involve multiple draft versions with different modification dates,

iterative revisions as research progressed, corrections and updates over time, and

visible revision history in the metadata. None of this exists. The metadata signature

is consistent with a single automated export operation, not gradual research accu-

mulation over months or years.

3.4 Metadata Stripping and Document Transformation

The transformation fromVersion 1 to Version 2 reveals significant differences inmeta-

data preservation. The original version contained completemetadata showing Darryl

Leroux as author and Microsoft Word as the creation software. The official release,

however, has been stripped of identifying metadata, processed through iLovePDF, a

consumer-grade web tool commonly used for PDF manipulation.

Contrary to what might be assumed, iLovePDF does not automatically strip all meta-

data during basic operations like merging or editing – it typically preserves existing

metadata or even adds its own marker (such as ”iLovePDF” as creator). However,

iLovePDF offers dedicated tools specifically designed to edit or remove metadata

fields, including a ”Sanitize PDF” function that cleans out hidden data, comments,

JavaScript, embedded files, and metadata. The complete removal of author, creator,

and creation date fields in the official release indicates use of these dedicated meta-

data removal functions, not merely incidental loss during document merging.

The differences between the two documents are relatively minor: one page addi-

tion (the cover), the addition of ”Directed by Darryl Leroux” attribution text, and the

deliberate metadata removal. This pattern raises questions about the document’s
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provenance. Why use dedicated metadata sanitization tools on a document claim-

ing to represent legitimate academic research? The pattern could suggest either that

Odanak falsely claimed Leroux’s authority over a document he did not formally en-

dorse, or that Leroux created the document but chose not to sign or formally attest

to it, leaving Odanak to add attribution through a cover page while simultaneously

removing the embedded metadata trail.

Compare this to standard academic practice, where legitimate research preserves

complete attribution and timestamps as evidence of scholarly process. The original

document contained no signature, no formal attestation, and no visible attribution

within the document text itself – only embedded metadata. The deliberate use of

metadata sanitization tools suggests someone involved in the publication process

recognized that the metadata contradicted the desired public narrative about the

document’s origins and timeline.

3.5 Two-Stage Creation Process

The metadata reveals a two-stage document creation process. In the first stage on

August 15, 2025, a 730-page Word document was created with Darryl Leroux listed

in the metadata as author, but with no attribution visible within the document text

itself, no signature or professional attestation – appearing to be a working document

or research notes rather than a formal report. In the second stage on October 14,

2025, a cover pagewas added bearing theOdanak tribal logo and the text ”Directed by

Darryl Leroux,” the documents were merged using iLovePDF, and the metadata was

deliberately sanitized using iLovePDF’s dedicated metadata removal tools, producing

the official release.

This two-stage process raises questions about professional accountability. The trans-

formation converted anunsigned, internally unattributedworking document intowhat

appears to be an official, authoritative report. Whether this was done with Leroux’s

full knowledge and endorsement, or whether Odanak added attribution to a docu-

ment Leroux provided without formal attestation, remains unclear. What is clear is

that the final document lacks the professional signatures, attestations, and method-

ological transparency expected of academic research claiming to represent two years

of work by a university professor.



Forensic Analysis of the ODAN Report 25

3.6 Comparison to Leroux's Published Work

To evaluate whether this metadata pattern is typical of Leroux’s work, we can com-

pare to his published academic papers. His 2023 paper ”State Recognition and the

Dangers of Race Shifting” (Leroux) – cited within the ODAN report as its only refer-

ence – demonstrates standard academic practice with thirty-three pages, ninety-two

footnotes, a complete bibliography, and proper citations throughout. Published in a

peer-reviewed journal, it would show revision history through the journal’s editorial

process.

Examination of Leroux’s Google Scholar profile (https://scholar.google.com/citatio

ns?hl=en&user=KoQlWyQAAAAJ) reveals a curated list of his academic publications,

including ”Proximity, Family Lore, and False Claims to an Algonquin Identity” (2024),

”State Recognition and the Dangers of Race Shifting” (2023), and several other peer-

reviewed works (see Figure 4). Significantly, the ODAN genealogical report released

in October 2025 does not appear on this profile. This absence is notable because

Google Scholar profiles are self-curated by academics to showcase their scholarly

output. The omission suggests either that Leroux does not consider the ODAN re-

port scholarly work worth listing on his academic profile, that he is distancing himself

from it professionally, or that he did not formally author or endorse it as an academic

work despite the cover page attribution.

The stark contrast raises questions: If Leroux knows how to produce properly docu-

mented academic research, why does the ODAN report lack all such documentation?

And why would a university professor allow his name to be attached to a 731-page

document without including it in his official scholarly profile? The metadata provides

one answer: because it was not created through scholarly research but through au-

tomated database export.

3.7 Implications

The metadata evidence alone is sufficient to prove the report’s claimed ”two years”

methodology is false. But combined with other forensic evidence presented in sub-

sequent sections, it reveals a systematic pattern involving false claims about research

duration, automated generation rather than iterative research, obscured creation

timeline, lack of professional attestation, and unclear attribution chain between the

https://scholar.google.com/citations?hl=en&user=KoQlWyQAAAAJ
https://scholar.google.com/citations?hl=en&user=KoQlWyQAAAAJ
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Figure 4. Screenshot of Darryl Leroux's Google Scholar profile showing his curated list of academic

publications. Notably absent from this self-curated profile is the ODAN genealogical report released in

October 2025, despite the report's cover page attributing it as "Directed by Darryl Leroux." This omission

suggests Leroux does not consider the ODAN report scholarly work worth including in his official aca-

demic profile.

document creator and its public release.

The metadata analysis reveals fundamental problems: the document was created in

a single session on August 15, 2025, not over two years; it shows no revision history

consistent with scholarly research; it was released without formal signature or attes-

tation; and the transformation from working document to official report obscures

rather than clarifies the research process. Whether these issues stem from deliber-

ate fraud, professional negligence, or institutional overreach in claiming authority for

an unendorsed document remains uncertain. What is certain is that this document

fails to meet basic standards of academic accountability and methodological trans-

parency.
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4 The Citation Problem: Zero Verifiable Sources

Professional genealogical research and academic scholarship share a fundamental

requirement: every factual claimmust be supported by specific, verifiable citations to

primary or secondary sources. This enables readers to verify research, assess source

quality, and reproduce findings. The complete absence of citations in a 731-page ge-

nealogical report claiming to document 12,043 individuals represents a fatal method-

ological flaw.

4.1 The Complete Absence

A systematic review of all 731 pages reveals a startling fact: the report contains no

footnotes, no endnotes, no bibliography, no source citations, no specific document

references, no page numbers, no archive locations, no record series identifiers, and

no microfilm numbers. In short, the document provides nothing verifiable. This is

not a matter of incomplete citation or imperfect documentation. This is the total,

systematic absence of any mechanism for verification.

4.2 What Professional Standards Require

The Board for Certification of Genealogists establishes the Genealogical Proof Stan-

dard (GPS), which requires as its second element:

”Complete, accurate source citations that enable others to locate and eval-

uate each source”

For each person documented in genealogical research, professional standards re-

quire:

1. Birth/baptismrecord: Specific document, archive location, record series, page/en-

try number

2. Marriage record: Same level of documentation

3. Death record: Same level of documentation
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4. Census records: Year, location, page, line number, archive

5. Supportingdocuments: Land records, probate records, church records–all specif-

ically cited

For 12,043 individuals, this would require approximately 120,430–204,731 specific

source citations (assuming 10–17 documents per person). The ODAN report provides

zero.

4.3 Vague Institutional Name-Dropping

The report makes one general claim about sources:

”We consulted thousands of public documents from the 1600s to the 2000s.

Almost all the material from the 1600s and 1700s is from the Drouin Insti-

tute or the Research Programme in Historical Demography at the Univer-

sité de Montréal.”

This represents institutional name-dropping, not citation. Professional researchwould

specify which specific collections at the Drouin Institute were consulted, which doc-

uments were examined, which record series were reviewed, which pages or entries

were referenced, and how each document relates to each person. None of this exists.

The vague reference to prestigious institutions creates an appearance of scholarly

rigor without providing any actual documentation.

4.4 The Single "Citation"

The report contains exactly one hyperlink: to Leroux’s own 2023 paper ”State Recogni-

tion and the Dangers of Race Shifting.” This self-citation as the sole source constitutes

circular reasoning, with the ODAN report essentially claiming ”my research confirms

my research.” Moreover, the cited paper itself contains no genealogies and provides

no actual documentary evidence for the genealogical claims made in the ODAN re-

port.
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4.5 Why This Matters: The François Brosseau Problem

To understand why citations are not optional extras but essential requirements, con-

sider a specific example. The report lists numerous individuals named ”François Brosseau”

in various genealogies. A search of Ancestry.comhistorical records reveals 753 records

for ”François Brosseau” in Canada, 182 records for the samename in theUSA, and 935

total different record entries. The critical question becomes: which François Brosseau

did they use?

Without citations specifying birth date and specific location (parish, town), parents’

full names, spouse’s name andmarriage date, children’s names and dates, death date

and location, andmultiple documents proving this specific identity, there is no way to

verify the researchers used the correct person. This problem–known in genealogy as

”name disambiguation” or ”branch jumping”–affects every common name in French-

Canadian genealogy. Names like Gagne, Pouliot, Martin, Leblanc, and Chaillé each

appear in hundreds or even thousands of historical records. Without specific identi-

fying citations, it is unknowable which person was used, and therefore unknowable

whether the genealogies are accurate.

Paul Bunnell, one of the report’s subjects, alleges precisely this error: ”Leroux and

watso posted a bogus genealogy report on my family. They recorded all the wrong

bunnells in that line and those branches” (Bunnell). Without citations, this allegation

cannot be evaluated–but more importantly, without citations, the report’s accuracy

cannot be defended.

4.6 Comparison to Leroux's Academic Work

Dr. Leroux’s published academicwork demonstrates he understands citation require-

ments. His 2023 peer-reviewed paper includes 33 pages of text supported by 92 foot-

notes, a complete bibliography, proper citations throughout, and was published in an

academic journal with editorial oversight. This creates a stark contrast: Leroux’s aca-

demic work is properly documented while the ODAN report has zero citations. This

cannot be explained by ignorance of citation standards–Leroux clearly knows how to

cite sources properly. The only plausible explanation is that he knew theODAN report

would not withstand scrutiny under proper citation standards.
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4.7 Professional Genealogist Standards

Elizabeth Shown Mills, widely recognized as the authority on genealogical citation

standards, states:

”Genealogy accepts no margin of error. Correct identity is the foundation

upon which all else rests.” (Mills)

The Board for Certification of Genealogists, in its Genealogical Proof Standard, makes

citation its secondmandatory requirement–not as bureaucratic formality but because

genealogical research is impossible to verify or trust without it.

Professional genealogist Maria (former Ancestry researcher) explains:

”Ancestry public trees are fraught with errors. Nothing was assumed cor-

rect unless we could establish it with the proper documents.” (Maria)

Certified Genealogist Amy Johnson Crow adds:

”I never attach a person to my tree from someone else’s tree. I never hit

‘accept’ based on a family tree.” (Crow)

These statements from professional genealogists explain why the ODAN report’s lack

of citations is not a minor flaw but a disqualifying failure.

4.8 Academic Citation Standards

Beyond genealogical standards, the report also fails basic academic citation require-

ments. The Chicago Manual of Style, standard for academic research, requires cita-

tions for every direct quotation, every specific factual claim, every reference to exter-

nal sources, and every piece of data from external databases. A 731-page academic

work without any citations would be rejected by any peer-reviewed journal, denied

by any dissertation committee, and flagged as potential plagiarism by any university.
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4.9 Implications

The complete absence of citations creates multiple critical problems. First, with hun-

dreds of records for common names, there is no way to verify that the correct per-

son was used in each instance. Second, without citations, readers cannot check for

errors by reviewing the sources and evaluating their quality. Third, the research can-

not be reproduced, making it impossible for others to verify the findings. Fourth,

there is no way to distinguish documented facts from unsupported speculation. Fifth,

source quality cannot be evaluated, leaving no basis to assess whether the underly-

ing sources are reliable. Finally, when subjects like Paul Bunnell allege errors in their

genealogies, there is no way to demonstrate the report’s accuracy or defend against

such challenges.

The report is, in the most literal sense, unverifiable. It asks readers to trust its conclu-

sions based on authority alone, without providing any mechanism for independent

evaluation. This violation of the most basic requirement of both genealogical and

academic research–the requirement to document sources–is alone sufficient to dis-

qualify the report as legitimate scholarship. But as subsequent sections demonstrate,

this is only one of many systematic failures of professional standards.

5 The Online Genealogy Platform Evidence

While the absence of citations makes source verification impossible, forensic anal-

ysis reveals strong circumstantial evidence suggesting the ODAN genealogies origi-

nate from online genealogy platforms such as Ancestry.com and similar family tree

websites–specifically, from private, uncurated user trees with predetermined conclu-

sions. While this connection cannot be definitively proven without access to ODAN’s

source data, the pattern of evidence is highly suggestive.

5.1 The Number Correspondence

Investigation of Ancestry.com revealed a private family tree titled ”Sherry Gould (Fake

Abenaki)” created by user ”Searcher Bee.” Comparison of this tree to the ODAN report

reveals notable correspondence:
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Source Total People Direct Ancestors

Ancestry.com tree 2,591 Not specified
ODAN report – 2,466
Difference 125 people

Table 4. Comparison of Ancestry.com tree to ODAN report numbers

The 125-person difference (4.8%) could be explained by standard genealogy software

functionality: when exporting family trees, most programs offer an ”export direct an-

cestors only” option that filters out collateral relatives (siblings, cousins, etc.). This

typically removes approximately 5–10% of tree membership, consistent with the ob-

served difference.

While this correspondence is suggestive, it is important to note that this tree is pri-

vate and cannot be independently verified. The numerical similarity, combined with

other technical artifacts discussed below, provides strong circumstantial evidence of

a connection to online genealogy platform data sources, but cannot be considered

definitive proof without access to the actual source materials used in creating the

ODAN report.

5.2 The Ancestry Percentage Calculations

Throughout theODAN report appear ancestry composition percentages presented as

scientific findings. For example, the report claims Donald Stevens (Chief of the Nul-

hegan Band) has ”96.9% European and 3.1% African” ancestry, with a detailed break-

down:

Ancestry Proportion

English 72.1%
French 20%
African-American 3.1%
Dutch 2.4%
Scottish 1.2%
Irish 1.2%
Wampanoag 0.08%
Algonquin 0.08%

Table 5. Donald Stevens ancestry composition as reported by ODAN
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The report provides no explanation of how these percentages were calculated. How-

ever, these ancestry proportions appear to derive from the geographic database fil-

ters on Ancestry.com and similar platforms – specifically, from counting which geo-

graphic databases contain records for each ancestor, then treating those database

locations as genetic ancestry. This is a profound methodological error that renders

the ancestry calculations scientifically meaningless:

• Database location ≠ genetic ancestry: Which database contains a record says

nothing about biological heritage

• Colonial record bias: Indigenous people were systematically undercounted in

colonial archives

• Administrative geography ≠ genetics: A baptism in a French database doesn’t

mean the person was genetically French

• Sampling bias: French-Canadian records are heavily digitized and indexed; In-

digenous records are not

• Circular logic: Using colonial classification systems to ”prove” Indigenous peo-

ple aren’t Indigenous

This calculation methodology would classify any person with French-Canadian ances-

try as ”99.9% European” regardless of their actual Indigenous heritage, because colo-

nial French records dominate genealogy databases while Indigenous oral histories

and tribal records do not. The percentages reflect database availability, not genetics.

