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Fer sev~al years we have been engaged in "B:ttempt:s to t_race our various 
ancestral lines as tar b~ck as possible. This work has beco.me so' interest­
ing to us· that it i-s now our sole spare _time h~bby, to -w:hich we_ als.o devote 
a good portion of our annual vacati-on--.our_ only c~-ance to ... tr~vel and search 
records pers.onally. About two years ago we prepare~ sE3ve~.al-.type.d. oopie_s ot 
a manuscript. entitled "Notes on Two Revolutionary Ancestor:s, Jacob Smock and 
Gerardus Ryker,tt by.Alva M. Tuttle, _and_ sent them ~o a-few of the largest 
genealogical libraries and to certain person-a to whom we. felt the manuscript 
would. be ot great interest. We reproduce this manuscript in some of the 
following pages., This. m~uscript brought us -so ~Y- v-aluable- ,frien.dships and 
contacts, as well as so much data on the Smock and Ryker families, that we 
decided to attempt the compilation of .a complete history pf the Sraock family 
in Ameri_~a:, and to _do all we could to assist those all- ready enga3ed in 
collectJng genealogical de.ta on the_Ryke~ and Stayner families. This circu­
lar will be devoted for the most, pa.rt to Smock :material-1 but we earnestly 
hope. that any' persons, interested in. the Stayner or-.Ryker (Riker) families 
will get in: touc·h with us. 'Vie have a great- d~a). of material on those families 
and many valuable contacts with their members. 

One of our most valuable contacts is Mr. Samuel Brewer, who published 
in the Sullivan (ind,) Union several years ago a number of genealogical arti­
cles on the early ~amilies who settled in Sullivan County Indiana; including 
one on the Smock family. Through Mr. Brewer we wer_e put in touch with Mrs. 
Mabel Spell, one ot the foremost authoritie! on the gene.alogy of the early 
Dutch and ~guenot families of America. She is a former research director of 
the New York Genealogical and Biegraphical Recor~ and still writes for that 
public~tion. Her latest contributions were the recent series of articles on 
the van· Barkelt family. Later she was Director_- of the New York State Archives, 
Albany •. Sh_e 1s now retired (but still very active) living in San Francisco, 
California~ and a member of the board of directors o~ the California Genealo­
gical Society, Mrs, Spell is very interested in our efforts to compile a 
complete and authentic history of the Smock family in America and has volun­
teered to do whatever she can to assist us. Indeed, she has all ready given 
us much invaluable aid~ She and J1r. Brewer are engaged in thoroughly check­
ing and tracing all of the early branches of the Smock and allied faailies 
and they have in a very short time sent us an amazing amount of material., 
obviously representing hours of most.painstaking research on the part of 
persons who know exactly what they a.re doing and how best to do it. Had it 
not been for their assistance our Smock history, in spite of our best efforts, 
would have been very incomplete in these early lines. What would have been 
even.worse, we would., no doubt, have continued to perpetuate a number of 
serious errors which a.re now widely fbund in rec_ords of the descendants of 
these families 1 and in such publications as Eeunis Bergens, "Early Settlers 
of Kings County, N. Y." and John C. Smocks "Genealogical Notes on the Smock 
Family", l 922. The generous efforts, of Mrs. Spell and Mr, Brewer alone will 
guarantee that our Smock history will be far above the average family his­
tory both in c~pletenese and authenticity. 

However, for the later generations (from about 1780) the quantity and 
q ual~ty of our material will depend upon the amount of assistance which we 
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receive from Sn:ocl·: desc:1nd~nt~ and f'ro:n e"' .... erycn~ e1~e i~4::Ar~~t,3d in assi::;t-­
ing v1ith the ccrepila~ion of complete a~~d authen~ic geua!:1i0gica.i. reco1·0.s. 
We have a number of other ve.lua~le ccll~_borg ~o!"s nov.r,. r'!'lJ an enormous amount 
of data, but we will need many more collaborators if ALL the material is to 
•e collected and thorou~hly checked. · ·we will be sa.tisfied with no less, and 
we outline below the methods ~e feel are best suited to achieve such a result 
in the most efficient and · eoo~omical mr..nner. 

As we have become more and more experienced in genealogical research 
and have talked to others and read of their difficulties and errors, we 
have ·with· increasing conviction formed the O}-inion that even ·t·hose pe·r·so!ls 
who are interested :only in>tracing their direct· ancest~al_ lines are· not ma.k• 
ing the ~proper attaok on the problem -if the-y · confine ·their -·eff·orts ·to the 
collection of· data on their· own ancestors· only. The probabilities~·or com-
·plete failure. -or-- :serious ··erro·r are· far too great by this me~hod. -It 1s ail 
too easy to pick ·up the· wrong ancestor in some generati_on, Just bec·ause 
that person had the same nam·e and liv'9d at about the same place· and time as 
the correct ancestor. Instances of such errors a::id failures are _"f_ar too_ cor.i-

mon in the ancestr-al records of' e.ma.teur· hunters and are not ·uncommon in th¢ 
work of professional genea:log-ists. -

· The BEST plan, by fe.r, i·s to work in close cooperation with·· all other 
persons who are interested in the same family, in an ·err'ort to collect 
EVERY SCRAP of data on ALL line3 (and all variant spellings) or_· the sur­
name., and to assemble- -it· in· a. comn1on file at a central " clearing house" fo,;­
the genealogy· cf ·all ·lines of that surname. This is the plan upon w-hich·;we · 
have made a fairly good' be:ginning now. As the data are collected it•· ~-s mpst 
gratifying to note how well the piec-es of the jig saw puzzle b·egin to.i'it 
together, often solving problems which baffled earlier workers on a smaller 
scale.· We have noted several such instances already. · 

If all thos·e :i.nterest·ed in any way in Smock genealogy ( or Stayner s 

Ryker,· etc.) would pool their· efforts in this way, far more could be done 
collectively than by working sep·arately., and nnich· duplication of effort 
would be saved. The pooling of all d~ts. in one place would supply missing 
pi-eces fez- many puzzles which mi'ght otherwise never be put together. This 
is the tas·!-: ·to which we have set ourselves .. - but we cannot do it alone.· We ., . . 

will need the ·help of many· others in co~lecting as much as poss'ibl~ of all 
existing d,1.ta frcm every conceivable source.· We will gladly do as much as 
we can, hov1ever, and will serve as the clearing house for Smock genealogy. 
Send us your Smock problems. 

Well published material fo,.1nd in the larger genealogicai- libraries, 
such as-DAR Lineage· Books: Compend~_um or- Ar.erican Ge.nealogy 1 ··etc., and many 
periodioa.1~· of wide circulati:On such as the New En~lanc! Historical·&: Gen-_ 
ealogical RegiRter, The New York Gi3~.ea~_ogi.ca1- & Biogr9.phlcal Reco~d., The 
Gene·alogi~al Maga·zine· of New Jersey, etc., are the least important types or 
materfal;, bE:~cause such matori&l is easy· to get and we have most of it now. 
This does net mean all published materiel, hovtever, for there may be -~everal 
privately printed small histories of family _l'ines or me.nuscript histories 
which we do not have and about which we do not even kno"'N• Also hundreds 
of other family histories may give s·ome items on Smocks v1ho married into the 
faniily~ ~Ne have some of such· items. but un<;Ioubtedly there are hundreds which 
we do not have and could not easily get. We need help in collecting ·this 
sort or material. . 

