Ewing Surname Y-DNA Project

Note:

This group presents several
problems. For one thing, while JF
and JH have very similar Y-DNA
results, they are different enough
from MK that it is plain they are not
related to him. For another, JF and
JH both trace their lineage to
William Ewing (1749-1814) m.
Margaret Patterson, but they have
different ancesotrs for this man. If I
understand John Frederick Ewing's
Journal sumission (vol 13, no 4, Nov
2007, p 6-7) correctly, he thinks
William's grandfather was Nathaniel
Ewing m. Rachel Porter in
Londonderry 2 Mar 1721 (Fife Ch
24). But we have Y-DNA results on
their descendant, JN, and a number
of his distant cousins in Group 2a.
Although JF's results are not so
different from other Group 2a
results that we can rule out a
relationship with full confidence, he
has none of the distinctive markers
characteristic of this group, and I
consider it unlikely that he is as
closely related to them as his
conventional genealogy suggests. I
have put a big red X in the two
places on the chart that I think the
Y-DNA evidence contradicts the
conventional genealogy.
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Click IDs for detailed individual lineages

— o~
SeeAISO' mol_—u‘ggwoo:g_:d)NoBcoggmvr\rxoomggggc:;Emn;grxcoo o
' b B EC 8000030000000 080088883883338882238
GrOUp1ReSU|tSTab|e > 3= > 3= 3= > 3= > 3= 3= 3= 3= 3 3= > 3= 3= 3= 3= > > > 3 > > > &£ O O > > > > 0O 0O > >
. . oo oo ococoocoo0cococoo0co0co0co0co0co0co0co0co0co0oco0o0o0o00 O >>o00000000
Group1 Discussion Ewing 13|25(15(11 |11 |13]12[12|13]|13|14[29(17| 9 |10[11|11|25|15(18|31|15|16[16|17|11|11[19|23|18|16[18|17|37|38[11 |12

” - - 117 36

GroupZResuItsTabIe 15 JF |13[25]|15(11|11|13[12]|12(13]13|14|29|17| 9 |10[11|11]|25[15]|18(31|15|16[16]|17[11]11|19]23 16(18(17 381112
JH |13(25]|15[11|11[13[12]|12[13]13|14|29|17| 9 |10[11|11|25[15|18(31|15|16|16|17[11|11[19]|23|18|16]|18[17|36|38|11|12
Group4ResuItsTabIe 4* | MK |13(24|14(10|11[16]12[12|13[13|13[30|17[ 9 |10[11]|11[25|15[19]|29(15|15[17|17[11|11[19]|23[16|15[18|20(37|38[12[12
2a | JN [13]|25]15]10[11[13[12]12]12[13[14|29]|17] 9 [10[11[11]|25]15[18[31[15]|16]|16[17[11[11]|19]|23[18[16[18]|17|35[37[11[12

Differences are shaded with respect to the Ewing modal haplotype.


http://dl.getdropbox.com/u/431003/Group1_ResultsTable.pdf
http://dl.getdropbox.com/u/447781/Group1Discussion.pdf
http://dl.getdropbox.com/u/431003/Group2_ResultsTable.pdf
http://dl.getdropbox.com/u/431003/Group4_ResultsTable.pdf