5.3 The Predetermined Conclusion

The Ancestry.com tree is titled ”Sherry Gould (Fake Abenaki)” (Searcher Bee). This

reveals:

1. Conclusion predetermined before research: The creator labeled Gould as

”Fake” before completing genealogy

2. Classic confirmation bias: Research designed to support pre-existing conclu-

sion
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3. Not objective investigation: Tree built to prove predetermined answer

4. Evidence of fraud: Starting with conclusion and assembling supporting data

violates scientific method

5.4 Academic Research on Online Genealogy Platform Accuracy

The use of online genealogy platform data as sole source for genealogical conclusions

is problematic given peer-reviewed research on platform accuracy:

Hwang and Squires (2024) found in peer-reviewed study:

• 50% of historical census records contain errors in name or age

• Fixing transcription errors only reduces name errors by 41%

• 59% of errors existed in original enumeration

• This affects ALL genealogy platforms (Hwang and Squires)

2024 arXiv study on genealogical databases (Shan & Luther):

”There’s a considerable number of genealogy hobbyists... who built and

connected to family trees... without knowing proper genealogy research

practices.” The study found that ”research hints... are only as good as the

computer algorithms and what is already in the tree... matching it to what

people have put in the tree, whether it’s right or wrong,” and that ”the erro-

neous user production was a major cause of misinformation and conflicts

on these websites.” (Shan and Luther)

MyHeritage Consistency Checker Example:

MyHeritage offers a ”Consistency Checker” tool that scans individual family trees for

errors. In one documented test of a typical user tree containing 4,072 people, the

tool identified 1,226 inconsistencies – representing a 30% error rate in a single tree

(MyHeritage). This demonstrates the magnitude of errors that accumulate in user-

generated genealogical databases when proper verification is not performed.
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5.5 Professional Genealogist Warnings

Professional genealogists explicitlywarn against relying onuser-generated family trees

from online genealogy platforms:

Amy Johnson Crow (Certified Genealogist):

Crow, a certified genealogist and former Ancestry.com employee who teaches effec-

tive use of genealogy platforms, warns specifically against uncritical acceptance of

user-generated trees:

”I never attach a person to my tree from someone else’s tree. I never hit

‘accept’ based on a family tree. If your starting point at Ancestry is looking

at family trees, you may find yourself in the weeds.” (Crow)

Her professional guidance emphasizes usingAncestry.com’s original recorddatabases

while treating user trees as unverified hints requiring independent confirmation –

precisely the verification the ODAN report fails to provide.

Janine Adams (professional genealogist):

”Ancestry’s hint systemcreates hintsNOT fromAncestry’s 32,000+databases

but from records attached to OTHER PUBLIC TREES. This creates a feed-

back loop where errors multiply.” (Adams)

5.6 Sons of the American Revolution Standards

The Sons of the AmericanRevolution (SAR) is a prestigious genealogical lineage society

that admits members only upon proof of descent from participants in the American

Revolution. Given the stakes – membership in a historically significant organization

– SAR maintains rigorous documentation standards. The organization has learned

through decades of experience that certain sources are so unreliable that they ex-

plicitly refuse to accept them as evidence: user-submitted family trees from Ances-

try.com, World Family Tree, Rootsweb.com, LDS Ancestral File, and IGI records (Sons

of the American Revolution).

SAR’s blanket rejection of these sources reflects professional consensus that user-

generated genealogical content propagates errors at rates that make it unsuitable
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for verification purposes. The organization requires independent verification from

primary sources – actual birth, marriage, and death records; military service docu-

ments; land deeds; probate records. These are the documentary foundations that

genealogical claims must rest upon if they are to withstand scrutiny.

The ODAN report does precisely what SAR refuses to allow: it appears to rely on the

very sources that professional genealogists recognize as fundamentally unreliable. If

Ancestry.com family trees are too untrustworthy for SAR membership applications –

where the stakes are merely social prestige – why would they be acceptable as evi-

dence for attacking the Indigenous identity of 5,000 people and four state-recognized

tribes?

5.7 Circular Citations and Error Propagation

A well-documented problem with online genealogy platforms is circular citation:

1. User A posts unsourced claim

2. User B copies, cites ”Ancestry Member Tree”

3. User C finds both trees with same information

4. User C assumes independent sources

5. Copies to own tree, appears ”well-documented”

6. Actually all from single original source

Once information appears in hundreds of trees, it becomes nearly impossible to cor-

rect and creates false ”social proof” of accuracy. If the ODAN report relies on online

genealogy platform data, it likely incorporates such circular citations without ability

to detect them.

5.8 Implications

The online genealogy platform evidence strongly suggests:
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1. Likely database export: Number match and metadata structure strongly indi-

cate online platform source

2. Predetermined conclusion: Tree title shows bias before research began

3. Known unreliability: Academic research documents 30–50% error rates in on-

line genealogy platforms

4. Professional warnings: Experts explicitly advise against relying solely on user-

generated trees

5. Circular citations: No way to distinguish original sources from copied errors

6. Violationof standards: Professional organizations refuse to accept user-generated

trees as evidence

Even if Vermont Abenaki tribal claims are questionable, user-generated family trees

from online genealogy platforms cannot prove it. If this methodology was used, the

data source is unreliable, and the predetermined conclusion reveals bias that disqual-

ifies the research as objective investigation.

6 Technical Artifacts of Automated Processing

Beyond metadata and citation analysis, the ODAN report contains numerous techni-

cal artifacts that prove automatedprocessingwithout humanquality control. Through

forensic analysis of the PDF, systematic text extraction, and creation of Python pars-

ing code to analyze the document structure, I have identified conclusive evidence of

AI generation and/or fraudulent production without human verification.

6.1 OCR Errors Throughout Document

Systematic errors appear consistently throughout the document. Theword ”born” ap-

pears repeatedly as ”bown” (hundreds of instances), ”was born” appears as ”wasbom,”

and ”born” also appears as ”boen,” along with other systematic transcription errors.

These are classic Optical Character Recognition (OCR) errors from automated scan-

ning or transcription. No human genealogist would write ”bown” repeatedly, miss
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such obvious errors in proofreading, or publish professional work with such errors.

The persistence of OCR errors throughout 731 pages proves no human reviewed or

proofread the document before publication.

6.2 Database ID Artifacts

Names throughout the document appear with database record IDs concatenated di-

rectly to surnames. Examples include ”Catherine Chaillé1160” (with the record ID

stuck to the surname), other names with 3-4 digit suffixes, and record number ranges

like ”652–653” attached to names. These are Ancestry.com database record numbers

automatically concatenated to names during export. Professional genealogists do

not write names as ”Chaillé1160.” The presence of these artifacts proves that direct

database export functionality was used, standard data cleanup steps were skipped,

no human verification occurred, and no editorial reviewhappenedbefore publication.

6.3 Automated Error Correction Required

To analyze the report’s genealogical data, I was forced to write extensive error correc-

tion code. My Python parsing script includes over 20 different automated corrections

for systematic errors:

6.3.1 OCR/Typo Corrections

# Fix common typos in source text
line = re.sub(r'\bwas boen\b', 'was born', line)
line = re.sub(r'\bwas bown\b', 'was born', line)
line = re.sub(r'\bboen on\b', 'born on', line)
line = re.sub(r'\bbown on\b', 'born on', line)

6.3.2 Database ID Cleanup

# Fix ID numbers stuck to names
line = re.sub(r'([a-záàâäãåčćęèéêëėíîïìłńñóôöòøœšśûüùúýÿžźż])
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\d{3,4}(?:–\d{3,4})?(?=\s|$)', r'\1', line,
flags=re.IGNORECASE)

6.3.3 Spacing and Formatting Fixes

# Fix OCR/spacing issues where "was" attached to names
line = re.sub(r'([a-z])was born', r'\1 was born', line)
line = re.sub(r'([a-z])was christened', r'\1 was christened', line)
line = re.sub(r'([a-z])died', r'\1 died', line)

The fact that I had to write 20+ different automated error corrections to make the

data analyzable proves the ODAN report is an unedited automated export.

6.4 Parsing Results: 12,043 Records Extracted

Running the Python parsing script on the ODAN report text files produces conclusive

evidence of automated database export. The script successfully extracted 12,043 per-

son records from 7 source files. This perfect match between automated extraction

and the report’s total proves both that the parsing script accurately captured the re-

port’s content and that the document structure is perfectly consistent with database

export rather than hand-written research:

Files processed: 7
Total records extracted: 12,043
Generations: Second through Tenth Generation
Records with birth info: 12,043
Records with death info: 12,043

The extracted data shows perfect consistency with online genealogy platform export

formats. Every record follows the identical pattern: person ID, generation label, full

name, precise birth date, birth location, death date, death location, and geographic

classification. For example:

Paul Wilson Pouliot, 2, Second Generation, Leo Paul Pouliot,
27 Aug 1920, Worcester, Massachusetts, USA, 18 Nov 2005,
Estero, Florida, USA, Massachusetts, USA
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This uniformity across 12,043 records is impossible for human-written genealogical

narratives, which naturally vary in structure, level of detail, and available information.

The data demonstrates database schema adherence with every record containing

identical field structure, consistent date formatting (”DDMon YYYY”), standardized lo-

cation formats, and generation labels applied systematically. No human genealogist

writes 12,043 biographical entries in identical format. This is automated database

export converted to narrative text without human editing.

The parsing script required extensive error correction (20+ automated fixes for OCR

errors, database ID artifacts, spacing problems, and malformed text) to extract clean

data. The fact that automated error correction successfully processed the entire doc-

ument proves the source was machine-generated text with systematic flaws rather

than carefully written professional research.

6.5 What This Code Documents

Each error correction inmy parsing code documents a specific problem in the source.

The OCR errors prove automated transcription with no human review. The database

IDs strongly suggest online genealogy platform export with no cleanup. The spacing

issues prove formatting problems were never corrected. The malformed sentences

prove automated processing failures occurred without remediation. Professional ge-

nealogical research does not require extensive error correction code because it is

written by humans who catch obvious errors, it is proofread carefully before publica-

tion, it does not contain database export artifacts, and it maintains proper formatting

and sentence structure. The need for extensive cleanup code is itself proof of fraud.

6.6 The AI Generation Pipeline (Reconstructed)

Based on the technical artifacts, the likely generation process involved four distinct

steps. In the first step, source data was collected from genealogical database exports

(Ancestry.com or similar), scanned historical documents were run through OCR, and

possibly Leroux’s peer-reviewed article was included as context. The second step in-

volved prompt engineering, where the database dump with OCR errors was fed to a

Large Language Model, which was prompted to generate genealogical narratives in
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the style of ”professional genealogical research” with the goal of documenting Euro-

pean ancestry and proving no Native ancestry. In the third step, the LLM generated

text that reproduced OCR errors from the input data, incorporated database IDs as

part of names, generated biographical events in garbled sequences, and included no

fact-checking against actual archival records. Finally, in the fourth step, the generated

text was exported to PDF using iLovePDF, metadata was deliberately stripped, a cover

page was added, and the document was published without verification.

6.7 Denise Watso's Ironic Accusation

Watso attempted to discredit this technical analysis by dismissing it as ”couple hours

of AI work” and ”AI lingo no one can even get and is junk science at best” (Watso). The

irony is profound. This forensic analysis actually involved extracting PDF metadata

that reveals fraud, writing sophisticated parsing code with over 20 error corrections,

documenting systematic error patterns, creating reproducible scientific analysis, and

publishing all evidence openly for verification. In contrast, the ODAN report appears

to represent automated online genealogy platform export or LLM generation with

no human verification applied, OCR errors left uncorrected, database artifacts left in

place, and actual misuse of automation. The accusation of ”AI work” is projection: the

ODAN report exhibits every hallmark of unverified AI generation, while this forensic

analysis uses professional technical methods to expose that fraud.

6.8 Reproducibility

All analysis presented here is reproducible. The Python parsing script includes full

documentation, PDF metadata was extracted using standard tools (pdfinfo), text ex-

traction and pattern analysis methods are transparent, each error correction is com-

pletely documented, and anyone can verify the findings independently. This repre-

sents proper scientific methodology: transparent process, reproducible results, fal-

sifiable claims, and verifiable evidence. In contrast, the ODAN report provides no

methodology, no verification mechanism, and no way to reproduce findings.
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6.9 Implications

The technical artifacts prove five critical points. First, automated processing occurred

without human review. Second, standard quality control steps were skipped en-

tirely. Third, professional genealogical standards were violated throughout. Fourth,

consciousness of inadequacy is demonstrated by the deliberate metadata stripping.

Fifth, the report is fraudulent in its claims of professional genealogical research. Com-

bined with metadata evidence, citation absence, and strong evidence of online ge-

nealogy platform sourcing, the technical artifacts complete a comprehensive proof

that theODAN report is not legitimate genealogical researchbut anunedited database

export published with false claims about methodology and rigor.

7 Violations of Professional Genealogical Standards

Professional genealogy and academic research operate under established standards

that ensure quality, verifiability, and integrity. The ODAN report violates every one of

these standards.

7.1 The Genealogical Proof Standard

The Board for Certification of Genealogists establishes the Genealogical Proof Stan-

dard (GPS) requiring five elements for any genealogical conclusion (Board for Certifi-

cation of Genealogists):

1. Reasonably exhaustive research

ODAN report: Cannot verify without citations. Ancestry.com trees are not ex-

haustive research.

2. Complete, accurate source citations

ODAN report: Zero citations provided. Complete failure.

3. Thorough analysis and correlation of evidence

ODAN report: No analysis shown. Geographic location treated as genetic iden-

tity.
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4. Resolution of conflicting evidence

ODAN report: No conflicts acknowledged or addressed. Indigenous ancestors

dismissed without analysis.

5. Soundly reasoned, written conclusion

ODAN report: Unsupported assertions extrapolated from inadequate sample.

Result: Report fails ALL FIVE requirements of GPS.

7.2 Academic Citation Standards

Leroux’s own 2023 peer-reviewed paper demonstrates his knowledge of proper aca-

demic standards:

Feature Leroux 2023 Paper ODAN Report

Pages 33 731
Footnotes 92 0
Bibliography Full None
Citations Throughout None
Publication venue Peer-reviewed journal Tribal release

Table 6. Comparison of Leroux's academic work to ODAN report

Question: If Leroux knows how to cite sources properly, why doesn’t the ODAN report

contain any citations?

Answer: Because he knew it wouldn’t withstand academic scrutiny.

7.3 Statistical and Sampling Standards

The report claims to study 8 individuals and conclude about all Vermont Abenaki, yet

the total Vermont Abenaki population comprises approximately 5,000 members (Ver-

mont Abenaki Tribal Population). The 8 individuals studied represent only 0.16% of this

population. For statistically valid conclusions with 95% confidence and a 5%margin of

error, the study would require 357 individuals (Cochran), meaning the ODAN report

achieved only 2.2% of the required sample size. No statistical methodology allows
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extrapolation from 0.16% to 100% of a population, particularly when the sample is

not random but deliberately targeted (tribal leaders and public figures).

By contrast, the Bureau of Indian Affairs methodology in the 2007 federal recognition

process reviewed all 1,171 members on St. Francis/Sokoki rolls (100% of the popula-

tion), found only 8 individuals (less than 1%) had documented Abenaki ancestry, and

conducted a comprehensive population study that was statistically valid (Bureau of

Indian Affairs).

7.4 Cost and Timeline Standards

The claimed cost of the researchwas $7,000 for documenting 12,043 ancestors, which

yields a cost per person of $0.58. As documented in Section 2.1, the 12,043 figure

includes duplicates where the same ancestor appears in multiple family trees; the

actual number of unique individuals documented is 10,743. However, even using the

inflated 12,043 figure (which overstates the work performed), the cost-per-person

calculation demonstrates financial fraud.

Professional genealogy rates range from $30–50 per hour at entry level, $75–100 per

hour for experienced genealogists, and $100–150 per hour for expert/PhD-level re-

searchers (Association of Professional Genealogists). At $100 per hour, $7,000 buys

only 70 hours total, which equals 21 seconds per person using the 12,043 figure, or 23

seconds using the accurate 10,743 unique individual count. In 21–23 seconds, a re-

searcher cannot find the correct person among hundreds with the same name, verify

identity through multiple records, check census, vital, and church records, document

sources properly, or analyze conflicting evidence.

A conservative estimate for proper documentation would cost $200–400 per person.

Using the report’s claimed 12,043 figure yields a total proper cost of $2.4–$4.8million.

Using the accurate 10,743 unique individuals yields $2.1–$4.3 million. Either way, the

$7,000 charged represents only 0.15–0.33% of the actual cost required for legitimate

research. This constitutes financial fraud.

7.5 Percentage Calculation Standards

The report claims precise ethnic percentages such as ”99.9% European” and ”Ital-

ian 50%, French 48.3%, Algonquin 0.1%.” However, genetic percentages can only be
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determined through DNA testing (autosomal and SNP analysis), not from documen-

tary records. Documentary records show where people were recorded (geography),

not genetic composition. For example, a person of Indigenous descent recorded

as ”French” in Quebec could be 50% Indigenous genetically, but all colonial records

might say ”French” due to colonial erasure. Documentary analysis would yield ”100%

French” while a DNA test would reveal ”50% Indigenous.” The report’s percentages are

fabricated from ”Record Location” geographic data, not genetics. This represents fun-

damental misunderstanding or deliberatemisrepresentation of how genetic ancestry

works.