Also local histories (counties, towns, etc.) even though published are 
often rare and not easily found. Sometimes they can be found only in the 
state library or state historical society of the state concerned or i~ the 
locality. We would like collaborators in every state to check all such 
historiesJ we well as those in manuscript form and send us all Smock data 
found. 
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Unpublished material:; which exists in abundance all over the country, 
is the type of material which is most difficult for us to ~et and therefore 
the type of material which persons who wish to help should work on first and 
send to us. The hardest of all to find, cf course, is the information in 
posses!ion of individuals and families only, such as bible records, old letters 
and documents, manuscript histories not deposited in any genealogical library, 
etc. This is by 'far the most urgent collection task, for, as the persons who 
have them die., their letters and papers are often lost or destroyed., instead 
of being deposited in a library, by people who do not raiize their value or 
simply do not care. Next comes local records of all sorts, land, court, 
church~ etc.~ then state and federal records; land, military, etc., particu­
larly if they have not been published. 

Some states, Vermont, New Hampshire and Connecticut, for .example, have 
a central file of all available vital records from earliest dates. I would 
like for someone living in or near each of such state oapitala to transcribe 
all the Smock vital records and send them to u~. Many :state libraries or 
state historical societies have microfilms of some of the earlier censuses, 
state or federal, and tax lists~ We would like collaborators to search the~e 
for ali Smocks; also to search local hi.stories and other sources at these 
libraries, transcribing the Smock data and sending it to us. The more of 
such information we collect., the better the entire jig saw puzzle ;vill £it 
together~ 

The federal censuses (and some state censuses) are pbobably the most -im­
portant field of information. Before we complete th-is work we want the Smock 
data from all censuses, state and federal, prior to and including the 1880 
federal census. This alone will be an enormous collecting ·job but we must 
have. it_. We have all ready collected ·most of the· Smock data trom the 1790-
1830 censuses, and we reproduce it below. However, each census is much bigger 
than the one befGre it 1 and we need a gre~t deal of help on this very i~port­
ant task alone. Those who help on the census should be sure to search care• 
fully whatever state., county, etc. 1 census they choose to work on for all 
Smock data, while they are at it, so that i.ve can then cross off that particu­
lar censu_s of tha.t locality from our list of-work to be don·e. 

T• sum it up, those who wish to help on this huge history of the Smocks 
and allied families in America~ should send us any and all Smock data they 
all ready have, unless it has been well published in easily accessible sources, 
as explained above. We mean by this, not only connected history on Smock 
family lines but any and all scraps of information about Smocks. The simple 
statement, for example, that a certain Smock lived at a certain place at a 
certain time, often is very important in establishing a connection in a line 
of descent, and most any other scrap of Smock data may_serve likewise. 

The ideal plan would be fo:- some person:or persons in each state who 
are interested in Smock genealogy, to take over the entire state and search 
the censuses, the libraries, the state, local churoh and cemetery records, 
etc. thoroughly for all Smock data for that state. For those who feel this 
is too much, one_or more counties might be selected, or one census (such as 
1850) for the entire state. If we could get a few persons in each st~te, who 
are really serious about this work as we are, to do this, we would complete 
the task in two years or less. 

Before you copy a large amount of data from a published source or t~e 
census records of a certain state or county; etc. which is available to you, 
you had better send us a card asking if we all ready hava it; or if someone 
is working on it. 

~Vhen you send your problems in Smock genealogy be sure to give us all 
you know about all the persons concerned. We will try to solve your problem 
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and, even though ·.ve do not suc-ceed_ now, as more and more data come in Yve will 
probably have the }';Olution sooner or later. 

All those vrho send us mat-3rial i.,vill be mantioned by name and given full 
credit for their help,- in the book ,~:ien it is finally published ( as it ,vill be-• 
at our expe·nse probably, for fc3w peraons ever made a profit, or even got pa.id 
for their work, by publishing a family history). We will make the initial in­
vestment needed- to print an edition of the hfstory, ,vhen we feel that it is 
as complete and accurate as vre can reasonably eYpect to make it, but we h~pe to 
sell enough copies of: the book to defray at least a major portion of the cost. 

lVe would like to hear~· from all tho"se p-2rscns and institutions who will purchase 
a copy of the book e.t a reason4ble price: so that we can begin t·o plan the· ·size 
of the edition and the quality of pritting, paper, binding, etc. that we feel 
we can afford. The more orders we have, the better the quality of the book 
which can be made for the same price~ 

-----
NOTES ON TWO R.~VOLUTIONARY ANCESTO:as, JACOB SMOCK and GERARDUS RYKER 

by A. lf. Tuttle, written July 1952 

·Recently-the writer has done a gre-a.t deal of checkinis, in published anc;J. 
in original sources., in an effort to learn as much as :2ossible about the -two 
men named in the title above, and certain of their descendants. This ·w8s 
prompted, not only by a desire -for more infor1~ation thz.n available in ea.sily 
access-ible published sources,-, but -also becausG some of ·these sources di sa.gree 
in certain respects. Obviously, in cases of disagreement, one or the otnar 
source is in error--moreover the writer beliGves tha.t he· has uncove:'ed · evi­
dence of certain other errors in the ·published· material. · The following notes 
will bring out. these points. 

"Genealogical Notes on the Smock Fa.riily", by John Conover Smock, 1922, 
Albany, N. Y .• cov0rs· some·of· the early generations·or the Smock family_ in· 
America, hO"Nevcr it is. very unsatisfactory with respect to Jacob Smock, Revolu .. 
tionary soldier of Virginia, ·subject· of the present notes, and to the entire 
lines of Kentucky and Indiana Smocks dascended from him and others. 

DAR L-inee.ge books 51, 72 and 73 state: "Jacob Smock in 1777-79 served 
as sergeant in Capt. Robert Higgins" _Company, Major Jona.than Clark's 4th 
regiment of Virginia troops. He ,vas b6rn in New Jersey, died in Kentucky 
anc.. he married Catherine Demaree •. - His son, Samuel (1776-1833) married Rachel 
Riker· in 1797. She \Vas born in 1772 ;- -died in 1858." 

"The Historical Register- of Virginians in the Revolution" 1 by John H. 
GNathmey, 1938, Richmond, gives Jacob Smock's various services as 3rd and 
4th Regt 1 s. Cont. Line, S' g' t. 4th C. L. 4-t-h, 8th, 12th and 8th C. L. 

"Revnlutionary War Records· of Virginia", Vol. I, G. M. Brumbaugh, 
p"' 496, sho,vs that Jacob Smock received Virginia Military Land Warrant No. 
1022 for 200 acres for 3 ye~rs service, rank sergeant. On p. 301 it indi­
c-ates that Jacob S mock· assigned this land vtarrant to Allen Latham. 

"History of Greater Indiana.poliin, Jacob Piatt Dunn, Vol. II, 1910 1 

Chicago (available in Indiana State Library), in going thoroughly into the 
ancestry of Judge Vl!m. C • _ Smock of Indie.napol is, whose father, mothar and 
wife vvere -a.11 Smocks, has• the most complete history of the Kentucky and 
Indi9.na Smocks available in a single published source. Brief notes from it 
foll cw: 

" Matthias H. Smock (eldest son of the immigrant Hendrick Matthyse 
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Smock) married Elizabeth Stevens, a widow, in New York on Sept. 13, 1701 and 
apeut 1 718 they removed to Piscn.tai,va.y, N., J.. ( See t'Pre-Revolutiona.ry Dutch 
House~ and Families in New Jersey and Southern New Yor~' 7 by Rosalie F. 
Bailey. 1936~ for picture of the house they built on the Raritan River in Pis­
cataway prior to 1721--it is still sta.ndi~g ruid occupied--and many details on 
them and their children). Their children: 

Hendrick Matthias 
Jan (John) Gastie 
Elizabeth Mary 
Lucas 

John of this f~ily married Lea. Fontine -(Fo~teyn) (see Bailey, or "Gen. 
--Notes on Smock Familyn for more on them •. Their children: 

