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The question behind the legend
A public introduction to the historical inquiry, its evidentiary foundations and the standards by which
the argument is tested.

Royal genealogies remember Woden as an ancestor. Later histories tell of rulers,
journeys and the making of traditions. Our investigation asks whether those memories
preserve a historical dimension that deserves serious examination.
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Why reopen the case?
Odin is familiar as a god of Norse mythology. The earlier Woden tradition also appears in forms that
invite historical investigation.
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Across the surviving record, Woden/Odin appears in more than one category: divine figure, remembered
ancestor, dynastic reference, ruler and participant in accounts of movement. These are not
interchangeable descriptions. Their differences are precisely why the origin of the tradition deserves
closer examination.

T H R E E  P O I N T S  O F  E N T R Y

01 Ancestry and royal memory
Early English genealogical traditions repeatedly place Woden in the ancestry of ruling houses. Their political
purposes deserve scrutiny, but the recurring ancestral role is itself significant evidence about how Woden was
remembered.

02 Historical language in later accounts
Medieval writers place Odin within accounts of leadership, genealogy, political legitimacy and migration. Their
late composition dates require source criticism; they also leave specific statements that can be tested against
earlier history.

03 Independent historical context
Inscriptions, archaeology and population history provide separate ways to investigate the centuries in which
cultural and political identities were changing across northern Europe.

T H E  C E N T R A L  P R O P O S I T I O N

A historical core deserves examination
The project tests whether a remembered human figure, a dynastic tradition, or an encounter between
older religious belief and historical leadership contributed to the development of Odin/Woden as later
generations knew him.
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How we build the argument
A compelling case depends on more than intriguing parallels. Our method asks how separate bodies
of evidence work together.
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01 Read the source before its reputation
We distinguish an ancient or medieval author’s actual words from translation, later commentary and modern
summary.

02 Give every claim a date and a context
The core enquiry concentrates on roughly 250–500 CE, with a wider 200–550 CE setting. Earlier testimony
and later transmission are considered at their own dates.

03 Judge evidence by its proper role
Texts address remembered claims; inscriptions record attested names and language; archaeology studies
communities and practices; population history tests movement and contact.

04 Test alternatives seriously
The case examines competing explanations, including inherited deity traditions, literary reinterpretation,
political genealogy and combinations of historical and divine memory.

05 Look for independent convergence
The strongest historical arguments emerge where evidence from different sources supports a coherent
interpretation without merely repeating the same underlying claim.

A  V I S I B L E  S T A N D A R D

We distinguish confidence levels
Strong evidence rests on securely grounded objects or attestations; moderate evidence draws on
contextual and textual patterns; exploratory comparisons remain subject to further testing. A claim’s
place can change when better evidence appears.
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Transparency without spoilers
The WodensMan Research Library opens our approach to scrutiny while preserving the full
investigative narrative for the book.
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We believe readers should know how the research is conducted, what kinds of evidence are being used
and how serious objections are handled. They should also be free to encounter the detailed sequence of
discoveries and arguments as the author intends.

T H E  D I V I S I O N  B E T W E E N  T H E  L I B R A R Y  A N D  T H E  B O O K

Available to public readers

The core historical question; research period;
evidence categories; source criticism;
confidence standards; and the commitment to
evaluate competing explanations.

Reserved for the full book

Detailed chains of reasoning; unpublished
source correlations; close readings of individual
leads; reconstruction of specific movements;
and the complete narrative sequence.

What we welcome from readers

Close reading, informed disagreement and constructive criticism are part of the investigation. A useful
challenge identifies the source or claim at issue, explains the alternative reading and shows where it
changes the historical interpretation.

O U R  E D I T O R I A L  P R O M I S E

Put the evidence before the reader
We will state the argument clearly, account for relevant objections and show how our interpretation was
reached. We make the case. Readers decide how persuasive they find it.
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