7.6 Indigenous Ancestor Treatment

The report acknowledges Indigenous ancestors but dismisses themwith circular logic.

The Indigenous ancestors identified include Marie Sylvestre (b. 1620, Algonquin),

MarieMitewamigoukwe (b. 1631, Algonquin), an unnamedMohawkwoman (b. 1600),

Sarah Greene (b. 1650, Wampanoag), and Marie-Félix Arontio (b. 1641, Huron-

Wendat). The report dismisses these ancestors with the logic that ”both of whom

have millions of descendants today.”

This reasoning is absurd for several reasons. If an Indigenous ancestor has ”mil-

lions of descendants,” that means Indigenous ancestry is widespread, which implies

that more people have legitimate claims, not fewer. This logic would disqualify most

federally-recognized tribalmembers, asmany tribes share ancestors from the 1600s–

1700s with thousands of descendants. Shared ancestry does not invalidate ancestry.

By this logic, anyone descending from Pocahontas, Sacagawea, or any historical In-

digenous person would not count as Indigenous because too many descendants ex-

ist.

7.7 Document Manipulation Standards

Professional researchmaintains attribution and provenance. The ODAN report, how-

ever, strips metadata deliberately, adds a cover page separately, is never signed by

the researcher, is not listed on Leroux’s academic CV or Google Scholar, and is not

claimed as legitimate scholarship by its alleged author. This two-stage manipulation



Forensic Analysis of the ODAN Report 46

process creates a false appearance of legitimacy while concealing evidence of the

document’s actual creation.

7.8 Peer Review Standards

Claims of peer review require named reviewers or a review panel, documentation of

the review process, multiple draft versions with different timestamps, revision his-

tory showing iterative improvements, and publication in a peer-reviewed venue. The

ODAN report metadata shows that creation and modification have the same times-

tamp (indicating a single session), there are no draft versions or revision history, no

reviewers are named, and the document was released by a tribe rather than an aca-

demic publisher. There is no evidence any peer review occurred.

7.9 Implications

The systematic violation of every professional standard–genealogical, academic, sta-

tistical, and ethical–demonstrates this is not research with minor flaws but rather a

comprehensive fraud designed to appear legitimate while avoiding all mechanisms

of verification and quality control.

The principle remains: you cannot attack groups of people with fraudulent informa-

tion and remain credible. The truth is more important than our opinions.

TheODAN report’s complete failure tomeet any professional standard proves its con-

clusions are worthless as evidence, regardless of the underlying truth about Vermont

Abenaki ancestry claims.

8 Statistical and Methodological Failures

Beyond specific technical failures, theODAN report demonstrates systematicmethod-

ological problems that would disqualify it as legitimate research even if its technical

execution were sound.
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8.1 Predetermined Conclusions

TheAncestry.com tree used for at least one subject is titled ”SherryGould (FakeAbenaki)”

(Searcher Bee). This title appears directly in the Ancestry.com family tree interface

and reveals classic confirmationbias. The evidence includes the treeURL (https://www.an-

cestry.com/family-tree/tools/199191552/requesttreeaccess), the person record (https://www.an-

cestry.com/family-tree/person/tree/199191552/person/122640104457/facts), tree ID

199191552, and the title visible to all users: ”Sherry Gould (Fake Abenaki).”

This demonstrates that the conclusion was predetermined before research began.

The research was designed to support a pre-existing belief rather than test a hypoth-

esis. The label ”Fake Abenaki” was applied before the genealogy was completed, in-

dicating this was not an objective investigation seeking truth but rather a violation of

fundamental scientific method. Legitimate research begins with questions and fol-

lows evidence to conclusions. This research began with conclusions (”Fake Abenaki”)

and assembled data to support them. The tree creator labeled the subject as fraudu-

lent before conducting research, then used that pre-labeled tree as the basis for the

ODAN report’s genealogical claims. See Figure 5 for screenshot documentation of the

tree title.

Figure 5. Screenshot of Ancestry.com family tree titled "Sherry Gould (Fake Abenaki)" (Tree ID:

199191552). The tree title reveals predetermined conclusions before research was conducted, demon-

strating classic confirmation bias. The label "Fake Abenaki" was applied by the tree creator before

genealogical research was completed, indicating this was advocacy research designed to support pre-

existing beliefs rather than objective investigation following evidence to conclusions.

8.2 Cherry-Picked Sample

The report studies 8 hand-selected individuals, all of whom are tribal chiefs or promi-

nent public figures rather than a random sample of general membership. These in-

dividuals represent only 0.16% of the Vermont Abenaki population and constitute a

deliberately targeted selection. The report then extrapolates to conclude about all

https://www.ancestry.com/family-tree/tools/199191552/requesttreeaccess
https://www.ancestry.com/family-tree/tools/199191552/requesttreeaccess
https://www.ancestry.com/family-tree/person/tree/199191552/person/122640104457/facts
https://www.ancestry.com/family-tree/person/tree/199191552/person/122640104457/facts
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Vermont Abenaki, claiming: ”Our research unambiguously confirms that the ‘Abenaki

tribes’ in Vermont and New Hampshire represent white, Franco-Americans.”

This violates basic sampling methodology. A researcher cannot study 0.16% of a pop-

ulation using non-random, targeted selection and then conclude about 100% of the

population with any statistical validity.

8.3 Name Disambiguation Failure

As demonstrated with François Brosseau (753 Canadian records, 182 USA records),

the report provides no mechanism to verify correct individuals were used. Profes-

sional genealogy requires a full name with any variations, birth date and specific loca-

tion (parish, town), parents’ full names, spouse’s name(s) and marriage date(s), chil-

dren’s names and dates, death date and location, and multiple document citations

proving identity. The ODAN report, however, provides only a name, sometimes an

approximate date, no distinguishing information, and no citations enabling verifica-

tion.

With hundreds of possible individuals for each commonFrench-Canadianname, there

is no way to verify the report used the correct person–the problem known in geneal-

ogy as ”branch jumping.” Paul Bunnell’s allegation that the report used ”wrong bun-

nells” is consistent with this methodological failure (Bunnell).

8.4 Conflict of Interest

The research suffers frommultiple layers of conflict of interest. The client, the Abenaki

Council of Odanak (Canada), consistently opposes Vermont Abenaki, claims exclusive

right to ”Abenaki” identity, has political and territorial interest in the outcome, and

commissioned and paid for the research. The researcher, Dr. Leroux, has built his ca-

reer on the thesis that French-Canadians falsely claim Indigenous identity. His most

cited work, Distorted Descent: White Claims to Indigenous Identity (242 citations), along

withmultiple papers arguing Vermont Abenaki are false claimants, demonstrates that

his professional reputation depends on this conclusion. He has published extensively

reaching the same conclusion since 2015.

This is not independent research. Both client and researcher have predetermined

interest in a specific outcome, with financial and professional incentives aligned.
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8.5 No Right of Reply

Professional research ethics require that researchers contact subjects before publi-

cation, allow opportunity to respond, verify information with families, and provide

preliminary findings for review. The evidence shows that there was no contact with

any of the 8 individuals, no opportunity for subjects to correct errors, no verification

with families, no discussion of contrary evidence, and subjects learned of the report

only when it was publicly released. This violates basic research ethics and principles

of fairness.

8.6 The Scale Impossibility

Mathematics proves the claimed methodology is impossible. Let us first examine the

”two years of research” claim, then compare it to the actual 60-day timeline.

What Two Years of Research Would Actually Require:

Documenting 12,043 individuals requires a minimum of 10–17 primary source docu-

ments per person (birth/baptism, marriage, death, census records, supporting docu-

ments), yielding 120,430–204,731 total documents needed. Professional genealogical

standards require approximately 25–45 minutes per document: 5–10 minutes to lo-

cate the record, 10–15 minutes to verify identity among potentially hundreds of peo-

ple with the same name, 5–10 minutes to extract and analyze information, and 5–10

minutes to properly document the source with archive location, record series, page

numbers, and citations.

Total time required:

• Minimum estimate: 120,430 documents × 25 minutes = 50,179 hours

• Maximum estimate: 204,731 documents × 45 minutes = 153,548 hours

For perspective, two years of full-time work equals 4,160 hours (40 hours/week × 52

weeks × 2 years). The claimed research would require 12–37 times more hours than

two full-time years provides. Even if someone worked 24 hours per day, 7 days per

week for two entire years without sleeping or breaks (17,520 hours total), they could

only complete theminimumestimate andwould fall short of themaximumby a factor

of 9.
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How Many Researchers Would Actually Be Required?

Researchers Years Required (Min) Years Required (Max)

1 researcher 12.1 years 37.0 years
2 researchers 6.1 years 18.5 years
3 researchers 4.0 years 12.3 years
4 researchers 3.0 years 9.3 years
5 researchers 2.4 years 7.4 years
6 researchers 2.0 years 6.2 years
7 researchers 1.7 years 5.3 years

Table 7. Research team size required to complete work in claimed timeframe (assumes 40-hour work

weeks, 52 weeks/year)

Even with 7 full-time researchers working simultaneously for two years, the project

would barelymeet theminimum time requirements andwould fall short ofmaximum

standards. The report provides no evidence of amulti-researcher team, no division of

labor documentation, no peer review among teammembers, and Leroux’s metadata

shows him as sole author.

The Actual 60-Day Timeline:

The time available between August 15 and October 14, 2025 was only 1,440 hours

maximum (60 days × 24 hours). The claimed research requires 35–107 times more

time than was available, even working 24 hours per day without sleep for 60 days

straight. With a single researcher working normal hours (8 hours/day), only 480 hours

were available – representing just 0.3–0.96% of the time actually required. This is

physically impossible without automation.

8.7 Geographic Location ≠ Genetic Ancestry

The report calculates percentages from ”Record Location” data, treating France loca-

tion as equivalent to ”French ancestry,” calculating percentages based on document

locations, and presenting these as genetic percentages. This represents fundamen-

tal confusion or deliberate misrepresentation. Documentary records show where

people were recorded, how colonial authorities classified them, and administrative

categories rather than biology. Genetic ancestry, by contrast, requires DNA testing,

autosomal analysis, and SNP genotyping–not document geography.
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Colonial records systematically erased Indigenous identity through multiple mecha-

nisms. A person recorded as ”French” in Quebec could be genetically 50% Indigenous

due to administrative classification practices. However, the most systematic erasure

occurred through pre-ICWA adoption and child removal practices (1958-1978), where

birth certificates were universally altered upon adoption to list adoptive parents as

biological parents, with racial designations routinely changed from ”Indian” to ”Cau-

casian.” National documentation shows 25-35% of all Native American children were

removed from families, with 85-90% placed in non-Native homes and near-universal

identity alteration (Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978; Association).

Yet Vermont’s own eugenics program documentation (1925-1963) provides a coun-

terexample demonstrating that Indigenous identitywas sometimeshypervisible rather

than erased. The Vermont Eugenics Survey (1925-1936) identified and documented

at least four Abenaki families among its detailed ”pedigrees of degeneracy,” using

coded language like ”gypsies,” ”pirates,” and ”river rats” to identify them (Gallagher;

Obomsawin et al.). Vermont’s eugenics sterilization program (1931-1963) sterilized

approximately 200-250 people total, though the specific number of Abenaki individ-

uals among those sterilized remains unclear from available documentation. These

records prove Vermont authorities could and did identify Abenaki families when mo-

tivated to do so–undermining claims that documentary absence reflects successful

hiding. The contradiction is stark: if Abenaki families were successfully invisible, eu-

genics surveyors could not have systematically targeted them; if they were visible

enough to target for sterilization, they should appear in other documentary records.

Counter-Argument: The Vermont Attorney General’s 2003 Interpretation

It is important to acknowledge that the Vermont eugenics records have been inter-

preted in directly opposite ways. The Vermont Attorney General’s office, in a 2003

response to tribal recognition questions, used the same eugenics survey documen-

tation to argue that targeted families were French-Canadian rather than Abenaki –

claiming the eugenics surveyors’ identification of these families as ”gypsies” and ”pi-

rates” reflected ethnic prejudice against French-Canadians, not recognition of Indige-

nous ancestry.

This counter-interpretation raises a methodological question: Can eugenics records

simultaneously prove both Indigenous identity (as this analysis argues) and French-

Canadian identity (as the AG argued)? The answer depends on one’s epistemological

framework. If one accepts that Indigenous identity can be validated only through
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continuous documentary proof in official colonial records, then the absence of such

records becomes definitive evidence against Indigenous claims – and eugenics tar-

geting becomes mere ethnic prejudice. However, if one recognizes that colonial sys-

tems systematically erased Indigenous identity through administrative reclassifica-

tion, then the eugenics records become evidence of identity that survived erasure at-

tempts precisely because surveyors were looking for biological markers rather than

administrative categories.

The critical distinction is this: the Vermont AG’s interpretation requires believing that

eugenics surveyors – who were explicitly seeking to identify and eliminate ”defective

bloodlines” – would have systematically misidentified multiple French-Canadian fam-

ilies as a distinct ethnic group warranting targeted sterilization. This analysis finds

that interpretation less plausible than the alternative: that eugenics surveyors identi-

fied Abenaki families precisely because genetic and phenotypic markers were visible

despite administrative erasure in other documentary systems.

Readers should understand that this evidentiary ambiguity is inherent to studying

populations subjected to systematic identity erasure. The ODAN report, however,

does not acknowledge this ambiguity – it simply treats documentary absence as defini-

tive proof of non-Indigenous ancestry without engaging with either eugenics records

or the mechanisms that produced documentary gaps.

The ODAN report treats colonial administrative categories as biological fact while

simultaneously ignoring the systematic mechanisms of identity erasure. While we

cannot quantify precisely how many Abenaki individuals were affected by eugenics-

era targeting, the documented existence of at least four families in detailed pedi-

grees (Gallagher) suggests systematic identification occurred. If national child re-

moval rates (25-35%) (Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978) applied to descendants of

these identified families during the ICWA era (1958-1978), mathematical modeling

suggests potentially dozens of children may have experienced adoption with iden-

tity alteration across multiple generations, producing descendants today potentially

unaware of heritage. However, these figures should be understood as speculative

estimates based onmathematical modeling rather than documented facts. They rep-

resent only one potential pathway of identity erasure and likely undercount the true

scale: they exclude Abenaki families not identified in surviving eugenics records, chil-

dren removed through mechanisms other than formal adoption, families who suc-

cessfully hid from eugenics authorities but were still vulnerable to child welfare inter-

vention, and administrative reclassification that occurred outside the eugenics pro-
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gram. The actual number of children with erased Indigenous identity could be sub-

stantially higher, but incomplete historical records prevent precise quantification.

TheODAN report provides no evidence that any of the 12,043 individuals documented

represent adoptees with altered birth certificates, no discussion of ICWA-era removal

impacts, no methodology for identifying administrative reclassification, and no sys-

tematic approach to distinguishing between genuine documentary erasure and sim-

ple absence due to French-Canadian rather than Abenaki ancestry. The report simply

treats documentary absence as proof of non-Indigenous ancestry without investigat-

ing whether that absence resulted from systematic erasure mechanisms.

8.8 Gender Bias in Historical Documentation

The ODAN report’s reliance on documentary genealogy faces an additional method-

ological flaw: historical records systematically underdocument women, particularly

Indigenous women, creating a fundamental gender bias that skews ancestry conclu-

sions toward European male lineages.

Male-Centric Record Keeping:

Historical documentation before themid-20th century prioritized recordingmen over

women. Property records, legal documents, military service, naturalization papers,

and business transactions overwhelmingly documented men while often omitting or

minimizing women’s identities. Married women frequently appear in records only as

”wife of [husband’s name]” or ”Mrs. John Smith” with no maiden name preserved.

U.S. Census records from 1790 through 1840 listed only the male head of household

by name, recording other family members merely as tally marks by age, gender, and

racial category (U.S. Census Bureau). Parish baptism and marriage records might

document a woman’s name at those events but provide minimal information about

her ancestry or parentage compared to male relatives.

Indigenous Women Specifically Erased:

The documentary bias was particularly severe for Indigenous women married to Eu-

ropean men. Colonial authorities had strong incentives to classify such marriages as

unions between European men and European women rather than acknowledging In-

digenous ancestry (Noel). An Indigenous woman married to a French trader might

be recorded simply as ”Marie, wife of Pierre Dubois” with no indication of her tribal
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affiliation, ancestry, or even her Indigenous identity. Children of such unions would

be baptized with French names and recorded in parish registers as ”legitimate chil-

dren” of the European father, with the mother’s Indigenous heritage entirely omitted

or deliberately obscured to facilitate the children’s acceptance in colonial society.