John; b. 10 Apr. 1735 Abraham, b. 11 Feb. 1755 
Jacob, b. 20 May 1 744 J a.nnette (Joan), b. 11 Dec c 1 73 i 
Gertie, b. 26 Oct. 1751 Barn~y, birth date unlmow,.1 
Catriria, b. 29 Apr~ 1753_ _ _ . _ 

(A note in Dunn indicates that some c.hildren are .probably omitted.) Jacob of 
thin family married Catherine Dema_ree (D~marest) ._~d sometime after 1780 they 
settled in Shel by County, Ky,. tTohn an~ Peter Smoc3:t, two of their sons, i.i;ere 
captured by Indians in Shelby County, Ky. when they were 14 and 12 years of age, 
respectively. They were with v~innemac, a powerful -Pottawattomie chief for 

two years and, through the help of a French Indian trad.er, were ransomed to 
their father for a keg of rum at Greenville, Ohio while th~ neg•tiations for 
Wayne's _treaty were in proc_ess_:;; (Here ends my notes from Dunn, although he has 
more on the Kell:tucky and Indiana Smo~ks, but nothing more on Jacob, the Revolu-
tionary soldier.) · · 

''Indianapolis and Vicinity", 1908 (consulted in Indiana State Library) 
says (pp. 177-78): "His father Jacob~ a Revolutionary soldier, married Cather­
ine Oemaree and thoy went to Shelby County. Kentucky, where they died." 

A typed manuscript in the Indiana State Library at Indianapolis entitled 
nFamily Rec.ords of M0mbers of _Manitou Chapter, DAR-" sayss nJacob Smock ,vas 
born 1744 in Ra~itan~ New Jersey. He enlisted in the Continental Army in 
Virginia in 1777 and served from July 19th of that yea·r. until Nov. 1779. He 
was a private in the Capt. Robert Higgins Company and later a sergeant. This 
company was also._ known as the Major Jona.than Clark Comp8J}y of the 4th, 8th and 
later the 12th Virginia Regiments. He died in Kentucky in 1 799., He married 
Catherine Demaree. Their nine children were: 

Leah. b. 4-9-1774; m. Gerardus Ryker 
Matthew, died unmarried 
Samuel, b. 10-7-1776; m. Rachel Rykor 
John, b. 10•7-1779; m. Catharine Carnine 
Jacob, - - • - ; m. Sallie Salyers 
Abraham, b. 7-8-1790; m. (1) Ann Smock 

(2) Katherine Goth 
Peter, b. 1-27-1781; m. Sallie Arbuckle 
Mary (Polly) - - - ; m. Cornelius Seburn 
Katherine, be 7-24-1793; m. ?ohn· .v. Seburn" 

The Demarest Family, by Mary A. and Wm. H. s. -Demarest, 1938, says 
(p .. l09)i "Tryntie married Jacob Smock in New Jersey. They went to Conewago, 
then.to Virginia and to Mercer County, Ky. Later they moved to Indiana. They 
died near Hanover, Ind. Children (Smock)~ 

Lea, bap. May 15, 1774, Conewago 
Samuel, b. 10•7-17761 Berkeley County, va.J died 7-5-1833, Indianaj 

m. Rachel Robbins~ (a cousin) in Kentucky - - - -" .. 

However a supplement to the Demarest Family, published in 1944, states 
in part (p- 4): "P. 109 (353 b) Jacob Smock v1ns a soldier - - - - born 1744, 
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died 1797. He and his ·nife had 6 children - - - ~ -. Matthew, eldest son, was 
killed by· Indians when·a-young man in Ky. - - - -~ Leah was scalped when aban­
doned by her Indian captors to whites·who "',vera in hot pursuit, but grawv up and 
raised a 1 arge f e.mily - - - ~, Daniel; b., 10-7-1776 in Virgini~ - - - - • " 
(Note that 11 Daniel' s 0 birth date in supplement corresponds exactly to the 
birthdate for Samuel given p. 109 in " The Demarest Family", while the Manitou 
Chapter DAR list of nine children shows no D~iel.) 

Excerpts now from PP• 60-51 r,f "A History of Shelby County, Kentucky" by 
Geo. L. Willis, 1929, Louisville: "The Lmv Dutch Colony came mainly from 
Mercer County. They purchased 10,000 ~ores_ from Squire Boone in 1784- Indians 
drove them out for a time but thoy returned in 1786 - - - -"• A list of 34 
original lot a-mers is shown on P•. 51~- One lot was owned by Lucas Vanosdal 
and Jacob Smock. 

DAR Lineage Book 123. PP• 160~161., read$~ "Gerardus Ryker (l 740~1784) 
served as ensign in Col. Theunis Day's Bergen County Regiment, New Jersey 
militia. He was born in Closter-, New Jersey. died in Bullskin, Kentucky. He 
married Rachel Demarost· (b, 1746) in 1762 -~ ·-- - -''. Linaa.ge Book~ 108 and 
116 make statements identical t·o tho above about Gerardus Ryker. 

Ger·ardus Riker is listed (p. 456) in Stryker' s "Officers and Men of N-. J. 
in the -AnBrican Revolution"·• 

Pare.phrased from "The Deme.re·st Family", p. 111: "Rachel (359) married 
Gerardus Ryker -(Ryckman} {born··Novo 16, 1740 e.t Closter, Nevt Jersey. died 
Sept. 15, 1781 at Bullskin, Shelby County, Kentucky) Nov. 20, 1762 at New 
York~ They settled in Shelby County, Ky_. Some of their descendants went to 
Jefferson County, Indiana·." · 

A partfal history of the Ryker family in the form of a hand ~vritten man­
uscript by Lewis E. Jones is deposited in the Indiana State Library at Indiana­
polis~ Excer-pts follow: ·nos-,- Gerard.us,. born 11-16-1740_, died· 9•14-_1781; 
married Rachel· Demarest, . removed to Kentucky~ At least 4 sons of D8 moved 
about 1810 to Jefferson County, Ind., viz. Col.- John E2, Gerardus E4., Srunuel_ 
ES and Jacob 4/:1 - - .;.. -• · · · 

"The ·children of Gera.rdus Ryke·r, with the possible e·xception of Charity, 
were all born in_ New J·ersey. Closter, Bergen County, N, J. was originally 
C~cster, Rockland County., New York, which accounts for Garardus' (DB) birth 
being gi van as in New York. Birth· a.nd/or baptismal records of a.11 . his 
children are in rocords of the Tappan·,- N. J. 1 Dutch Reformed Church (See 
Bistory of Rockland County, N. r~) - ~ - -

''Gerardus., D8, was a Revoluti'onary soldier~ serving in 1780 as ensign in 
Col. Thcunis Dey's Bergen County R~g-'t.,··N. J._ militia a.nd as ensign in Major 
Mat1_ritius Goetchius' battalion of New Jersey State Troops (1776).· (See 
S"tryker• s 0 New Jersey in the Revolutionary Warn, P• 456) - - - -

"In Kentucky, Gere.rdus, D8; · settled with others on a tract of land at 
'the Low Dutch Station of the Beargrass 1 , 5 miles from Linn's and 15 miles 
from the Falls of the Ohio. This is now in Shelby County, Ky. Th0re is a 
m~nument at Eastwood, near Shelbyvill·e, Ky., to mark the scene or· a battle 
known as "The Battle of Boonef s and Floyd's Defe1.t', betvrecn settlers and 
Indians on Sept. 14-15, 1781·, in which Gcrardus Ryker 1vf1s killed. 