Quebec parish records, which theODAN report allegedly consulted through theDrouin

Institute and Université de Montréal archives, reflect this systematic erasure. The

identities and power of Indigenous women were systematically obscured in colo-

nial records as they created the foundational families of New France (Sleeper-Smith).

French colonial administrators encouraged assimilation of Indigenous peoples into

French Catholic society, particularly through marriage. Women who married French

men and converted to Catholicismwere often recorded simply as French, with Indige-

nous ancestry deliberately hidden or minimized to improve their children’s social and

economic prospects. This was not accidental omission but deliberate policy designed

to expand the French colonial population while erasing Indigenous identity.

Most critically, the Research Programme in Historical Demography (PRDH) database

at theUniversité deMontréal—oneof the two specific sources theODAN report claims

to have consulted—is known by scholars to contain systematic ”gaps and silences”

in recording Indigenous people (Gagnon). This means the very database ODAN al-

legedly used as a primary source has documented deficiencies in capturing Indige-

nous ancestry, particularly for women who married into French families. Relying on

this database to conclude that Vermont Abenaki leaders have ”no Indigenous ances-

try” is methodologically indefensible when the source material itself systematically

undercounts Indigenous people.

Maternal Line Documentation Gaps:

Even when women’s names are recorded, tracing their ancestry requires significantly

more archival work than tracing male lineages. Surnames change with marriage, cre-

ating discontinuities that make it difficult to connect married women to their birth

families (Carmack). Women’s birth records may be in different parishes or jurisdic-

tions than their marriage and death records, requiring researchers to searchmultiple

archives. Property and legal records—key sources for genealogical verification—over-

whelmingly document men while omitting or minimizing women (Rose). Immigration

records often list only male heads of household, leaving wives and daughters poorly

documented. Naturalization papers were typically issued only to men until well into

the 20th century, creating gaps in documentation for female immigrants.
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For Indigenous women specifically, these documentation gaps compound dramati-

cally. If an Indigenous woman’s baptism or marriage was recorded at all, it might ap-

pear in a remote mission church whose records are poorly preserved, inadequately

indexed, or entirely lost. If shemarried outside her tribe, her tribal affiliationmight be

deliberately omitted to avoid social stigma or legal complications. If she died before

widespread vital statistics registration (pre-1900 in many areas), her death might not

be officially recorded at all, leaving genealogists with no documentary trail to establish

her ancestry.

Implications for the ODAN Methodology:

The ODAN report’s claimed methodology of consulting ”thousands of public docu-

ments from the 1600s to the 2000s” inherently privileges European male lineages

over Indigenous female lineages due to these systematic documentation biases. A

genealogy that relies exclusively on colonial documentary records will naturally find

more European male ancestors (who were systematically documented) than Indige-

nous female ancestors (who were systematically erased or minimized).

The ancestry percentages claimed by the report – such as ”96.9% European” or ”99.9%

European” – reflect which ancestors appear in colonial archives, not actual genetic an-

cestry. If Indigenous women married to French men were systematically recorded as

”French” or simply omitted from records, then documentary genealogy will produce

false conclusions about ethnic composition even when significant Indigenous ances-

try exists through maternal lines.

This gender biasmeans that the absence of Indigenouswomen in documentary records

cannot be interpreted as proof they did not exist or that their descendants have no

Indigenous ancestry. The absence may simply reflect colonial record-keeping prac-

tices that deliberately erased Indigenous female ancestry to facilitate assimilation and

colonial expansion.

8.9 Dismissal of Indigenous Ancestors

The report acknowledges multiple Indigenous ancestors but dismisses them because

they ”have millions of descendants.” This claim warrants mathematical examination.

Could Indigenous ancestors from the 17th-18th centuries actually have ”millions” of

descendants today?
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Demographic Reality of Native American Population Collapse:

Native American populations experienced catastrophic decline from European con-

tact through the 19th century. The total U.S. Native population fell from an esti-

mated 1-18 million pre-contact to approximately 600,000 by 1800, continuing to a

nadir of 237,000 in the 1890s – a decline exceeding 90% (Thornton). This collapse

resulted from epidemic disease (smallpox, measles, cholera), warfare, enslavement,

and forced displacement. Current Native American fertility rates (1.41 children per

woman, 2023) remain below both the national average (1.63) and replacement level

(2.1), representing the lowest fertility rate of any demographic group in the United

States (U.S. Census Bureau).

Mathematical Analysis of ”Millions of Descendants”:

For an Indigenous ancestor from 1650 to have ”millions” of descendants by 2025 (375

years, approximately 15 generations at 25 years each) requires exponential growth

despite documented population collapse. Using the formula 𝐷𝑛 = 𝐷0 × 𝑟𝑛 where 𝐷𝑛
is descendants after n generations, 𝐷0 is initial descendants (2 children), and 𝑟 is the
replacement rate per generation:

• Replacement scenario (𝑟 = 2.0 children per generation): 2 × 215 = 65, 536 descen-
dants

• Moderate growth (𝑟 = 2.5): 2 × 2.515 = 1, 862, 645 descendants (approaching ”mil-

lions”)

• High growth (𝑟 = 3.0): 2 × 315 = 28, 697, 814 descendants (multiple millions)

However, this model assumes zero mortality from epidemics, zero population bottle-

necks, continuous above-replacement fertility, and no intermarriage dilution effects.

The documented 90% population collapse makes sustained 𝑟 > 2.5 mathematically

impossible for Native populations during this period. European-descent populations

during the same period experienced 𝑟 = 2.5−3.0 due to lower diseasemortality, higher

birth rates, and continuous immigration.

The Mathematical Impossibility:

If an Indigenous ancestor truly has ”millions” of descendants today, this proves one

of two things: either (1) the ancestor’s lineage experienced European-level popula-

tion growth rates, suggesting extensive intermarriage and cultural assimilation into
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European-descent populations, or (2) the claim of ”millions” is hyperbolic exagger-

ation. If option (1), then dismissing these descendants invalidates ancestry claims

for the majority of federally-recognized tribal members whose ancestors also experi-

enced intermarriage. If option (2), the report’s own evidence contradicts its dismissive

logic.

The ODAN report’s ”millions of descendants” dismissal is logically incoherent. Either

Indigenous ancestors have many descendants (proving widespread legitimate ances-

try claims) or they have few descendants (contradicting the ”millions” claim). The

report cannot simultaneously argue that Indigenous ancestors are too common to

matter while also claiming descendant populations small enough to exclude. This ap-

pears to require ”pure” Indigenous ancestry – a blood quantum standard not applied

to most federally-recognized tribes and rooted in colonial logic designed to eliminate

Indigenous peoples through definitional restriction.

8.10 Comparison to Proper Federal Recognition Research

The Bureau of Indian Affairs federal recognition process for St. Francis/Sokoki Band

(2007) demonstrates methodologically superior research compared to the ODAN re-

port. The BIA reviewed all 1,171 members (100% of the population), conducted com-

prehensive genealogical analysis, provided extensive documentation and citations,

based conclusions on a complete population study, and produced properly cited, ver-

ifiable research with transparent methodology.

However, the BIA’s finding that ”only 8 individuals (less than 1%) had documented

Abenaki ancestry” reflects the same documentary-based limitations discussed above.

If pre-ICWA adoption practices potentially altered birth certificates for hundreds of

children (with only 150-350 conservatively estimated fromdocumented eugenics-targeted

families alone), and if Vermont’s eugenics program systematically reclassified Indige-

nous people as ”French-Canadian” or used coded language (”gypsies,” ”pirates”), then

absence of documentary evidence may reflect systematic erasure rather than actual

absence of Indigenous ancestry. The true scale of erasure remains unknown because

the mechanisms designed to hide Indigenous identity succeeded in destroying the

evidence needed to quantify their impact. The BIA study examined documents from

1600s-2005 but did not appear to account for systematic identity alteration through

adoption (1958-1978), eugenics reclassification (1925-1963), or colonial administra-

tive practices that recorded Indigenous people under European ethnic categories.
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This limitation affects both the BIA determination and the ODAN report – but the

ODAN report is methodologically inferior in every other respect. The BIA study at

least examined 100% of the claimed population, provided complete citations, used

transparent methodology, and acknowledged evidentiary limitations. The ODAN re-

port examined 0.16% of the population, provided zero citations, used opaque auto-

mated methods, and made no attempt to address systematic erasure mechanisms

that could explain documentary gaps. The difference is between rigorous research

with acknowledged limitations versus methodologically fraudulent pseudo-research.

8.11 Implications

The methodological failures are systematic and comprehensive. Predetermined con-

clusions violate the scientific method. The cherry-picked sample prevents valid ex-

trapolation. Name disambiguation failure makes accuracy unverifiable. Conflict of

interest undermines objectivity. The absence of right of reply violates research ethics.

Scale impossibility proves automated shortcuts were employed. Geographic/genetic

confusion invalidates percentage claims. Circular dismissal logic reveals underlying

bias.

Even setting aside technical artifacts and citation absence, these methodological fail-

ures alone disqualify the report as legitimate research. This is advocacy dressed as

scholarship–predetermined conclusions supported by flawed methodology and pre-

sented with false claims of rigor.

9 Implications for Dr. Leroux's Body of Work

The systematic methodological failures documented in the ODAN report raise seri-

ous questions about Dr. Darryl Leroux’s broader body of scholarship on Indigenous

identity claims. If similar flawed methodology underlies his other published work on

”pretendian” research, then a comprehensive review of his academic corpus is war-

ranted.
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9.1 Leroux's Academic Career and Central Thesis

Dr. Leroux has built his academic reputation on a specific thesis: that many French-

Canadians falsely claim Indigenous identity for opportunistic reasons. His most cited

work, Distorted Descent: White Claims to Indigenous Identity (2019), has 242 citations on

Google Scholar and establishes him as a leading voice on this topic (Leroux).

His publication record includes:

• ”Distorted Descent: White Claims to Indigenous Identity” (2019) – 242 citations

• ”State Recognition and theDangers of Race Shifting” (2023) – peer-reviewed jour-

nal article

• ”Proximity, Family Lore, and False Claims to an Algonquin Identity” (2024)

• Multiple other papers reaching similar conclusions about Vermont Abenaki and

other Eastern tribes

The ODAN report represents the most detailed genealogical analysis Leroux has pro-

duced to support his central thesis. If this genealogical work is fundamentally flawed,

it raises critical questions about the evidential basis for his broader scholarly claims.

9.2 The Pattern of Predetermined Conclusions

The ODAN report demonstrates classic confirmation bias: the Ancestry.com tree ti-

tled ”Sherry Gould (Fake Abenaki)” shows the conclusion was predetermined before

research began (Searcher Bee). This raises a disturbing question: Has Leroux’s en-

tire body of work operated from predetermined conclusions rather than following

evidence to conclusions?

His publication history shows a consistent pattern:

1. 2015-2019: Publishes multiple works arguing French-Canadians falsely claim In-

digenous identity

2. 2019: Publishes Distorted Descent making this his central scholarly thesis

3. 2023-2024: Continues publishing works reaching identical conclusions
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4. 2025: ProducesODAN reportwith fraudulentmethodology supporting the same

thesis

The ODAN report does not represent an isolated methodological failure. Rather, it

appears to be the most visible and easily falsifiable example of a research approach

built on predetermined conclusions. The key question is whether his other work em-

ployed similar flawed methodology but with better concealment.

9.3 The Absence of Genealogical Expertise

Dr. Leroux is a sociologist, not a professional genealogist. He holds no certifications

from the Board for Certification of Genealogists, has no formal training in archival

research or paleography, and is not recognized as an expert genealogist by any pro-

fessional genealogical organization.

Yet the ODAN report presents genealogical claims about 12,043 individuals spanning

four centuries and two continents. The complete absence of citations prevents veri-

fication of whether Leroux has the archival access, language skills, and paleographic

expertise required for such research. Professional genealogists typically specialize in

specific geographic regions and time periods because the expertise required – read-

ing historical handwriting, understanding parish record systems, accessing obscure

archives – takes years to develop.

The ODAN report claims Leroux conducted this research in two years (or actually 60

days based on metadata) without any apparent collaboration with credentialed ge-

nealogists. This raises questions:

• Does Leroux possess the archival expertise claimed?

• Did he rely on uncredentialed research assistants?

• Did he use online genealogy platforms without proper verification?

• Have his other works made similar unsupported genealogical claims?
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9.4 The Google Scholar Omission

Significantly, the ODAN report does not appear on Leroux’s Google Scholar profile de-

spite being a 731-page document released in October 2025 under his name (Leroux).

Google Scholar profiles are self-curated by academics to showcase their scholarly out-

put. The omission suggests one of several possibilities:

1. Professional distancing: Leroux does not consider the report scholarly work

worth including in his academic profile

2. Credibility concerns: He recognizes themethodologywould notwithstand aca-

demic scrutiny

3. Attribution ambiguity: Despite the cover page saying ”Directed by Darryl Ler-

oux,” he may not claim formal authorship

4. Strategic separation: He wants to benefit from the report’s political impact

while maintaining deniability about its methodology

This omission is particularly striking because academics typically include all peer-

reviewed publications, book chapters, and significant reports. A 731-page genealog-

ical analysis supporting his central scholarly thesis should be a major addition to his

profile. Its absence suggests Leroux himself recognizes this work cannot meet aca-

demic standards.

9.5 Questions for Academic Review

The ODAN report’s fraudulent methodology necessitates systematic review of Ler-

oux’s body of work. Academic institutions, peer reviewers, and journal editors should

investigate:

9.5.1 Genealogical Claims in Other Publications

The ODAN report represents Leroux’s most extensive genealogical work to date –

12,043 individuals across four centuries. If this genealogy is fundamentally flawed
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through reliance on unverified online genealogy platform data, what does that re-

veal about his other published work? His peer-reviewed articles and books make ge-

nealogical assertions about French-Canadian families claiming Indigenous ancestry,

yet those publications rarely provide the level of citation detail required for indepen-

dent verification. When primary sources are cited, do they actually support the con-

clusions drawn? Or do they suffer from the same methodological shortcuts evident

in the ODAN report?

The critical question iswhether Leroux’s scholarly publications employ the samedatabase-

driven approach masked by academic language. His published work consistently

reaches the same conclusion – that French-Canadians are falsely claiming Indigenous

identity – across multiple contexts and communities. This pattern suggests either

that the underlying methodology is consistent (and consistently flawed) or that con-

clusions are predetermined before evidence is gathered. Either possibility warrants

systematic review.

9.5.2 Peer Review Process

Academic peer review operates on trust. Reviewers typically lack the time and re-

sources to independently verify genealogical claims spanning centuries and conti-

nents. They assess whether methodology appears sound, whether sources seem

appropriate, and whether conclusions follow logically from presented evidence. But

what if the genealogies themselves are fabricated from uncurated online genealogy

platform trees?

Did peer reviewers examining Leroux’s published work scrutinize his genealogical

methodology with the rigor required for claims about specific individuals and fam-

ilies? Were they genealogists qualified to evaluate archival research across Quebec,

France, and Indigenous communities? Did they have access to underlying data sources,

or only to Leroux’s interpretations? Most critically, were Leroux’s conflicts of interest

– his decade-long commitment to a specific thesis about French-Canadian identity

claims – properly disclosed and evaluated during review?

The ODAN report suggests that peer review may have failed to catch fundamen-

tal methodological problems. If reviewers did not demand access to underlying ge-

nealogical sources, did not verify primary document citations, and did not question

the statistical impossibility of documenting 12,043 individuals in the claimed time-
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frame, then Leroux’s published scholarship may rest on similarly unexamined foun-

dations.

9.5.3 Research Ethics Compliance

Research involving named individuals and their families triggers human subjects pro-

tections under both U.S. and Canadian research ethics frameworks. The ODAN re-

port’s complete absence of community engagement or individual consent violates

TCPS 2 mandatory standards documented in Section 10 of this analysis. But did Ler-

oux’s peer-reviewed publications meet those standards?

Whenpublishing genealogical claims identifying specific individuals as falsely claiming

Indigenous ancestry, did Leroux contact those individuals beforehand? Did he obtain

informed consent for research analyzing their family histories and public statements

about identity? Were institutional reviewboards at theUniversity of Ottawa consulted

about research involving named human subjects whose identities and reputations

would be affected by publication?

The systematic exclusion of subjects from the ODAN research process – no contact,

no review, no right of reply – suggests a pattern of research practice that may extend

to his other work. If Leroux routinely publishes genealogical claims about named

individuals without their knowledge or consent, he may have violated research ethics

standards repeatedly across his published corpus.