"Leah Smock, born 4-8-1774 in Penn. married Gerardus Ryker, E4, son of 
Gerardus Ryker D8, en May,S, 1791 in Mercer County, Kentucky. Both are 
buried in Ryker's Ridge Cemetery, Jefferson County, Ind. - - - -

"Rachel Ryk0r, E7, daughter of D8. born lTun•s 19, 1773 mo.rrie·d. Henry 
Houghland on jan. 5, 1791". (End of exceppts from" Ryker Familyn, The 
material was compiled., according to Jonas., by Franklin Ryker, Dr. Carey 
Ryker McDonnell and Major Paul M. L!).Bach, in addition to himself.._) 
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It will be· noted ,,that the DAR sources state that Samuel Smock, an ancestor 
of the writer,- married a Rach0l Ryker, ·while nThe Demarest Family" says he 
~rrie~- Rachel Robbins, a. cousin. Furthermore the only R_a.chcl Rykar..,-indicated 
·in "The Ryker ·Family'' ( or any other source the writer can fin4) of the right 
·a:g9 to<··;tiave married Samuel Smock is Rachel, E7, daughter of Gerardus Ryke1·., 
D_S, ·the' R-evolutio:nary soldler. Yet "The Ryker Family'_' in~ic.ates that she 
marz:.ied. Henry Houghland. "Kentucky Court and Other Re_eords'!, Vol.· I, by Mrs. 
w. B~- ;Ardery, Kentu~ky DAR., Lexin_gton, Ky. 1 shows under the: heading First 
Shelby .Cou·nty Marria~·e Bonds tr~e_ .following entry: "Nov~ 18, 1797 ~ Samuel 
S moclc end Rachel Robins·. Bond, Gerardus Ryker. Atte Wm. Elam.n 

In ··published s_ourees available to the writer no· other ligh~ on this point 
could be found and he has been puzzled for some time as to just who Rachel 
Robpins was, and a.s to how the DAR sources determin·cd that ·samuel ·smock married 
a Rachel_ Ryker. · However, the opportu~ity_ to spGnd a single day in the library 
of· tho Kentucky Historical S~cie~y rec~nt°Iy .·_came to the writer ·and the point 
has·: been settled . and several other int0resting -~acts ~ot. pr0vi ously lmown to 
him were found. The abova marriage of s·amuel Smock and Rachel Robins was 
fou~_ listed in the Shel by County vital records at Frankf'or·t". · Also the two 
followings 

Jeff'er_aon County Marri,agoB, Vol .•. I. l 781-1826·, P• 12· -(tYPed volume in 
library Ky. Hist. Soc.): "Jan. 5 1 179~,_ Rachel'·Ryker:to Henry ·Houghland by 
Rev. · ·J'eshus Morrisn, 

' ' 

Shelby-County Marriages, Vol. I (typed volum~ i'n .library Ky. Hist. Soc:.): 
"Dec.· 31_, · 1793 Rachel Hogl anq to Wm. Robing"• 

. ' 
,. . .. 

Thus it appc·ars that Rachel., the daughter or· Gerardus Ryker~ ·the Revolu-
:tione.ry· Kentuc·ty- pioneer, was m~rried. three times, ~he third marriage to Samuel 
Sril:ock, lasting many year$ and producing 11 or l? _chJ,ldr~n (~ee ··"Demarest. Family" 
£_or ·one list). - These childre~ ·an~ the"iz-·desc~end~~1ts·_h,ve inherited a. tr,iple 
:dose of_ Demarest blood, sinc-e- ~achel Ryker' s_ mother was Rachel Demarest and 
Samue_l ·smoo~' s ·1na.t-ernal grandpa.r.~?ts were S~mu~l Demar~st ·and Leah· Demarest 
(S_ee ·"nema.rcist: Family"). · 

. . . 
The same statemon:t, of qoursc,. appli.es to ~he qo~csnda.nts ·of ·tea)l Smock, 

Samuel's sister, and her hus·band, Gerardu_s Ryker, Rachel's brother. · They 
·(taah and Gerardus Ryker) ar~ buried, with do~ens· of other Ryka.rs, in Ryker• s 
Ridge Cemetery, a raw '.miles e~st and slightly _north of Madison~ Indiana. The 
~iter ha.s seen their graves and hcads~onfls. '- . 

Children of .Samuel. Sm.c;,ck and Rachel Rykcrs· 
1. Ja.r0d· Ryk0r, b.: 11-6--179~.1 She~by Co., Ky.; d. 7-3-1828. 
2. John, b. ·9-18-1800,, Shelby C.o., Ky. 
3. Poter, b. 11~25-1802, Shelby Co.# Ky. 
4. Polly .·Seburn., b. 8-28-1804; Shelby Co., Ky.; da 6-13-1833. 
5 •. Deborah Watts., b. 8-31-180.6, 'Jefferson Co., Ind. 
6, D~vid Van· Clo~ve, b. · 11-13-1.808, Jefferson ·Co., Ind,; d. 12-31-

1878, Keota, Iowa. 
7. Catherine Seburn, b •. 3-22-1810, Jeffor~on Co.,·/ Ind. 
8$ Samuel Ryker; b. 6-17-1812. . , 
9. ·Jacob. b, 1-21-1815, Jcf"ferson Co.,· l~d. ;' d. 1889 Marion Co., 

Indo; m. 9-21-1836. Madison Ind., Franc0s ~nn Colloy. 
10. Abr~ham, be 7-28-1818. 
11. Archibald Cameron, b. 12- 18·1820. 

Other poin_ts which seom obscure and con-tradict~ry a.re the dates of the 
deaths of Jacob Smock and Gcrardus Ryker, as well as their places of death 
and burial. It will be noted that in the quoted passages above it is stated 
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that Jae ob Smocl_c died ~n 1 797, al so i_n 1799_~ and that he ·died· in Kentucky, 
and,:. in other so_u:-ces, that he· died in Indiana. The _DAR Lineage books· give date 
of Gerardus _Ryker' s dea.t_h ·as 1784--ot.her sources as Sept. 1781 in the "Long 
Rtin Massacre" ·or: the ensu_ing "Battle· of Fl°oyd'·s Defeat". The writer read sev­
eral ac6oun~s of t~~se e-w;ents_ \vhile ·at Frankfort rec,ently and in· none or _them 
is Gera;dus Ryk~r 1_$_ ~ri~e -1Ii~J1t~_on~~ ·nor any ,list _of_ the dead :g~v·e~., saYe fr,;! two 
or th_ree _·names_.., ·Th~: refe~e·nc·e_ libratfan is of the opini~n that no _list is 01+ 
record anywhere •. Fur·tl?-.~rmore a l_is·~ of 15 or more __ n_anies . of located· gr.aves of. 
Revolutionary sold_iers ·ouri_ed ... in _Shelby County, KY:~·,-whi_c-h_is-in the files _o·r 
the library of the Kentucky Historical Society an~ a list· there, twfce as 
large, of unlocated gr~ves of Revolutionary scldiers buried in Shelby County., 
Ky. 1 doe·s not contain the names of either Gerardus Ryker or Jacqb Smock, nor 
are t:11eir· names on the Shelby ,_C~unty ·qenietery lists (incomplete) available there. 