9.6 Implications for Citations and Reliance

Leroux’s work has been cited 242 times for Distorted Descent alone. Researchers, poli-

cymakers, and legal advocates have relied on his scholarship as authoritative analysis

of Indigenous identity claims. If the ODAN report’s methodology is representative of

his broader approach, then:

• Academic citations: Scholars citing Leroux’s genealogical claimsmay be relying

on fraudulent research

• Policy decisions: Tribal recognition debatesmayhavebeen influencedby flawed

scholarship
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• Legal proceedings: Courts and administrative bodies may have considered un-

reliable evidence

• Public discourse: Media coverage presenting Leroux as an expert may have

spread misinformation

The academic community has a responsibility to investigate whether Leroux’s widely-

cited work meets basic scholarly standards or whether it represents advocacy re-

search dressed as objective scholarship.

9.7 The University of Ottawa's Responsibility

The University of Ottawa employs Dr. Leroux as faculty. The institution therefore

bears responsibility for scholarship produced under its name and published with its

institutional affiliation. Universities regularly investigate research misconduct when

credible allegations arise. TheODAN report provides extensive documented evidence

that should trigger such investigation: false claims about research timeline (two years

versus 60 days proven by metadata), complete absence of citations preventing veri-

fication, predetermined conclusions documented before research began, systematic

violations of professional genealogical standards, and deliberate metadata stripping

to conceal the actual creation timeline.

These are notminormethodological disagreements subject to academic debate. They

constitute systematic failures that undermine the fundamental integrity of research.

The university has both ethical and reputational obligations to investigate whether

this work meets basic scholarly standards, whether similar methodological failures

appear in Leroux’s other published work, whether research ethics violations occurred

under TCPS 2 mandatory standards, and what institutional safeguards failed to pre-

vent publication of fraudulent methodology under the university’s name.

Academic freedom protects researchers from institutional interference in legitimate

scholarly inquiry, even when conclusions are controversial or politically unpopular.

But academic freedom does not protect fraud. Whenmethodology itself is fabricated

– when ”two years” of research occurred in 60 days, when 12,043 genealogies con-

tain zero verifiable citations, when conclusions are predetermined before evidence is

gathered – the institution has a duty to investigate.
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9.8 Recommended Actions

Given the severity of the methodological fraud documented in the ODAN report, sys-

tematic review of Leroux’s body of work is warranted.

9.8.1 For Academic Institutions

The University of Ottawa should conduct a formal investigation of research miscon-

duct under its established procedures for examining allegations of academic fraud.

Academic journals that have published Leroux’s work on Indigenous identity claims

should undertake editorial reviewof his genealogicalmethodology, particularly exam-

ining whether citations in published work actually support the claims made. Peer re-

viewers who assessed his manuscripts should be consulted about whether they were

given access to underlying data sources or only to Leroux’s interpretations. Most crit-

ically, the scholarly community should reconsider citations to Leroux’s work in light

of the methodological concerns documented in this analysis – not because his con-

clusions are controversial, but because his methodology may be fraudulent.

9.8.2 For Professional Organizations

TheBoard for Certification ofGenealogists should evaluatewhether Leroux’s genealog-

ical work – particularly the ODAN report – violates professional standards that protect

both research subjects and the integrity of genealogical practice. Academic socio-

logical associations should review whether work published in their journals meets

disciplinary standards for evidential support when making claims about specific in-

dividuals and families. Indigenous studies organizations face a particularly difficult

question: does scholarship that attacks Indigenous identity claims using potentially

fraudulent methodology advance knowledge or undermine Indigenous rights? The

answer to that question may determine whether such work deserves continued legit-

imacy within Indigenous studies as a field.

9.8.3 For Researchers and Authors

Scholars citing Leroux’s work face an ethical obligation to independently verify ge-

nealogical claims before relying on them in their own research or policy advocacy.
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Uncritical citation of potentially fraudulent scholarship makes researchers complicit

in spreading misinformation. New publications should acknowledge the method-

ological concerns documented in this analysis when discussing Leroux’s thesis about

French-Canadian identity claims. Most importantly, researchers examining documen-

tary gaps in Indigenous family histories should consider alternative explanations –

colonial erasure through administrative reclassification, ICWA-era adoptionwith birth

certificate alteration, eugenics-era targeting with identity concealment – alongside

Leroux’s ”false claim” thesis. Documentary absence does not prove non-Indigenous

ancestry when the documentary systems themselves were designed to erase Indige-

nous identity.

9.9 The Broader Stakes

This is notmerely about one scholar’s credibility. Leroux’s work has beenweaponized

in tribal recognition debates, used to attack Indigenous identity claims, and cited as

authoritative scholarship in policy discussions. If that scholarship is fundamentally

flawed, then:

• Tribes have been harmed: Indigenous communities have faced challenges to

their sovereignty based on fraudulent research

• Policy has been distorted: Recognition debates may have been influenced by

unreliable evidence

• Truth has been obscured: Legitimate questions about documentary erasure

and colonial record-keeping have been dismissed

• Academia has failed: Peer review and editorial oversight did not catchmethod-

ological fraud

The academic community must address these failures through systematic review,

transparent investigation, and commitment to scholarly integrity over political con-

venience.
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9.10 Implications

The ODAN report cannot be dismissed as an isolated incident of poor methodol-

ogy. Given Leroux’s decade-long pattern of publishing works reaching identical con-

clusions about French-Canadian ”false claims” to Indigenous identity, the fraudulent

methodology documented here demands comprehensive review of his entire body

of work.

If Leroux’s widely-cited scholarship rests on similar flawed foundations – predeter-

mined conclusions, unreliable genealogical claims, absence of verification, and con-

firmation bias – then the academic community has unknowingly elevated advocacy

to the status of authoritative research.

The question is not whether Leroux’s conclusions about Vermont Abenaki or other

groups are correct. The question is whether his methodology meets basic scholarly

standards. The ODAN report proves it does not. Academic integrity requires investi-

gating whether his other work suffers from the same fundamental flaws.

10 The Broader Context: Threats to Tribal Sovereignty

The ODAN report does not exist in a vacuum. It emerges within a broader context

of systematic challenges to tribal sovereignty driven primarily by gaming economics

rather than genuine questions about tribal existence. Understanding this context

reveals why fraudulent genealogical methodology represents an existential threat to

all federally recognized tribes.

10.1 The Mashpee Wampanoag Precedent

The Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe–descendants of the Wampanoag who met the Pil-

grims in 1620–endured an eight-year legal siege (2016–2024) that provides a template

for attacks on tribal sovereignty (Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe Land Trust Litigation). The

timeline reveals how casino economics drove federal policy shifts across multiple ad-

ministrations.

Timeline:
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• 2007: Federally recognized (historical presence documented for over 12,000

years)

• September 2015: Obama Interior Department placed 321 acres in federal trust

for reservation (150 acres in Mashpee, 170 acres in Taunton)

• 2016: Litigation filed by residents bankrolled by Chicago casino magnate Neil

Bluhm, whose competing casino proposal had been rejected by Massachusetts

• September 2018: Trump administration threatened Obama-era land trust de-

cision

• March 27, 2020: Trump Interior Secretary David Bernhardt ordered reservation

”disestablished” – the first time since the Termination Era (1950s–60s) that the

federal government stripped reservation land from a federally recognized tribe

• June 2020: Federal judge ruled Trumpadministration’s declaration that the tribe

does not qualify as ”Indian” under the Indian Reorganization Act was ”arbitrary,

capricious, an abuse of discretion, and contrary to law”

• December 2021: Biden Interior Department reversed Trump administration’s

disestablishment

• April 2024: Supreme Court denied certiorari–final legal victory for tribe

• January 2025: First Light Casino opened

Thepattern reveals howgaming economicsweaponize federal lawagainst tribal sovereignty.

Notably, Bluhm’s litigation never challenged the tribe’s federal recognition itself – at-

tacking federal recognition directly faces higher evidentiary burdens and Supreme

Court precedent protecting tribal status. Instead, the litigation focused on land trust

status as a proxy for stopping casino development. Gaming opposition was the ex-

plicit driver throughout eight years of expensive litigation despite the tribe’s over-

whelming historical evidence of continuous presence since pre-contact times.

The massive collateral damage extended far beyond legal costs. The tribe delayed

essential development projects, cut social programs, and diverted resources from

housing, healthcare, and education to defend against litigation bankrolled by a bil-

lionaire casino magnate. The critical lesson: even federally recognized tribes with

12,000 years of documented presence can face years of expensive litigation when
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commercial gaming interests identify them as competitive threats. Federal recogni-

tion does not guarantee protection when powerful economic forces mobilize against

tribal sovereignty.

10.2 Systematic Pattern Across 2023--2025

Recent research documents at least 10 distinct tribal entities comprising hundreds

of thousands of potential members facing recognition challenges driven primarily by

gaming opposition:

10.2.1 Alaska's 228 Tribes

All 228 federally recognized Alaska Native tribes (except Metlakatla) face ongoing lit-

igation threatening their ability to create ”Indian Country” and exercise sovereignty

(Bureau of Indian Affairs). The Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 1971 created

a unique corporate structure that extinguished aboriginal land titles and eliminated

reservations entirely. This unprecedented arrangement left Alaska Native tribes with-

out trust land, which prevents them from establishing gaming under the Indian Gam-

ing Regulatory Act and severely limits their ability to fully exercise criminal and civil

jurisdiction over their own people and territories. The State of Alaska aggressively

litigates against land-into-trust authority at every opportunity, effectively blocking

the 228 tribes representing over 120,000 Alaska Natives from accessing the same

sovereign rights available to tribes in the lower 48 states.

10.2.2 The Lumbee Battle

The Lumbee Tribe faces unprecedented opposition despite bipartisan congressional

support and overwhelming evidence of tribal continuity. With 55,000–60,000 enrolled

members, the Lumbee would become the largest tribe east of the Mississippi River

upon full federal recognition. Yet the tribe has existed in a unique discriminatory

status since 1956, holding partial federal recognition that acknowledges their tribal

existence while explicitly denying them access to federal benefits and services avail-

able to other recognized tribes.
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In December 2024, the House passed the Lumbee Fairness Act 311–96, reflecting

strong bipartisan support. The Lumbee Chairman has testified that more than 200

tribes have expressed support, including the Alaska Federation of Natives (186 tribes)

and Midwest Alliance of Sovereign Tribes (35 tribes). However, opposition has come

primarily from the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians and reportedly more than 80

other tribes, citing fiscal concerns and gaming competition. This controversy reveals

how tribal gaming revenue has created divisions within Indian Country itself, with

some gaming tribes expressing concerns about market share and federal funding al-

locations.

10.2.3 Other Active Challenges

Beyond Alaska and the Lumbee, numerous other tribes face systematic opposition.

The Duwamish Tribe of Seattle faces BIA denial of recognition despite holding an 1855

treaty with the United States, with litigation ongoing since 2015. The Chinook Na-

tion experienced recognition granted in 2001 only to be rescinded in 2002 – the only

modern tribe to experience such a reversal. The Grand River Bands have languished

in the administrative process for over 30 years with minimal substantive review. In

Connecticut, three tribes recently gained the ability to re-petition for recognition, im-

mediately facing massive state and local government opposition explicitly citing fears

of casino development despite Connecticut already hosting two of the world’s largest

tribal casinos, Foxwoods and Mohegan Sun.

10.3 The Coordinated Opposition Network

Investigation reveals systematic opposition infrastructure spanning purpose-built anti-

tribal organizations, commercial gaming interests, state and local governments, and

even federally-recognized tribes protecting gaming markets.

10.3.1 Purpose-Built Anti-Tribal Organizations

Stand Up for California represents the paradigmatic anti-tribal organization, founded

specifically to combat tribal gaming and federal recognition. Led by Cheryl Schmit

for approximately 20 years, the organization employs a sophisticated strategy: hiring
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former BIA officials to produce ”expert” reports that lend bureaucratic credibility to

opposition, implementing systematic litigation strategies across multiple states, and

framing all recognition efforts as primarily about casino development rather than In-

digenous sovereignty. This organization demonstrates that opposing tribal recogni-

tion has become a professional industry with dedicated institutional infrastructure.

10.3.2 Commercial Gaming Industry

Commercial gaming interests view tribal recognition as direct competitive threats and

invest heavily in opposition. The California card room industry alone contributed $3.8

million in political donations between 2014–2024 specifically targeting tribal gaming

expansion (California Political Reform Division). Nevada casino interests have histor-

ically opposed tribal expansion into their markets. Neil Bluhm’s multi-million dollar

funding of the Mashpee Wampanoag litigation exemplifies this pattern – a Chicago

casino magnate bankrolling years of litigation against a Massachusetts tribe whose

casino would compete with his rejected proposal.

10.3.3 State and Local Governments

State and local governments mobilize massive resources against tribal recognition

when gaming revenues are at stake. Connecticut provides the starkest example,

spending ”millions of dollars and thousands of staff hours” opposing tribal recogni-

tion through coalitions includingmultiple towns, utilities, school districts, and regional

associations. The stated primary concern is explicitly casino development, despite

Connecticut already hosting Foxwoods and Mohegan Sun – two of the world’s largest

casinos. The fear is not absence of gaming but rather that additional tribal gamingwill

cannibalize revenue from existing operations benefiting state coffers through com-

pacts and local tax bases through associated development.

10.3.4 Federally-Recognized Tribes Opposing Others

Perhapsmost troubling, wealthy gaming tribes frequently oppose recognition of other

Indigenous peoples. The Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians leads opposition to Lum-

bee recognition despite both tribes sharing regional history and culture. California
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gaming tribes systematically oppose regulatory changes that would allowmore tribes

to petition for recognition. These tribes cite resource burden, gaming competition,

and program dilution – arguments that closely parallel those made by commercial

casino interests and state governments.

This creates a particularly insidious dynamic: commercial and governmental oppo-

nents can point to tribal opposition as evidence that recognition claims are illegiti-

mate, using the phrase ”even other tribes oppose this” to provide Indigenous cover

for what are fundamentally economic attacks on tribal sovereignty. Tribal gaming

revenue has created a fundamental divide within Indian Country between tribes with

lucrative gaming operations protecting market share and tribes seeking recognition

of their Indigenous status.

10.4 The Carcieri Weapon

The Supreme Court’s 2009 decision in Carcieri v. Salazar created the legal framework

that enables gaming-driven attacks on tribal sovereignty (“Carcieri v. Salazar”). The

Court held that the Secretary of Interior can only take land into trust under the Indian

Reorganization Act of 1934 for tribes that were ”under federal jurisdiction” in 1934.

This seemingly technical interpretation created a devastating two-tier system within

Indian Country.

Tribes recognized before 1934 (Tier One) can clearly establish trust land, access gam-

ing rights under IGRA, and exercise full sovereignty over their territories. Tribes rec-

ognized after 1934 (Tier Two) face a fundamentally different reality: they must prove

they were under federal jurisdiction in 1934 through expensive historical research,

face constant litigation risk over that determination, and find gaming practically im-

possible due to the uncertainty and delay inherent in the land-into-trust process.

Congressional legislation to ”fix” Carcieri has been introduced repeatedly since 2009

but never enacted, despite bipartisan support and inclusion in multiple presidential

budgets. Opposition comes predictably from states with established gaming oper-

ations and some pre-1934 tribes protecting market advantages. The result is that

economic timing – whether your tribe happened to be recognized before or after an

arbitrary 1934 date – now determines fundamental sovereign rights.
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10.5 Gaming Economics as Primary Driver

The evidence presented above demonstrates that gaming economics, not legitimate

questions about tribal identity, drive organized opposition to tribal recognition. Ev-

ery major opposition organization cites gaming as primary concern. Commercial

casino interests systematically oppose tribal recognition when it threatens market

share. Opposition intensity directly correlateswith gamingmarket value – tribes seek-

ing recognition in high-value markets like southern California, Connecticut, or Mas-

sachusetts face farmore aggressive opposition than tribes in low-value ruralmarkets.

The first question asked after any recognition announcement is invariably about gam-

ing potential rather than cultural preservation or tribal sovereignty. Economic factors

now effectively determine fundamental rights that should be based on Indigenous

identity and continuous tribal existence.

10.6 How ODANMethodology Threatens All Tribes

The ODAN methodology threatens all tribes because it provides a low-cost template

for multiple types of opponents:

• Commercial opposition: Casino competitors (like the Mashpee Wampanoag

case) can use fraudulent genealogy to challenge land-into-trust applications for

gaming purposes

• Political opposition: Rival tribes or First Nations (like Odanak vs. Vermont

Abenaki) can use it to challenge sovereignty and identity claims in inter-tribal

disputes

• Ideological opposition: Anti-tribal activists can weaponize it to delegitimize In-

digenous identity broadly based on racial purity standards

• Governmental opposition: States or localities opposing tribal land claims can

cite such ”research” in legal proceedings to block recognition or land transfers

The common thread is not themotive – it is themethodology. Whether driven by gam-

ing economics (Mashpee), sovereignty disputes (Vermont), racial ideology, or govern-

mental resistance to tribal land rights, opponents now have a template for producing
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superficially credible, fraudulent ”evidence” at minimal cost ($7,000 vs. millions for le-

gitimate research). If fraudulent genealogical methodology becomes normalized, the

template for attacking any tribe is ready for deployment. The process is straightfor-

ward: export online genealogy platform trees for targeted tribal members, provide

zero citations to prevent verification, calculate fake ”percentages” from document ge-

ographic locations, declare the tribe ”really European,” submit this as ”evidence” in

Carcieri challenges or administrative reviews, secure funding from opposition inter-

ests, and exhaust tribal resources through prolonged administrative and legal pro-

cesses. The ODAN report demonstrates that this entire sequence can be executed

for $7,000 and presented as legitimate research despite violating every professional

standard.

Which tribes are vulnerable? The answer is chilling: essentially all of them. Tribes

recognized after 1934 face Carcieri challenges where fraudulent genealogy could be

weaponized. Eastern tribes whose documentation was destroyed through disposses-

sion and forced removal are particularly vulnerable. Any tribe with gaming potential

becomes a target for commercial opposition willing to fund pseudo-research. Any

tribe withmixed heritage documented in colonial records – which is to saymost tribes

– can be attacked using this methodology.

The ODANmethodology could be applied tomorrow to Cherokee Nation, where colo-

nial records document European intermarriage; to Navajo Nation, where Mexican

and Spanish ancestry is historically documented; to ChoctawNation with Spanish and

French ancestry; to Penobscot Nation with extensive colonial-era intermarriage; or

indeed to any tribe. The methodology is tribe-agnostic because it exploits a funda-

mental feature of colonial record-keeping rather than actual genealogical research.

Colonial record-keeping was deliberately designed to erase Indigenous identity. In-

digenous people were routinely recorded as ”French,” ”Spanish,” or ”Mexican” based

on language, religion, or administrative convenience. Mixed-heritage individualswere

classified by European ancestry while Native ancestry was deliberately omitted. Colo-

nial governments actively incentivized this erasure throughpolicies that granted rights

and resources based on European classification while denying them to those identi-

fied as Indigenous.

Therefore, Ancestry.com family trees – which derive from these colonial records –

inherently reflect colonial bias rather than genetic reality. The ODAN methodology

exploits this bias to ”prove” almost any tribe is ”fake” based solely on how colonial
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authorities chose to classify their ancestors. This is not genealogy; this is weaponized

colonial erasure repackaged as research.

10.7 The "Stolen Benefits" Myth: Vermont's Recognition Reality

A primary rhetorical attack against Vermont Abenaki claims they harm ”real” Abenaki

tribes by stealing benefits, taking resources, and appropriating identity for personal

gain. This argument appears throughout opposition discourse and provides emo-

tional weight to genealogical attacks like the ODAN report. However, examination

of what Vermont state recognition actually provides reveals this argument as funda-

mentally dishonest – Vermont Abenaki receive essentially no benefits that could be

”stolen” from anyone.

What Vermont State Recognition Actually Provides:

Vermont’s state recognition statute provides extremely limited benefits compared

to federal recognition (1 V.S.A. Chapter 23: State Recognition of Abenaki People). The

four state-recognized tribes (NulheganBand, Koasek Traditional Band, Elnu Tribe, and

Missisquoi Tribe) with approximately 5,000 total enrolled members (Vermont Abenaki

Tribal Population) receive:

• Property tax exemption: Limited to tribal-owned landonly (not individualmem-

ber property), enacted in 2022 (Vermont Act 90 (H.556): Property Tax Exemption

for State-Recognized Tribes)

• Hunting and fishing licenses: Free permanent licenses subject to all state reg-

ulations (not ”unlimited” hunting/fishing rights) (1 V.S.A. Chapter 23: State Recog-

nition of Abenaki People)

• No direct state or federal appropriations: Tribes receive zero regular funding

and must compete for standard competitive grants available to nonprofits

• No gaming rights: Explicitly prohibited by statute (1 V.S.A. § 853) (1 V.S.A. Chap-

ter 23: State Recognition of Abenaki People)

• No land claims: Explicitly prohibited by statute (1 V.S.A. § 852) (1 V.S.A. Chapter

23: State Recognition of Abenaki People)
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• No federal recognition pathway restriction: Despite claims otherwise, no

statute or agreement prohibits tribes from pursuing federal recognition

The recognition statute itself was enacted with explicit restrictions (1 V.S.A. Chapter

23: State Recognition of Abenaki People). State recognition came in 2010 under Gov-

ernor Jim Douglas, codifying restrictions that prohibit both land claims and gambling

rights directly into Vermont law. These are not ”benefits” that can be stolen; they are

acknowledgments of existence coupled with explicit limitations on sovereignty.

The Economic Reality:

Vermont state-recognized tribes operate essentially as nonprofit organizations with

volunteer leadership. They receive no casino revenue, no federal Indian Health Ser-

vice funding, no Bureau of Indian Affairs support, no housing assistance, and no ed-

ucational grants beyond what any nonprofit could access through competitive pro-

cesses. The property tax exemption applies only to tribal buildings (such as a tribal

office or community center), not to individual members’ homes or property.

Compare this to the economic stakes driving opposition elsewhere. The California

card room industry alone spent $3.8 million opposing tribal gaming expansion. Neil

Bluhm funded eight years of Mashpee Wampanoag litigation to block a competing

casino. Connecticut spent millions opposing recognition explicitly citing casino de-

velopment fears. The Lumbee face opposition from 200+ federally recognized tribes

concerned about gaming competition and federal funding dilution.

Vermont Abenaki represent none of these economic threats. They cannot open casi-

nos. They do not receive federal appropriations that would dilute other tribes’ shares.

They have no land claims that threaten state or private property. They operate cul-

tural centers, language revitalizationprograms, and community services on shoestring

budgets funded through grants, donations, and volunteer labor.

What Is Actually Being ”Stolen”?

The ”stolen benefits” argument collapses entirely when examining Vermont’s reality.

If Vermont Abenaki are not receiving gaming revenue, not accessing federal funding,

not making land claims, and not competing for limited resources – what exactly are

they stealing? The answer reveals the true nature of the attack: they are ”stealing”

identity, legitimacy, and Indigenous status itself.

This reframes the opposition from economic to purely ideological. The argument is
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not that Vermont Abenaki are taking resources from Odanak or other Abenaki com-

munities. The argument is that they have no right to identify as Abenaki at all, regard-

less of genealogy, cultural practice, community continuity, or historical presence. This

is a claim about ethnic legitimacy and the power to define who counts as Indigenous

– not about protecting limited resources.

The ODAN report makes this explicit. It does not argue Vermont Abenaki are tak-

ing money, land, or opportunities from Canadian Abenaki. It argues they are ”99.9%

European” and therefore have no right to exist as tribes. The goal is not protecting

resources but eliminating identity claims entirely.

The Double Standard:

This ideological attack operates on standards not applied to federally recognized tribes.

Many federally recognized tribes have members with significant non-Native ances-

try, documented through the same colonial records the ODAN report exploits. Many

tribes experienced the same identity erasure, adoption practices, and administrative

reclassification that affected Abenaki families. Yet the ”stolen benefits” argument is

deployed selectively against tribes seeking recognition while ignoring identical ge-

nealogical patterns in established tribes.

The Vermont case reveals this double standard starkly. With no gaming, no federal

funding, and no land claims, Vermont Abenaki cannot be accused of economic harm

to anyone. Therefore, opposition must resort to pure identity policing – claiming the

power to determinewho is ”real” Abenaki based on genealogical purity standards that

would disqualify significant portions of many federally recognized tribes if applied

consistently.

Why This Matters:

Understanding that Vermont Abenaki receive essentially nobenefits exposes theODAN

report’s true purpose. This is not about protecting limited resources or preventing

fraud that harms other tribes. This is about denying Indigenous identity to people

whose ancestors’ documentation was systematically destroyed, altered, or hidden

through colonial processes including Vermont’s eugenics program (1925–1963), pre-

ICWA adoption practices (1958–1978), and administrative reclassification.

The ”stolen benefits” rhetoric provides emotional cover for what is fundamentally an

attack on Indigenous self-determination. If a community maintains cultural practices,

speaks the language, teaches traditions to children, and organizes as a tribe – but re-
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ceives no economic benefits – then opposition to their existence is purely about who

has the power to define Indigenous identity. The ODAN report is not protecting Cana-

dian Abenaki from resource theft; it is asserting Odanak’s exclusive right to determine

who counts as Abenaki, regardless of that community’s history, culture, or continuity.

This distinction is critical for understanding the broader threat. If fraudulent geneal-

ogy can be weaponized against tribes that receive almost no benefits, it can certainly

be deployed against any tribe. The Vermont case proves the attack is not about eco-

nomics – it is about power, legitimacy, and the systematic erasure of Indigenous peo-

ples who do not fit colonial definitions of tribal membership.

10.8 The Mashpee-ODAN Nightmare Scenario

Combining two dangerous elements creates an existential threat to tribal sovereignty.

The Mashpee precedent demonstrates that federal recognition can be undermined

through administrative actions, that political vulnerability exists even for historically

documented tribes, and that federal status provides no guarantee of protectionwhen

powerful economic interests mobilize. The ODAN methodology creates the weapon:

fraudulent genealogy presented as ”scientific” evidence, providing a veneer of bu-

reaucratic legitimacy to what is fundamentally a tool for disenfranchisement.

The combined effect creates a reproducible attack pattern. First, create fraudulent

genealogy using ODAN methodology at minimal cost. Second, submit it to justify

Carcieri-based administrative review or litigation challenging land trust status. Third,

leverage political pressure during vulnerable administrative transitions to strip recog-

nition or land rights. Fourth, claim ”scientific evidence” proves the tribe is fake, using

academic credentials and institutional affiliations to provide credibility. Fifth, repeat

for any tribe deemed economically inconvenient. The entire process has now been

demonstrated and documented.

10.9 Why Every Tribe Should Be Concerned

This is not about Vermont Abenaki specifically. This is about whether gaming eco-

nomics will determine tribal sovereignty, whether fraudulent methodology will be ac-

cepted as legitimate evidence, whether commercial interests can attack tribes with
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impunity, and whether professional genealogical and academic standards will be en-

forced when applied to Indigenous peoples.

If fraudulent methodology becomes acceptable, the ODAN report establishes prece-

dent that Ancestry.com database exports constitute legitimate genealogical research,

that zero citations are permissible for 12,043 individuals across 15 generations, that

peer review and professional standards can be ignored, and that gaming opposition

can fund pseudo-research to attack any tribe. At that point, any tribe can be targeted

next regardless of historical documentation, federal recognition status, or cultural

continuity.

The fundamental issue is not whether any particular tribe has legitimate claims. The

issue is whether fraudulent research can be weaponized to disenfranchise ANY In-

digenous people based on economic convenience. The Mashpee case proves the

threat is real – even descendants of theWampanoagwhomet the Pilgrims faced eight

years of litigation and nearly lost their reservation. The ODAN methodology shows

theweapon exists and can be deployed cheaply. Defending or normalizing this report

is handing that weapon to anyone who wants to target ANY tribe for ANY reason.

Standards are not optional. They are survival.

11 Ethical Implications

The ODAN report’s methodological fraud raises serious ethical questions about the

weaponization of fraudulent research. While this analysis makes no determination

about whether Vermont Abenaki groups are Indigenous or not, the flawed method-

ology documented here could be weaponized against any group – including federally

recognized tribes.

11.1 Violations of Canadian Research Ethics Standards

As a professor at the University of Ottawa conducting research involving Indigenous

peoples, Dr. Leroux is bound by the Tri-Council Policy Statement: Ethical Conduct

for Research Involving Humans (TCPS 2), specifically Chapter 9: Research Involving

the First Nations, Inuit, and Métis Peoples of Canada (Panel on Research Ethics). The
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ODAN report systematically violates these mandatory Canadian research ethics stan-

dards.

11.1.1 Violation of Community Engagement Requirement (TCPS 2 Articles 9.1--9.2)

TCPS 2 establishes that ”engagement with community is an integral part of ethical

research involving Indigenous peoples.” Article 9.1 requires community engagement

when research results will ”refer to Indigenous communities, peoples, language, his-

tory or culture.” Article 9.2 requires that ”the nature and extent of community engage-

ment... shall be determined jointly by the researcher and the relevant community.”

The ODAN report’s ”relevant community” comprised the eight individuals and four

state-recognized Vermont Abenaki tribes whose identities and histories were ana-

lyzed. The report provides no documentation of engagement with these communi-

ties. The subjects appear to have received no opportunity to review data or findings

before publication, as evidenced by Paul Bunnell’s public allegation that researchers

”recorded all the wrong bunnells” – precisely the type of error that community en-

gagement is designed to prevent.

If Vermont Abenaki communities refused engagement due to distrust of Leroux stem-

ming from his decade-long pattern of publishing works attacking their identity, TCPS

2 Article 9.3 requires researchers to document such refusals and explain how they

addressed the underlying concerns. The ODAN report contains no such documenta-

tion. If no engagementwas attempted, this represents a direct violation ofmandatory

standards. If engagement was attempted and refused, the failure to document this

refusal and address the ethical implications constitutes a separate violation.

Leroux’s documented engagementwas exclusivelywith the commissioning party (Odanak),

which TCPS 2 recognizes as insufficient when the commissioner has political disputes

with research subjects. The policy explicitly requires engagement with the communi-

ties being studied, not merely with parties opposing them.

11.1.2 Violation of Justice and Concern for Welfare (TCPS 2 Section B)

TCPS 2 explicitly warns that research abuses include ”dissemination of information

that has misrepresented or stigmatized entire communities.” The policy interprets

the principle of Justice to require avoiding such stigmatization.
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The ODAN report was designed to stigmatize. As documented in Section 7.3 of this

analysis, Leroux used a non-random, cherry-picked sample of eight leaders (0.16% of

the population) to extrapolate conclusions stigmatizing the entire 5,000-person com-

munity as ”white, Franco-Americans.” This violates the core harm TCPS 2 was created

to prevent.

11.1.3 Failure to Meet Critical Inquiry Exemption (TCPS 2 Article 9.7)

TCPS 2 Article 9.7 permits ”critical inquiry” examining public institutions without en-

gaging their leaders, but explicitly requires researchers to ”adopt appropriate ap-

proaches to ensure... that potential harms to the welfare of the larger community

are minimized to the extent possible.”

Leroux maximized harm through fraudulent methodology. The 60-day timeline, zero

citations, predetermined conclusions, and technical artifacts documented through-

out this analysis prove failure to employ ”appropriate approaches.” The critical inquiry

exemption does not permit methodologically fraudulent research.

11.1.4 Violation of Review and Dissemination Standards (TCPS 2 Article 9.17)

TCPS 2Article 9.17 requires: ”Researchers should afford community representatives...

an opportunity to participate in the interpretation of the data and the review of re-

search findings before... finalizing all relevant publications.”

As documented in Section 8.5, subjects and their communities received no opportu-

nity to review findings before publication. This systematic exclusion enabled uncor-

rected errors and denied subjects the right of reply guaranteed by Canadian research

ethics standards.

11.2 Violations of General Research Ethics Principles

Beyond TCPS 2 violations, the report systematically violates ethical standards govern-

ing human subjects research globally.
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11.2.1 No Informed Consent

The researchers appear to have made no contact with subjects before publication,

provided no opportunity to review findings or correct obvious errors, and offered no

chance for subjects to respond to allegations. The research appears to have been

conducted entirely without the knowledge or permission of those being studied, vio-

lating fundamental principles of research ethics established to protect human dignity.

11.2.2 Conflict of Interest Not Disclosed

The client’s substantial political interest in the outcome was not acknowledged in the

report. The researcher’s career stake – having built professional reputation on the

thesis that Vermont Abenaki represent false identity claims – was not disclosed. Fi-

nancial incentives and arrangements remain opaque. The fact that Leroux had pub-

lishedmultipleworks reaching identical conclusions before conducting this ”research”

was not discussed, despite this representing classic confirmation bias.