Most inter~stin_g to t~e-- writ~r ar_e the _$1Ililual tax list·s·, filed ·by· county, 
dating from the for~tion of the ~_quh~y. · Only a few ar·e mfssing, an~ the_·_ l_i'sts 
ma.;,r ~e. presumed to be a~ almost_ complete ann~a.l census ~f the ·hee.d _of every 
h0use,hold in Kentucky, ·since~ they were us_ed ·for tax a:sse.ss·ment anq c~ll.ec~i~n. 
The writer had time only to search the Shelby County 1ists, for it is ~ time-
consuming operation, but the results were most interesting. · 

In the first 
1793·--are fo~nd; 
No other heads of 
1794 lists. 

list,_"for': i~r'94-~Shelby County was·,_formed from Jef'ferso~ in 
Jacob Smock, John Ryker, Saimiel Ryker and Gerar~us_ !cy'.ker •. 
households with these surnames are listed in Shelby County 

There seems little doubt tha:t this Jacob _$mock is the Revolutfonary sol­
dier of Virginia who married Catherine Demaree and that th.e three Rykers. are 
sons of the G~rardus Ry.ker_ :di.scussed above·. 

- . . . . 

. In 1: 795 t~ s~e names _ar,e found, and, _in additio_n, a Charity _Smock_. The 
writer believe~ this is a daughter of Gera_rdus Ryk~r· who _fir~t married .Vins_on· 
Robins on D~_c. 22 ,. 1·7g7 · {~eff er son Cou·nty Marri~g¢s·, Vq_l·. t, Libr~y Ky~ His­
torical Society) and later married a Smock, but· the tater marr_iage ··_was _ not 
found (only the marriage records for Shelby and Jefferson·counties were· examined). 

In the l 796 tax lists the same &mq~~s ··and Ry;kers yter~ found ·as -in the _ 
17,95 lists.· Iµ 1797 th~ only· Smock is Jacob; i?he·re are the _same .three Rykers. 
The 1798 tax l'i~ts for Shelby C~unty were 1ost long ago.· · ln 1799 Jacob and 
Samuel Smock and the three Rykers ·are found, and these san1e Smocks and Rylcers 
are found in the lists for 1800, 1801 and 18020 This Sam1...1el Smock is undoubt­
edly Jacob's son. Jacob's land in ~l t_hese lists if located on Bullskin 
Creek, and it was _the property of Wm. ·s}:lannon. In the 1_8.03 lists Peter Smock 
appears in addi'tfon to ·Jacob and Samuel. He is, ·no dc;>ubt·.• also a son of 
Jacob. In the 1804 lists Matth~w Sm_ock appears in_ :addition to the· others. 
This is the last Shelby County l:ist in which the name of Jo;h.n Ryker is found. 
In the 1805 lista Jacob, Samuel:,:. Peter., Mritthew and John Smock are found-­
also ,Samuel and "Gerardus Ryker but ~o J_ohn ·Ryker. (In 'Muncie 1 s nHistory of 
Jeffer·son County, Indiana" t a ma:ster' s thesis written at India..Y1a Univ.-­
unpublished, Qut a copy ~t Indiana State Library-~John -Ryker is listed as the 
second permanent settler in Jefferson ·coun~y, IndiarJa.,.. having come_ in 1804.) 
There is little doubt in this writer'·s: mind ·that these Smocks are the Revolu­
tionary Jacob and his s~ns, although ~here ,.is no coqclusive proof of this 
t:ieory; ·,·of course,· The 1806 list~ show t-h~ _srune S mocks and Rykers as the 
1805 lists, In the 1807 lists_1. _however_,.· thE:i only Smoolcs _ are ~atthew and John. 
It seems almost certain that the others, inc1-uding Jacob; went to·Jefferson 
Cou~ty, Ind., for evidence too amp~e to cite can be found in the Indiana 
State Library that the ~mocks were on the .. scene ~ery· ~arly in Jefferson 
County, ·Ind. Especially c~ this be verified for Samuel, who held many 
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offices and was very prominent in the county. Ine one reference only--Muncie, 
cited- above is found: P• 10 Samuel Smock commissioned first judge of the Cir­
cuit Court of Jefferson County in 1810. p. 11, Samuel Smock a justice ~r the 
peace for many years in earliest Jefferson Cot, p. 13~ Samuel Smock commiss­
ioned a Major in Jefferson County militia on March 7, 1811. 

Samuel Smock (1776-1833) was a delegate from Jefferson_ County to the con­
stitutional convention of the Territory of- Indiana, which ·convened on June 10, 
1816 at Corydon and, within the next two ;veeks drafted the first constitution 
of the State of Indiana. The Indiana Republican, Madison, printed the entire 
constitution in successive·1ssues ·(weekly), starting Jan. 23• 1817 and oen­
cluding in the issue of Feb. 13~ 1817. This latter issue named the 41 dele­
gates who signed the document, although "Constitution Making in Indiana" by 
Kettleborough, 1916, 2 vols., names 43 delegates (both references including 
Samuel ·Smock). · · 

Samuel Smock, Samuel Ryker and six other candidates ran for the firs-!• 
state legislatu~e in the summer of 1817. Two were to be elected from the dis­
trict. The results or the election appear in the Indiana Republican, Aug. 9, 
1 817 as· follows: Hunt 348 Carpenter 205·· Tannehill 4'1 

Dunn 325 Hopkins 95 Hooper 6 
Smock 271 Ryker 64 

Gerardus Ryker {son of the Revolutionary soidier of the same name) was a 
ju-stice of· the· peace in Jefferson County,. Indiana,· for the· Indfana ·Republican 
of March 8, 1817 contains two statements swor-n bef' ore him. · · 

In the tax lists for Shelby County, Ky., _from 1808 to 1815 inclusive., the 
only Smock found is Matthew and he remained from the time he first appeared 5.n 
the lists on 80 acres of land on Six.Mile Creek. 

In the 1816 lists, ho-never, are found Matthew., James. Jacob and John 
Smock. No further -lists ~vere examined, but sources cited earlier, stating ~hat 
Matthew died young md was unmarried, seem to be contradicted by this evide~ce~ 
·although not conclusively, for a most unlikely coincidence may have occurred~. 
There ·were, of cou_rse,. other Smocks in Kentucky f·rom very early dates, espec­
ially in Mercer County. 

· The evidence seems fairly strong# also, tha.t Jacob Smock., the Revolution­
ary soldier, was living well into the 19th Century·and probably did not die in 
Kentucky. Of course, he is suppo~ed to have had a son Jacob--but the evidence 
from sources other than these tax.lists seems overwhelming that the elder 
Jacob was alive and in Shelby County, ·Ky-. in the early l790's, hence the Jaoob 
Smock in tha tax lists must be he. What became of his son, Ja.cob, if he had 
such a son,· the writer does not kn·ow-•possibly it was he who left the widow, 
Charity Smock~ or he may have remained in Virginia. 

The writer can, h~never, find no-evidence of a Revolutionary Jacob Smock~ 
having been buried in the state of Indiana, and is very curious still as to 
the time., place and circumstances of the deaths of both Jacob Smock and Gerar­
dus Ryker and would like to know where and how ·the various conflicting sources 
of information on these points got their knowledge. 

Samuel Smock (the son of Jacob, who married Rachel Ryker Robins) was in­
strumental in organizing Hanover College, at Hanover, Indiana, and was on its 
first bo~rd of trustees. From "History of Hanover College", by A. Y. Moore, 
D. D • ., P• 35~ "On Feb. 26, 1829 the trustees organized~ Revo J. M.· Dickey was 
elected president, Col. Samuel Srnock1 treasurer and Rev. James H. Johnston, 
secretary .. " In the uHistory of Hanover College" by Wm. A • Miller, P• 39, 
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is a list of all the first board of trustees, including the name of Samuel 
Smock. On .p~ge 44 of this reference it is stated that John Smock was a 
tr·uatee of Hanover College in 1844.. This John Smock ·was a son of Judge (or 
Col~) Samuel Smock. 

From the Indiana Re;eubl ican1 Madison:, Indiana, July 11, 1833 ( avaj lable 
in Indic..na Atchives Indiana Sta_te Library, Indianapolis) 11 Col. Samuel Sm"ck 
died on the 5th, aged about 60 - - - -" • 

. _ In.diana Republican, Sept. 28, 1836--"Married- on the 21st, Jacob Smock, 
son of the late Col. -Samuel Smock to Frances Ann Colley., daughter of Edmund 
Colley, formerly of va..n· 

. -
·rhe Jacob Smock last named above was the ninth child and sixth son of 

Judge Samuel Smock and Rachel Ryker. He was born Jan. 21, 1815 near Madison, 
Ind ;_ana. 

In the 1850 census for Franklin Tmvnship, Marion County~ Ind., the follow-
ing entry· is found: Smock-, Jacob 35-yrs. Smock, David M. 8 yrs. 

" • Frances 35, n , . Me 1 i s s a. 6 
" ~ John w. 12 " , Frances 4 
" , Samuel E. 11 " ~ Mary 1 
" 1 - Wm. H. 9 · 

The Melissa h:er_e listed later became the_ ,vife of Judge Wm. c. Smock of Indiana­
polis. Frances·., whose full name was Virginia. Frances Smock~ Married Wm. H.:. H. 
Tuttle on March· 21., 1866 in Marion County, Indiana (the marriage is of record· 
there) and later became the writer's grandmother. Her mother's grandfather 
was probably Asa Colley, a Revolutionary soldier of Virginia. (See Virginia 
Soldiers of 1776--Burgess, 1929, Vol~ III PP• 1316-17. Also Historical Re­
gister of Virginians in the Revolution, ~vathmey, 1938) 

The David M. Smock listed above,. brother 0£ Melissa and Frances, was e. 
member of the Indiana General Assembly (state legisiature) when it approved 
the construction of. the Indiana Soldiers and S ailors Monument, was a veteran 
of the Civil 1.'Var, and prominent in the Indiana GAR. (Indianapolis S~ar 
Sept. 7, 1930, in his obituary). 

In the 1850 census for Franklin Township, Marion County, Indiana is a 
Rachel Smock, aged 77, born in N ev1 Jersey, in the household of. Deborah .Sea­
burn. T_his is none other than Rachel Ryker Smock .• wid.o .. N of Judge ( or Col.) 
Samuel Smock. Deborah.Seaburn was her daughter. Rachel Smoct lived until 
1858, outliving her husband, who wns younger than she, by 'OJventy-five years, 

The graves and monument of Jacob and Frances (Colley) Smock will be found 
in the cemetery of the Acton1 Indiana, Presbyterian Church in that corner of 
this large and beautifully maintained burial ground immediately adjacent to 
the old church which they attended for many decades. 

Since the above notes were written I have found the following Qdditional 
material: The item below is a copy of a newspaper proof sheet of ai, auto­
biographical article by the Rev. David Vancleave Smock, ;vh_ich was loaned to 
me by his grand-daughter Miss Jennie Smock, of Limona, Florida> who was 83 
years of age in Dec, 1952 when I corresponded with her. She was for many 
years a librarian in Chicago Public Library system and-_ is a. graduate of 
Parsons College. The proof sheet is undated e.nd I do not know what news­
paper published itA nor does Miss SmoGk, but it was probably a Presbyterian 
paper or a local newspaper in Io\~ra. 
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AUTOBIOGRAPSICAL 

(By the Rev~ David Vin Cleave Smoc~) 

Feb. 16, 1858--Kept in by a lame -·back and having been for an hour· perusing 
Webster's History of the Presbyterian Church, the thought· occurred that part 
of the day might not be misspent -in. sketching a few facts relating t~ my own 
history, to ·11hich I hereafter may make additions·. 

My pa.rents were descended from Hollanders and Huguenots. Demaree~ or 
Demarest_, was the malden name of my grandmothers--both--they were ~isters. 
(Ed. Note--this is incorrect--they were first· ·cousins. See tt-The Dem~est 
Family" 1 Mary A. and Wm~ H. ·S. Demarest. 1938, p'p. 111, 109, 61, 60.- 59 and 
3 o.) Their father. Samuel, fled from France at the revocation of the ·Edict 
of Nantes. (This" of cours·e, ·is als .. o wrong. See ibid. p-. 1 ff .--A.MT). One 
of them, the m9.ternal, Raqhel, married ·a Rtker in -or near New·York City, and 
af-te~vards a Van C~ea.ve. The other_, Catharine, married J aoob Smock in Nev1 
Jersey, afterwards removed to Berkeley Courity, Virginie. where my·father:. 
Samuel was born., then to Mercer _qounty, Kentucky., in troublous times. ~t.r 
grandfather and grandmother died at my rather' s near H~nove·r., Ind. l\~~r g~an1-
mother ·Van Cleave died at her so'n Peter~ s, four miles from Madison, Ind. 
See when I- was a boy at school. (Note: this must r·efer to an earlier arti­
cle he had published .. , I ·would be int_erested in seeing a. copy of it.--Al\fi'). 

My father married in Kentucky., his cousin., Rachel Robbins--Ryker ·maiden 
name--who was a second time left a. widow ·while very young. He_r fir st hus­
band was Henry Hoa.gland_. In 1806 my· father _with a young fa-mily migrated 
from Shelby County, Kentucky., to Indiana 1 which wa.s the_n a wild-erness. He 
settled four miles from the Ohio river on the farm where he ·-died in 1833. 
He filled the offices of magistrate, judge· or the·court, colonel of th~ mili­
tia and was a member of the convention that framed the first constitution of 
Indiana. About the year 1820 he and my mother made a profession of religion 
in the Presbyterian church. I remember when he first commenced fruni.ly war-­
ships which he maintained regularly, morning and evening, till his. death. I 
think all his c·hildren, eleven in number; were baptized e.t one time_ by the 
Rev. Orlon Fowler,- a missionary from New England. !t must have been in 1321 
whsn I was 11 yea.rs of age. (A discrepancy here--.note that if he was born 
Nove 13., 1808, see infra. • ., he could not have been 11 years old in 1821--A!·.,IT.) 
Not long afterwards my father was el·eot"ed and orda-ined a ruling elder, flrst 
in the church at Madison while tha Rev. T. Searle w~s pastor. In this office 
he served the church of Hanover for many years till his· death. From the esta­
blishme~t by his pasto-r 1 Dr. Crowe, of the Hanover Academy, afterwards end 
no,v Hanover College, he was an active trustee of that institution till his 
death. He was buried in the graveyard at H,mover soon after it was esta­
bl"ished in its present location. 

· I was born Nov. 13, 1808. The common schools of tha.t de.y wer·e bu~ indiff­
erent, but such education as they afforded I received. I v1~s early fond of 
books and learned more., ·prob~bly, from newspapers. These formed in me some­
thing of a liter9.ry taste. A post office for the e.ccomoda.tion of a large 
neighborhood was in early times established oa.lled ~mockville !Jlld my f9.ther 
wa.s appo_inted- postmaster. I hn.d thus the opportunity of reading a number of 
papers, some of them worthless· or of injurious tendency, but others vn.luableC) 
The Western Luminary i.vas established at Lexington, Ky., I think, by the Rev. 
--after Dr.--John Breckinridge a.nd was for many years conducted by Thomas 
s. Skilman. My father was a subscrib~r to that paper from the first ruid the 
r,eading of it w~s of grea.t service to me in my early life. ·• 