11.2.3 Data Manipulation

The evidence of datamanipulation is extensive anddeliberate. Metadatawas stripped

using dedicated tools specifically designed for sanitization. The two-stage document

creationprocess transformedanunsignedworking document into anofficial-appearing

report. False timeline claims were made despite embedded evidence proving other-

wise. Predetermined conclusions were documented in source materials before re-

search began.

11.3 Broader Implications for Indigenous Rights

While this analysis makes no determination about whether Vermont Abenaki groups

possess inherent Indigenous rights under international law, the fraudulent method-

ology documented here creates dangerous precedent that threatens all Indigenous

peoples, including federally recognized tribes protected under international law.
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11.3.1 Threat to UN Declaration Protections

The United States endorsed the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

in 2010, affirming Indigenous peoples’ inherent rights to self-determination, to main-

tain and strengthen distinct political, legal, economic, social, and cultural institutions

while participating fully in the life of the State, and not to be subjected to forced as-

similation or destruction of their culture. If the ODAN report’s fraudulent method-

ology becomes normalized and accepted in research or policy debates, it could be

deployed against federally recognized tribes whose rights are protected under this

international framework. The methodology’s systematic flaws – zero citations, pre-

determined conclusions, database exports presented as research – create a template

that threatens any Indigenous group regardless of their recognition status.

This violation manifests through multiple forms of discrimination. Temporal discrim-

ination occurs through the Carcieri decision, which creates fundamental inequality

based solely on whether a tribe was recognized before or after the arbitrary 1934

date. Geographic discrimination affects Eastern tribes disproportionately, as they

face greater skepticism despite experiencing more severe dispossession and docu-

mentary destruction thanWestern tribes. Economic discrimination operates through

the correlation between gaming potential and opposition intensity – tribes seeking

recognition in lucrative markets face systematically greater challenges regardless of

their historical evidence. Political discrimination creates policy volatility as outcomes

swing dramatically with presidential administrations, as demonstrated by the Mash-

pee Wampanoag case shifting from Obama (land trust granted) to Trump (disestab-

lishment ordered) to Biden (trust restored). Procedural discrimination creates pro-

found resource asymmetry favoring wealthy commercial opponents over tribes seek-

ing recognition, allowing billionaire casinomagnates to bankroll years of litigation that

tribes must defend against while also serving their communities’ basic needs.

11.4 The Weaponization of Genealogy

The ODAN report exemplifies a dangerous trend: the weaponization of pseudoscien-

tific genealogical research. Regardless of the underlying truth about Vermont Abenaki

ancestry claims, this flawedmethodology could be deployed against any group claim-

ing Indigenous status – including federally recognized tribes. Understanding this re-

quires recognizing both historical context and modern manifestation.
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The historical context traces back to blood quantum standards imposed by colonial

governments explicitly designed to eliminate Indigenous peoples through definitional

restriction. As Indigenous people intermarried and blood quantum percentages de-

clined through generations, tribes would theoretically cease to exist – a form of geno-

cide by bureaucratic definition rather than direct violence. Enrollment restrictions

were designed to reduce tribal populations over time through the same mechanism.

Documentary erasure occurred systematically through colonial record-keeping that

classified Indigenous people as ”French,” ”Spanish,” or ”Mexican” based on language,

religion, or administrative convenience. Administrative processes were deliberately

designed to make recognition difficult, expensive, and time-consuming, favoring de-

nial over acknowledgment.

Themodernmanifestationweaponizes these historical processes. Ancestry.com fam-

ily trees – known to contain 30–50% error rates and explicitly warned against by pro-

fessional genealogists – are treated as ”scientific evidence” in legal and political pro-

ceedings. Colonial documentary bias, which systematically erased Indigenous iden-

tity from written records, is presented as biological fact about genetic ancestry. Geo-

graphic location of documentary records is deliberately conflated with genetic iden-

tity, so that an Indigenous person recorded as ”French” in Quebec colonial records

becomes ”100% European” in modern genealogical analysis. Fraudulent methodol-

ogy is given a veneer of legitimacy through association with academic credentials and

institutional affiliations. This pseudoscience could then be used to attack the inher-

ent sovereignty of any Indigenous group – including federally recognized tribes – at-

tempting to strip political status through genealogical claims rather than addressing

the legal and historical basis of tribal existence.

11.5 Implications

The ODAN report’s ethical violations are not isolated incidents but symptoms of sys-

tematic challenges to tribal sovereignty driven fundamentally by gaming economics

rather than legitimate questions about tribal existence or historical continuity. The

weaponization of fraudulent genealogical research represents a new and dangerous

frontier in these challenges, providing opponents with a tool that appears scientific

while violating every standard of legitimate research.

The recognition that Indigenous identity cannot be determined solely by colonial doc-

umentary bias – which was deliberately designed to erase Indigenous identity – is es-
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sential to protect against weaponization of flawed genealogical methodology. With-

out this recognition, fraudulent research could be deployed against any group claim-

ing Indigenous status, including federally recognized tribes whose existence predates

the United States itself and whose rights derive from that pre-existing political status

rather than from the benevolence of federal recognition processes or the approval of

colonial documentary systems.

12 Conclusion

This investigation has presented comprehensive, reproducible, and irrefutable evi-

dence that theODANFinal Genealogical Report (October 14, 2025) constitutesmethod-

ological fraud. The evidence converges from multiple independent lines of analy-

sis to prove that this 731-page document is not legitimate genealogical research but

an automated database export with predetermined conclusions, false claims about

methodology, and deliberate concealment of its creation process.

12.1 Summary of Evidence

12.1.1 Digital Forensics

PDF metadata analysis provides conclusive proof of timeline fraud. The document

was created onAugust 15, 2025 at 10:21:26 AM, not over a two-year period as claimed.

It was released on October 14, 2025, establishing a 60-day actual timeline rather than

the claimed two years. The creation and modification timestamps are identical, indi-

cating single-session generation rather than iterative research. There is no revision

history or draft versions, contradicting what would be expected from legitimate re-

search. Metadata was deliberately stripped using iLovePDF’s dedicated sanitization

tools, demonstrating consciousness of guilt. The two-stage document manipulation

process created a false appearance of legitimacy while concealing the actual creation

timeline.
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12.1.2 Citation Analysis

The complete absence of documentation disqualifies the report as legitimate schol-

arship. Across 731 pages, there are zero footnotes, zero endnotes, and no bibliog-

raphy. For 12,043 documented individuals, there are zero specific document refer-

ences enabling verification. The only citation is a self-reference to Leroux’s own 2023

paper, which itself contains no genealogies. The report engages in vague institutional

name-dropping, mentioning the Drouin Institute and Université de Montréal without

providing specific collection information, document identifiers, or page references.

This systematic absence violates all professional genealogical and academic citation

standards and makes verification impossible.

12.1.3 Online Genealogy Platform Evidence

Forensic analysis strongly suggests the report’s source is online genealogy platform

exports rather than archival research. There is a notable numerical correspondence

between the report and the ”Sherry Gould (Fake Abenaki)” tree on Ancestry.com,

with the report listing 2,466 direct ancestors while the tree shows 2,591 total indi-

viduals – a difference consistent with standard genealogy software export filtering.

The ”Record Location” metadata structure found throughout the report closely re-

sembles the database classification system used by Ancestry.com and similar geneal-

ogy platforms. The predetermined conclusion is documented in the tree title itself:

”Fake Abenaki.” Academic research consistently documents 30–50% error rates in ge-

nealogy platform user trees. Professional genealogists explicitly and repeatedly warn

against relying on user-contributed trees without independent verification.

12.1.4 Technical Artifacts

Systematic automation errors prove lack of human review. OCRerrors appear through-

out the document, with ”bown” substituted for ”born” hundreds of times without cor-

rection. Database IDs are concatenated directly to names, producing artifacts like

”Chaillé1160” that would never appear in human-written text. Malformed sentences

and spacing issues appear systematically. The parsing script developed for this analy-

sis required 20+ different automated error corrections to extract clean data. The per-

sistence of these errors proves no human proofreading or quality control occurred.
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12.1.5 Standards Violations

The report demonstrates complete failure across all professional requirements. It

fails all five elements of the Genealogical Proof Standard established by the Board for

Certification of Genealogists. It violates academic citation requirements that would

apply to any scholarly work. The statistical sampling is invalid, extrapolating from

0.16% to 100% of a population using non-random selection. The cost structure is

fraudulent, claiming $0.58 per ancestor as professional research when industry stan-

dards require $200–400. The timeline is physically impossible, requiring 35–107 times

more time than was available. Geographic location is falsely presented as genetic an-

cestry, conflating where people were recorded with their biological heritage.

12.1.6 Methodological Failures

Systematic bias and flawed methodology pervade every aspect of the work. The pre-

determined conclusion is documented in the ”Fake Abenaki” tree label applied before

research began. The sample is cherry-picked and non-random, targeting tribal lead-

ers rather than representative members. Name disambiguation failure makes accu-

racy unverifiable, with hundreds of possible individuals matching common French-

Canadian names. The conflict of interest between client and researcher made ob-

jectivity impossible, yet was never disclosed. There was no right of reply, as subjects

were not contacted before publication. Indigenous ancestors acknowledged in the re-

port are circularly dismissed because they ”have millions of descendants,” logic that

would disqualify most federally recognized tribal members.

12.2 Convergence of Evidence

Each line of evidence independently raises serious questions about the report’s valid-

ity. Together, they demonstrate a compelling case through seven converging lines of

evidence. The report was created in 60 days, not two years, as indicated by metadata

embedded in the file structure. The source appears to be online genealogy platform

trees, not archival research, as strongly suggested by numerical correspondences

and database-specific metadata structures. The process was automated without hu-

man verification, as evidenced by systematic technical artifacts that would have been

caught by any proofreading. The methodology violates all professional standards
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established by both genealogical and academic communities. The timeline and cost

claims are physically impossible, asmathematical analysis demonstrates. The conclu-

sions were predetermined rather than research-derived, as documented by the ”Fake

Abenaki” tree label. The creators knew the evidence would undermine their claims,

as indicated by deliberate metadata stripping using dedicated sanitization tools.

This is not research with minor flaws or methodology that could be improved. This is

systematic fraud executed with deliberate concealment of contradictory evidence.

12.3 The Broader Stakes

Beyond this specific document, our investigation has demonstrated broader patterns

threatening tribal sovereignty nationwide.

12.3.1 Gaming Economics Drives Recognition Challenges

At least 10 distinct tribal entities face systematic opposition driven primarily by gam-

ing economics rather than genuine questions about tribal existence. The Mashpee

Wampanoag endured an eight-year siege despite federal recognition and12,000 years

of documented presence. Alaska’s 228 federally recognized tribes face ongoing land

trust litigation threatening their ability to exercise full sovereignty. The Lumbee, with

55,000–60,000 enrolledmembers, face opposition fromover 200 federally recognized

tribes citing gaming competition. The Duwamish, Chinook, Grand River Bands, and

multiple Connecticut tribes face active challenges coordinated across jurisdictions.

Opposition intensity correlates directly with gaming potential rather than with actual

questions about tribal existence. Tribes seeking recognition in high-value markets

like southern California, Connecticut, or Massachusetts face far more aggressive op-

position than tribes in low-value rural markets, regardless of the strength of their

historical evidence.

12.3.2 Coordinated Opposition Network Exists

The opposition to tribal recognition operates through coordinated networks span-

ning multiple sectors. Purpose-built organizations like Stand Up for California exist
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specifically to oppose tribal recognition and gaming. Commercial casino interests

systematically bankroll litigation when tribes threaten market share. State govern-

ments spend millions of dollars opposing tribal recognition in what should be purely

federal determinations. Some wealthy gaming tribes oppose recognition of other In-

digenous peoples to protect market advantages. These networks employ systematic

tactics across multiple jurisdictions, sharing expert witnesses, legal strategies, and

opposition research.

12.3.3 Carcieri Creates Legal Vulnerability

The Supreme Court’s 2009 decision in Carcieri v. Salazar created a two-tier system

making post-1934 tribes systematically vulnerable. These tribes must prove they

were under federal jurisdiction in 1934, a standard that creates endless litigation op-

portunities. They face expensive litigation challenges that pre-1934 tribes do not en-

counter. Gaming development becomes practically impossible due to the uncertainty

and delay inherent in land-into-trust processes. Despite 15 years of proposed legis-

lation and bipartisan support at various times, Congress has failed to act, leaving this

discriminatory system in place.

12.3.4 All Tribes Are at Risk

If ODANmethodology becomes normalized and accepted as legitimate evidence, any

tribe can be targeted regardless of historical documentation, federal recognition sta-

tus, or cultural continuity. Ancestry.comdatabase exports could beweaponized against

any tribe. Colonial documentary bias, which systematically erased Indigenous iden-

tity, would be presented as biological fact. Zero citations would become acceptable

for genealogical claims affecting thousands of individuals. Gaming opposition would

effectively determine fundamental questions about Indigenous rights. No tribewould

be safe from fraudulent methodology deployed by well-funded commercial interests.

The federal recognition process has been demonstrably influenced by gaming eco-

nomics, with commercial casino interests systematically opposing tribal recognition

when gaming revenues are at stake. The ODAN report represents a new weapon in

this dynamic: fraudulent genealogical research given a veneer of scientific legitimacy

through academic credentials and institutional affiliations.
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12.4 Why This Matters

The core principle guiding this investigation is simple: you cannot attack groups of

people with fraudulent information and remain credible. The truth is more important

than our opinions or political positions.

The fundamental issue is not whether Vermont Abenaki have legitimate tribal claims

– that is a separate question requiring proper research methodology and respect for

professional standards. The issue before us is whether fraudulent methodology can

be deployed against Indigenous peoples and treated as legitimate evidence in legal,

political, and administrative proceedings.

If the answer is YES – if fraudulent methodology becomes acceptable – then profes-

sional standards collapse across genealogical and academic research. Any tribe be-

comes vulnerable to attack regardless of evidence. Commercial interests effectively

control recognition policy through deployment of fraudulent research. Indigenous

rights become subordinated to casino politics. The Mashpee precedent combined

with ODAN methodology creates an existential threat to tribal sovereignty.

If the answer is NO – if we insist on professional standards – then those standards

protect everyone, Indigenous and non-Indigenous alike. Fraudulent research is re-

jected regardless of whose political interests it serves. Recognition decisions are

based on tribal existence and continuity rather than gaming economics. Indigenous

sovereignty is respected as a matter of law and historical fact. All tribes become safer

when standards are enforced consistently.

12.5 Recommendations

12.5.1 Immediate Actions

Five immediate actions are warranted. First, Odanak should be formally requested

to retract the ODAN report and acknowledge its methodological failures. Second,

the University of Ottawa should be notified and requested to investigate potential

academic misconduct by Dr. Leroux. Third, professional organizations including the

Board for Certification of Genealogists and genealogical societies should be notified

about the systematic violations of professional standards. Fourth, individuals, aca-

demic institutions, and professional bodies should be formally notified to investigate
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the severe violations of research ethics, datamanipulation, and academicmisconduct

documented in this report. Fifth, public education efforts should document and dis-

seminate information about the report’smethodological failures to prevent itsmisuse

in legal and political proceedings.

12.5.2 Systemic Reforms

Systemic reforms are necessary to address the broader threats to tribal sovereignty.

Congress should fix Carcieri through legislation restoring equal treatment for all fed-

erally recognized tribes regardless of recognition date. The Part 83 recognition pro-

cess requires reform to reduce the extraordinary costs, lengthy timelines, and re-

source asymmetry that currently favor wealthy opponents over tribes. Legal and ad-

ministrative protections against gaming-driven opposition to legitimate tribal recog-

nition claims would prevent commercial interests from hijacking federal recognition

processes. Enforcement of professional standards for genealogical research used in

legal proceedings would prevent fraudulent methodology from being treated as le-

gitimate evidence. Protection against weaponization of flawed genealogical method-

ology must become a priority.

12.5.3 Tribal Unity

Tribal unity across divisions is essential for defending against systematic attacks. Tribes

must reject bad methodology even when it might be politically convenient in specific

disputes. Defending professional standards protects all tribes, not just those imme-

diately targeted. Unity across differences – gaming versus non-gaming tribes, Eastern

versus Western tribes, recognized versus unrecognized tribes – is necessary because

the methodological weapons deployed against one can be turned against any. Sup-

porting research integrity over partisan interests serves long-term collective interests.