Janu~·y., 1827--~'lenty-ona years ago--my pastor.,· the Rev. J. F. Crcrne, 
commenced a classical school mainly to raise up minist,3rs for the west. 
(A discrepancy here--note dateline above. AMT). I entered it as a student 
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at the beginnins, in his round-log loom house a.bout t\velve feet sou').re') Be­
fore that Mr. Crowe had est-ablished a Bible class at our district school-
hou_se in which. I was interested._ That ID!_lnife station of inter a st doubtless 
ple'3.sed _him and inspired some hope that I might be of use if aducated. Ha pro­
posed to my father to send .me to the school. he vras ab~ut to commence.~- Af:t~r 
reflection it was submitted to mo. I had three brothers older than myself 
and cou_ld be ~pared from the farm. My father. had bought a farm four miles n. 
e. of Madison _a few years before and. moved to it _-and lived on it two years to 
improv:e it, then sold it to inve_st the proce'?.ds. -i~ vV'-ild _land in Mari-on County 
for his children, · The proposition was, if I preferr.ed to go to school in lieu 
of eighty .acres o~ land \Vhich his .ot,her -~children_ Vvf)re t~ receive. l eagerly 
embraced -the -,pr~position-., as it was in _the dire_c"tion of my wishes and desires, 
but had scarcely been hoped for. I., ho,vever ,. wished to secure the best t1Jrms 

I .could and aonsented provided I, did not hav_e .,to tt stop off in the middlen. 
P~obably this ·was well c_onsid~red, or .rath~r provid_ontifl.lly order.ed, for my 
father a.fterwa.rd found it a ~ch more expensive undertaking than he hrtd _ex­
pected. He was probably ~s little able to "count the cost" as I was •. And cir­
~umst.9.nces changed during- the six years from that time till his death, The 
country scllool grew up to a college of 200 students loca:bed in a smart, tasty 
v~llage._ Among .all _his other ,pressing demands my .hon0red. fi.ther often found 
it ·difficult to meet the bills fer booksJ tuition_. etc. Yet I do not remember 
during th_o~e -si_x years being detained. at home to a.ssi~t .on the farm more than 
four or five ·days. Th0n it was a case of e·mergency and being informed of it I 
cheerfully 1 aid ~side bo.oks for f ~rming iwpl emcnt s~ . I \VDrked on _the farm 
generally during vacations. I dwell a li t~le on tha.t turning point in life, 
I beli~ve it was in the _.fall of 1829 that I m~de a prcfession of religion and 
became a communicant in the church •. I --r,v~s so nearly resclved on another pro­
_fession .as t_o .speak to a physic:i.an--Dr. Spe'lr-- about studying medicine under 
him. I, however, presented myself to Presbytery ns n C'lndidate and vr~s _exa­
mined and recei_ved n.t Pisga_h. Oct. 8, 1835 I m!l~ried Margaret Ann Bror,m. 
Nov. 17, 1836 I vh1s install ~d .pas~or,,. of Knightstovfn church •. April 26, 1851, 
my ·wife died suddenlye In 1852 I ~a.rried Ann Eliza Sherrill. April 1853 I 
came to Iowa and was provid3nti~lly dir~ct.ed to Birmingham. 

PI_ON~ERS OF_ JEFFERSON COUNTY.. By_ John Smock, published in the Madison 
Courie_r., ,Mn.dison,. ~ndi.a.na, June 26, 1874. 

Jacob Smock, born Amsterdam., Holls.nd, came to A nerica before Revolution 
(1765). (Note:. This is ·gui te \vrong, of courscc A'f\ .. IT) Came to New York, and 
there m9:-~ri_ed Critherine Dem3:ree. Built a house v1h5.ch was burned. During the 
,vas, Ge or_go. 7{ashington sent him with a company to dri ·v·e a drove of hor se.s 
into wilderness to prevent the British from getting them. Company was called 
"C~ne Boys". Do not know of any other service. Moved from New York to New 
Jersey and then to Virginia where your grandfather was born in Hanover County., 
From Virginia to Pennsylvania; floated do1A111 the River to the Falls; w~nt to 
Mercer Co~nty, Ky. ne~r D~nville; than to Shelby Co. on Bullskin Creok, 6 
miles west of Shelbyville. 

One u~clc, Matthew Smock., W3.S killed by the Indians; 2 uncles, ~eter and 
John Smock., ,vere taken prisoners. Father w~s .. wounded in the arm, at the 
same tirr.e; a cousin was tom.ohavvked -but recovered. His namG w-is Isaac Robins, 
brother of -iJ'illiam Robins, an ea.rl.y settler. of Shelby Twp., Jefferson Co. 

My mother W'.1S Rachel Ryker; her first husbrind vvs.s Henry Houghland, and 
they had one son., Henry~ who married Ja.110 Peters of Jeff. Co. and he died in 
Hqrrison Co., Indiana; both ,Nera M:!tho<iists.. Mother's. second husband was 
Vfilliam Robins. · Both husbands vvere kiilod by Indians. There wns one daugh­
ter by:tho second marr.iage who married Booth Thomas, and both died in Jenn­
ings Co., Indiana. 
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The same band of Indi~ns who scalped young Robins, took the uncles pri­
soners; the Indians werG trailed to tho river 1 "Nher.e they crossed at Clifty 
Creek and st9.yed t&ee days "'.Vhere the court house_ nor,v is; Peter fared well 
"Nith the Indisns, but John not so wall.. Tr..ey ,,vero with them over 18 months. 
General Wayne had a tr0~ty with the Indians at Greenville. Grandfather took 
a keg of rum to the tre~ty and brought th-'J boys back. B"th raised fr-1milies. 
Peter ·vVas very.strong and we-ighed 200 pounds._ .Both lived in Marion Co., Ind~ 

I was born in Shelby Co., Ky. on Fox Run~ 1805. My father, Colonel 
Samuel Smock came to Indiana ®d lived at Smock~ s Big Spring, 3 miles south 
west of Hanover, where the-wida~ Morton now lives. The only family of whites 
nearer than 14 miles was Mason W~tts; his wire, Debby, w~s a sister of my 
mother's. They lived~ .mile south of Hanove~, where Capt. Robert Kyle lives. 
Mrs. Watts made the first loom in the county. 

In 1805 we moved to Jefferson Co. Uncle Samuel Ryker crossed the river 
at Monroe's Ferry1 near the mouth of Corn Creek. w. Y. Monroe's father or 
grandfather kept the £erry. I slid daNn the bank on a bread tray--my last 
"back" rations in Ky. 

Early settlers wore Lap Hardin, John Chism, Daniel Robins, .Evan Thomas 
and sons, Wm. McClelland, Philip Cornes, Isaac Hall, George Gess, Matthew 
Cooley, Amos Chitwood~ Joshua Tull, J~0s Smith, Bazel Ma.xwell, John Maxwell, 
William & John Anderson, James Blankenship_, John Chambers, Sr., Alex Chambers, 
Michael Monroe, Felix Monroe, John B9.rnes, James Arbuckle, Willis Sullivan, 
Daniel Sulliv~n, Christopher Harrison, David H. ]1~rNell and others. ,1~son 
Watts was succeeded by Rob:Jrt Henderson; Daniel Robins by James Matthew·s, 
where 1Ym. Matthews now lives; Christopher Harrison by George Logan. 

There was steady emigrn.tion till 1812. W'illiamson Dunn, Benjamin 11Vhitson, 
Methodist ministar and school teacher (first teacher w~s Thom~s McIntire. 
then old Mr. Condrey). 

The cave at Big Spring was first explored by Isanc Hall and an Indian, 
Evan Thomas, who lived ,vhere James c·ochr~ne now lives, had a tub of thread 
in cave soaking the 11 lev" out of it; a freshet washed the tub away. Several 
thre~ds were found hanging on a rock at the mouth of the c~ve half to throe 
quarters of a mile away. Isaac Hall and the Indian went hunting the thread 
and the tub. 

In 1812 father and others built block houses. 
- - .. - .. 