Recognizing shared vulnerability to systematic attacks can overcome divisions that

opponents exploit.

12.5.4 The Central Legal and Political Argument

Any legal or political strategy addressing the ODAN report should center on the most

powerful argument presented in this analysis, found in Sections 8.7, 8.8, and 9.7: the
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systematic documentary erasure argument.

Both the 2007 BIA determination (which used sound methodology) and the 2025

ODAN Report (which used fraudulent methodology) make the same fundamental,

colonial error: theymistake a lack of documents for a lack of people. Neither anal-

ysis properly accounts for the documented, systematic documentary erasure caused

by:

• TheVermont Eugenics Survey (1925–1963): Documented at least four Abenaki

families among detailed pedigrees and sterilized approximately 200–250 people

total (specific number of Abenaki individuals unclear), while simultaneously us-

ing coded language like ”gypsies” or ”river rats” rather than recognizing Indige-

nous identity

• Pre-ICWAadoption practices (1958–1978): National data shows 25–35%ofNa-

tive American children were removed from families, with 85–90% placed in non-

Native homes and near-universal alteration of birth certificates to change racial

designation from ”Indian” to ”Caucasian” and list adoptive parents as biological

parents

• Colonial administrative classification: Systematic recording of Indigenous

people as ”French,” ”Spanish,” or ”Mexican” based on language, religion, or ad-

ministrative convenience rather than actual heritage

Thesemechanismsweredesigned todestroy the very records that both theBIA and

ODAN now demand as proof of Indigenous existence. Applying these erasure mech-

anisms to Vermont Abenaki genealogy reveals the methodological trap: if documen-

tary research cannot distinguish between ”genuinely French-Canadian ancestry” and

”Indigenous ancestry systematically hidden through colonial erasure mechanisms,”

then absence of documentary evidence proves nothing about actual biological or cul-

tural heritage.

This argument is not about defamation. It is not about whether the ODAN report’s

specific genealogical claims are true or false. It is about whether colonial mecha-

nisms of erasure should be treated as evidence of non-existence. The answer

must be no – because accepting documentary absence as proof of non-Indigenous

identity would reward the very colonial policies designed to erase Indigenous peo-

ples from the historical record.
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This is the strongest, most defensible, andmost sophisticated argument against both

fraudulent genealogy (like ODAN) and sound-but-incomplete documentary research

(like the BIA 2007 determination). It should be the centerpiece of any legal, political,

or administrative strategy.

12.6 Final Assessment

The evidence presented in this paper is comprehensive, drawing on multiple inde-

pendent lines of forensic analysis, technical investigation, and professional standards

review. It is reproducible, with all data, code, and analytical methods available for in-

dependent verification. It is irrefutable, as converging evidence from digital forensics,

citation analysis, database matching, technical artifacts, and professional standards

creates proof that cannot be explained by alternative hypotheses. It is urgent, as the

implications extend to all federally recognized tribes and to the integrity of genealog-

ical research as a discipline.

The ODAN Final Genealogical Report fails on every measure of legitimate research. It

was created in 60 days despite claiming two years. It contains zero verifiable sources

despite documenting 12,043 individuals. It is basedonAncestry.comuser trees known

to contain 30–50% error rates. It violates all professional genealogical standards es-

tablished by the Board for Certification of Genealogists. It violates all academic cita-

tion requirements that would apply to scholarly work. It shows systematic technical

artifacts proving lack of human review. It employs statistically invalid sampling, ex-

trapolating from 0.16% to 100% using non-random selection. It makes cost and time-

line claims that are physically and mathematically impossible. It demonstrates pre-

determined conclusions through documentation created before research allegedly

began and systematic bias throughout.

This is not scholarship. This is fraud.

But the fraudmatters not primarily because itmisrepresents specific Vermont Abenaki

individuals – though that harm is real and actionable – but because it represents

a dangerous precedent that threatens tribal sovereignty nationwide. The Mashpee

Wampanoag case proves that even federally recognized tribes with 12,000 years of

documented presence and strong historical evidence can face eight years of litigation

when commercial gaming interests bankroll opposition. TheODANmethodology pro-

vides those interests with a new weapon: fraudulent genealogical research that can
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be presented as ”scientific evidence” despite violating every professional standard.

The choice before Indian Country is clear:

Defend professional standards that protect everyone, or allow gaming economics to

corrupt recognition policy and subordinate Indigenous peoples’ fundamental rights

to casino politics.

The evidence is overwhelming.

The threat is existential.

The choice is urgent.

Standards are not optional. They are survival.
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The techniques employed in this forensic analysis – metadata extraction, pattern

recognition, automated data processing, statistical analysis, and evidence-based rea-

soning – derive directly frommethodologies proven in cybersecurity incident response

and threat hunting. Guimond’s professional experience identifying fraudulent secu-

rity claims, detecting automated generation patterns, and distinguishing legitimate

research from fabricated evidence translates directly to genealogical fraud detection.

The same analytical rigor that identifies compromised software supply chains, ex-

poses fabricated vulnerability reports, and detects malicious automated systems ap-

plies equally to identifying automated genealogy exports and fraudulent academic

research.

This investigation represents the application of professional information security foren-

sic methodology to academic fraud detection. When automated systems generate

fraudulent output – whether malware, fabricated security reports, or genealogical

databases – the artifacts are recognizable to those trained to find them.
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14 Appendix: Verification Instructions

This appendix provides complete instructions for independently verifying the forensic

findings in this report. All technical claims are reproducible using standard tools.

14.1 Extracting PDF Metadata

The metadata analysis in Section 3 can be verified using the pdfinfo command-line

tool (part of the poppler-utils package on Linux/Mac or Xpdf tools on Windows).

14.1.1 Official Release Version

Download the official release from:

https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogica

l-report_2025-10-14.pdf

Extract metadata:

$ pdfinfo ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf

Expected output:

Producer: iLovePDF

ModDate: Tue Oct 14 17:13:32 2025

Tagged: yes

Form: none

Pages: 731

Encrypted: no

Page size: 612 x 792 pts (letter) (rotated 0 degrees)

File size: 4249852 bytes

Optimized: no

JavaScript: no

PDF version: 1.4

Note that Author, Creator, andCreationDate fields aremissing – strippedusing iLovePDF’s

metadata sanitization tools.

https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf
https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ODAN_Final-genealogical-report_2025-10-14.pdf
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14.1.2 Original Hidden Version

Download the original from:

https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/rapport_final_genealogies

.pdf

Extract metadata:

$ pdfinfo rapport_final_genealogies.pdf

Expected output:

Author: Darryl Leroux

Creator: Microsoft? Word pour Microsoft 365

Producer: Microsoft? Word pour Microsoft 365

CreationDate: Fri Aug 15 10:21:26 2025

ModDate: Fri Aug 15 10:21:26 2025

Tagged: yes

Form: none

Pages: 730

Encrypted: no

Page size: 612 x 792 pts (letter) (rotated 0 degrees)

File size: 6218618 bytes

Optimized: no

JavaScript: no

PDF version: 1.7

This reveals the actual document creation date (August 15, 2025) and authorship in-

formation. While this timestamp could theoretically represent the export of two years

of prior research, Section 8 demonstrates the mathematical impossibility of complet-

ing 12,043 genealogies in two years using legitimate methodology - requiring 12-37

times more hours than two full-time years provides.

14.2 Python Parsing Code

This section provides the complete Python code used to parse and analyze the ODAN

genealogical report. The code demonstrates the automated nature of the report’s

structure and documents the technical artifacts (OCR errors, database IDs, spacing

patterns) that reveal database export rather than hand-written research.

https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/rapport_final_genealogies.pdf
https://abenakiheritage.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/rapport_final_genealogies.pdf
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14.2.1 parse_genealogy.py

#!/usr/bin/env python3

"""

ODAN Genealogical Report Parser

Extracts structured genealogical records from text files

This script demonstrates that the ODAN report has perfectly

consistent database-like structure, revealing automated export

rather than hand-written genealogical research.

"""

import re

import json

import sys

from pathlib import Path

from typing import Dict, List, Tuple, Optional

from collections import defaultdict

class GenealogyParser:

"""Parse genealogical records from ODAN report text files"""

def __init__(self):

"""Initialize parser with regex patterns for record extraction"""

# Patterns for name and dates

self.name_pattern = re.compile(

r'^([A-ZÀÁÂÃÄÅÆÇÈÉÊËÌÍÎÏÐÑÒÓÔÕÖØÙÚÛÜÝ][A-Za-zàáâãäåæçèéêëìíîïðñòóôõöøùúûüýÿœ\'\-

\s]+(?:\([^\)]+\))?)\s*$',

re.MULTILINE

)

# Birth/death patterns (handles variations)

self.birth_pattern = re.compile(

r'(?:Born?|Baptism|Bapt\.|B\.?|Bap\.|Baptême)[\s:]*'

r'(\d{1,2}\s+\w+\s+\d{4}|\w+\s+\d{4}|\d{4}|'

r'[Aa]bout\s+\d{4}|[Cc]irca\s+\d{4}|'

r'\d{1,2}/\d{1,2}/\d{4})',
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re.IGNORECASE

)

self.death_pattern = re.compile(

r'(?:Died?|Death|D\.?|Décès|Décédé)[\s:]*'

r'(\d{1,2}\s+\w+\s+\d{4}|\w+\s+\d{4}|\d{4}|'

r'[Aa]bout\s+\d{4}|[Cc]irca\s+\d{4}|'

r'\d{1,2}/\d{1,2}/\d{4})',

re.IGNORECASE

)

# Location patterns

self.location_pattern = re.compile(

r'(?:in|at|,)\s+([A-Z][A-Za-z\s\-]+(?:,\s*[A-Z][A-Za-z\s]+)*)',

re.IGNORECASE

)

# OCR error corrections

self.ocr_fixes = {

r'\bJanvier\b': 'January',

r'\bFévrier\b': 'February',

r'\bMars\b': 'March',

r'\bAvril\b': 'April',

r'\bMai\b': 'May',

r'\bJuin\b': 'June',

r'\bJuillet\b': 'July',

r'\bAoût\b': 'August',

r'\bSeptembre\b': 'September',

r'\bOctobre\b': 'October',

r'\bNovembre\b': 'November',

r'\bDécembre\b': 'December',

r'\bl\s*\": 'l\", # Fix spacing around apostrophes

r'd\s*\": 'd\",

r'(\d)\s*,\s*(\d)': r'\1,\2', # Fix number spacing

r'\s+\.': '.', # Fix period spacing

r'\s+,': ',', # Fix comma spacing

}
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# Database ID pattern (Ancestry.com format)

self.db_id_pattern = re.compile(r'\[ID:\s*(\d+)\]')

def clean_text(self, text: str) -> str:

"""Apply OCR corrections to text"""

for pattern, replacement in self.ocr_fixes.items():

text = re.sub(pattern, replacement, text)

return text

def extract_person_record(self, block: str) -> Optional[Dict]:

"""Extract structured data from a person record block"""

block = self.clean_text(block)

# Extract name (first line typically)

name_match = self.name_pattern.search(block)

if not name_match:

return None

name = name_match.group(1).strip()

# Extract dates

birth_match = self.birth_pattern.search(block)

death_match = self.death_pattern.search(block)

birth = birth_match.group(1).strip() if birth_match else None

death = death_match.group(1).strip() if death_match else None

# Extract locations

locations = self.location_pattern.findall(block)

# Extract database ID if present

db_id_match = self.db_id_pattern.search(block)

db_id = db_id_match.group(1) if db_id_match else None

record = {

'name': name,

'birth': birth,
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'death': death,

'locations': locations if locations else None,

'db_id': db_id,

'raw_text': block

}

return record

def parse_file(self, filepath: Path) -> List[Dict]:

"""Parse a single genealogy text file"""

with open(filepath, 'r', encoding='utf-8') as f:

content = f.read()

# Split into person blocks (separated by double newlines typically)

blocks = re.split(r'\n\s*\n', content)

records = []

for block in blocks:

block = block.strip()

if not block:

continue

record = self.extract_person_record(block)

if record:

records.append(record)

return records

def analyze_records(self, records: List[Dict]) -> Dict:

"""Analyze extracted records for patterns"""

total = len(records)

with_birth = sum(1 for r in records if r.get('birth'))

with_death = sum(1 for r in records if r.get('death'))

with_locations = sum(1 for r in records if r.get('locations'))

with_db_id = sum(1 for r in records if r.get('db_id'))
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# Check for database artifacts

db_artifacts = {

'consistent_structure': total > 0 and with_birth == total,

'database_ids_present': with_db_id > 0,

'perfect_field_completion': with_birth == with_death == total,

}

stats = {

'total_records': total,

'records_with_birth': with_birth,

'records_with_death': with_death,

'records_with_locations': with_locations,

'records_with_db_id': with_db_id,

'database_artifacts': db_artifacts

}

return stats

def main():

"""Main entry point"""

if len(sys.argv) < 2:

print("Usage: python parse_genealogy.py <input_directory>")

print(" python parse_genealogy.py <input_file.txt>")

sys.exit(1)

input_path = Path(sys.argv[1])

parser = GenealogyParser()

all_records = []

if input_path.is_file():

files = [input_path]

elif input_path.is_dir():

files = list(input_path.glob('*.txt'))

else:

print(f"Error: {input_path} is not a valid file or directory")

sys.exit(1)
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print(f"Parsing {len(files)} file(s)...")

file_stats = {}

for filepath in sorted(files):

print(f"Processing: {filepath.name}")

records = parser.parse_file(filepath)

all_records.extend(records)

stats = parser.analyze_records(records)

file_stats[filepath.name] = stats

print(f" Extracted {stats['total_records']} records")

# Overall statistics

total_stats = parser.analyze_records(all_records)

print("\n" + "="*60)

print("PARSING RESULTS")

print("="*60)

print(f"Total files processed: {len(files)}")

print(f"Total records extracted: {total_stats['total_records']}")

print(f"Records with birth info: {total_stats['records_with_birth']}")

print(f"Records with death info: {total_stats['records_with_death']}")

print(f"Records with locations: {total_stats['records_with_locations']}")

print(f"Records with database IDs: {total_stats['records_with_db_id']}")

print("\nDATABASE ARTIFACTS DETECTED:")

for artifact, present in total_stats['database_artifacts'].items():

status = "YES" if present else "NO"

print(f" {artifact}: {status}")

# Save results

output_file = Path('parsing_results.json')

with open(output_file, 'w', encoding='utf-8') as f:

json.dump({

'file_statistics': file_stats,

'overall_statistics': total_stats,
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'sample_records': all_records[:10] # First 10 for inspection

}, f, indent=2, ensure_ascii=False)

print(f"\nDetailed results saved to: {output_file}")

return 0

if __name__ == '__main__':

sys.exit(main())

The complete script is also available online at: https://pastebin.com/JbgX3RNj

14.3 Running the Code

For complete reproducibility, we provide the full Python parsing code used to extract

and analyze the 12,043 person records, enabling any researcher to verify these tech-

nical findings independently.

To prepare the source text files for verification:

1. Extract each individual’s narrative section from the ODAN PDF

2. Locate each ”NARRATIVE REPORT FOR [Name]” header

3. Select all text from that header until the next ”NARRATIVE REPORT FOR” section

begins

4. Save as a text file (e.g., sherry_gould.txt)

5. Repeat for all eight individuals

6. Place the extracted text files in the same directory as the Python script

To run the analysis:

1. Save the code above as parse_genealogy.py

2. Run: python parse_genealogy.py <directory_with_text_files>

https://pastebin.com/JbgX3RNj
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3. The script will output statistics matching those reported in Section 6

Alternatively, researchers may contact the author for pre-extracted text files or to

request a live demonstration of the parsing methodology.

The code successfully extracts 12,043 person records with perfect structural consis-

tency, proving the report originated from automated database export rather than

hand-written genealogical research.

Your extracted text files should look like this to start:

Figure 6. Beginning of extracted narrative section showing the "NARRATIVE REPORT FOR" header

And like this to end:
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Figure 7. End of extracted narrative section, stopping before the next "NARRATIVE REPORT FOR" header

14.4 Key Technical Findings

The parsing code reveals:

• Perfect structural consistency: All 12,043 records follow identical format

• OCR error patterns: Systematic artifacts from PDF text extraction

• Database ID remnants: Ancestry.com-specific metadata structures

• Automated spacing: Consistent formatting impossible in manual typing

• 100% field completion: Every record has birth and death data–unrealistic for

manual research spanning 1600s-2000s

This code is provided for transparency and reproducibility. Any researcher can verify

these findings independently.
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