July 3~ 1874. Pioneers of Jeff3rson Co. Reminiscences of John Smock.(cont 

Samu-el Smock was the first Justice of the Peace and the first Postmaster 
commissioned in Jefferson County; Smockville w«1s the first office established. 
Gener~l Harrison was the Governor of the Territory; Thomas Posey of Virginia 
was the first Gov0rnor. Lands were not surveyed when we cqme. A Mr9 Harris 
surveyed. Thomas Harris carried U. S. Mail from Lav'lrenceburg to Jefferson.­
ville; he lived on Hanover Pike where Mr. Lund now lives. He was a Methodist. 
The roads at thnt time were very bad. 

Big Spring proved to be the 16th section which was reserved for school 
purposes--so Samu2l Smock entered 160 acres where Robett Taylor lived 9.Ild 
died. Swn.pped with Wrn. J~os for pl9.ce where Geo. Millig~n nan lives. 
Mr. J'3.mes and Mr. Earl~ his brother-in-le.1.~, joined the Shr,k9rs ~nd moved to 
Brearam on the Wabash. 

The Pigeon Roost M~ssacre caused many to l0ave. Some wentr,to James 
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Anderson's F~rt, three_ q u~ters of a mila south of H9.novera Our family, all 
but fatr .. er, went,; He ·w9.s at court in I'll'?.disont't - Vi!m, McF~l and, presiding judge, 
S amuel Smock and Wm. Cotton of Owitz. Co. wcra e.ssociato JudgGs. Fo.th0r 
cam0 home a.11d stay0d at the Fort all night !lnd mother ca.me bnck the noxt day. 
A family by the name of Collins ,vere the prime sufferers at Pigeon Roost.-

In 1814 Jesse Ne~l ceme--went hunting and v1~s lost; found in creek bott·om, 
frozen to de~th. So creek was called Neal's Creek, and it empties into Big 
Creek llGUr Paris. 

First we had to ~o to Kentucky for provisions or to Work's Mill in Clark 
Co. near C~~rlcstown~ Th•~n :1_[r, · Ed~.v~.rds -built a. mi!.1 on Cliftyj next ~lfr ... Wm. 
Ramsay built one on Ramsay's Fork of ~Tuite River~ then a ~~~l wher0 Kent nmv 
is" The first fruit trees v;ere brought from Sh0lby Co. Ky. by father and 
PGt.:;r Vqn Cleave. Fathor had a hand mill whore neighhors brou~ht corn~ Wolf 
traps were· set; the b~un~y·w~s $2eOO. 

Joshua Deputy s·aid it cost him ~~12.00 for failing to h8lp onG da.y to raise 
a. house. 

At that time· Jefferson, Jcnninss and· Scott Cou!1ties belonged to Cl~rk. 

-----
N·ote-s by Carey Ryker Macdonnell, 405 N~ Clay Street, Marshfield, Mo. 

Th0 :preceding copy o_f two articles written by Jc~n Smo0k., and published 
in the Mn.di son (Indiana) Cour_ic~r, VI!.lS m9.dc by ·m3 from a typed copy loaned me 
by Mrs. Capitola Ryk3r Danner, ,,r Route 1,· Ma<liso!}., Ii1dianr1, on Nov. 1.) 1952. 
M~s. Danner, now _90 years of age, is the great gr'lnduda.ushter of Col. John 
Ryker and Mary V_anCl~a.ve:, 

John Smock vva.s the son of Samuel Smock and R,_chel Ryker. Rachel ~or 
R~chael) Ryker ·was a _daugh-~er of Gerard us Riker ( spo ch~.nged to Ryker after 
sons moved to Indiana) and Racho°l D0marest. Col. John Ryker and ·the "Uncle 
Samuel Ryker" mention~d in those articles were s·cns of Garf\rdus and Rachel 
Demarest Riker. This Samuel Ryker we.s' the gro~t-grcc.t grandf~thor of Carey 
Ryker Macdonnell~ Tho v1ifo of Ma.son Watts, called "Debby" wqs Deborr1h Ryker 
(Riker), another child of Gar<:?.rdus and Rachel Rik,3r ~ John_. Smock does not say 
wh~t happened to his grandfqther, Jacob Smock and wife. 

The f~m which George Logan got from Christopher Harrison is now ovmed 
by the Lodge f~mily of M~rison, Ind. 

The item bclo .. N is a copy of a l~tter written to Le,vis Jones, vrho wrote 
the incomplete history of tho Ryk~r (Riker) family referred to above: 

Mr. Lewis Jones 
1457 N. Denny 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Dos.r Mr. Jon0s: 

THE STATE OF WISCONSIN 
State Historical Society 

816. Stn.t e Street 
Madison Edward P. Al0xandcr, Supt. 

July 28,. 1943 

We have looked very carefully through the two referencas you cite in your 
postal card--Draper Manuscripts 19Cl-56, 120-54. These arc Draper's notes en 
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interviews vn.th Moses and Enoch Boone, sons of Squire Boone. In one of the 
intarviews, l 9Cl40, ~n account of Floyd's defeat in 1781, the followin~ sta.te­
ment occurs: 

"- - - Riker was killed and John Van ClevG married hie widow." 

There is no additiona1 information on this matter anywhere in the inter­
views. Apparently Mrs. Spraker had access to other information in her volume. 

AES:e 

I trust this note will be of som0 us~ to you. 

Sincerely yours., 
3'.I'ATl!i HISTORICAL SOCIETY OF VvISCONSIN 
By Alice E. Smith (signed) 

Alice E. Smith 
Curator of M9?1.uscripts 

Tho following is paraphrased from portions of an article by Edwards. 
H~rvey in the Indiana Magazine of History, Vol. 34 (Dec. 1938) P• 493, on 
John Vancleave early pionecd of Kentucky and southern Indiana: 

At an unknown time he married his second wife, Rachel Ry~er, nea Demaree, 
widow of Gerardus Ryker, in Kentucky. Ryker was killed in the battle of 
Floyd's Defeat on Sept. 15, 1781. John y~cleave w~s at Fort,Boonasboro 
during the Indian siege of that station and ho and his family were at Bryant's 
station when it wns attacked by more than 500 Indirois under Simon Girty and 
some British officers on Aug. 15-19, 1782. About a year prior to the attack 
on Bryant's station, he and his family were living at the station of his 
brother-in-law, Squire Boone, Jr., who married J~ne Vancle~ve in 1765 in N. 
c~rolina. The inhabitants of Boone's station, al~rmed by Indians, decided to 
go to Ft. Boonesboro for gre~ter safety. They st~rted on Sept. 14, 1781. 
Squire Boone wqs suffering from a gunshot wound inflicted by an Indirui bullet, 
and he ~nd his son, Isaiah, and a few other men, decided to stqy behind to 
look ~fter the stock. The party h~d proccGded about ten miles and were in 
the neighborhood of Long Run, whGn they were attacked by a large party of Indi~ns 

Mary V•3.ncleave, first \Vifs of John, w~-s cn.rrying ons of her twin daugh­
ters, N~ncy, and Rachel, her oldest d~ughtGr, was cerrying the other twin, 
Sally. When att~ck0d they were in a great forest. Mary was killed and Nancy 
w~s carried away. The other girls were t~ken prisoner, but Rachel still 
clung to Sally, who began to cry. The Indians were about to kill the child 1 

when a party of horseman from Boonesboro rescued the prisoners. Nancy, whe 
was carried away by the Indians, was never seGn again and her r~te is unknovm. 

What was left of the Va.ncle9ve family got to~ether 9gain at Boonosboro. 
M~y, wife of John Vancleave, wgs buried under the forest trees, but the 
exact location of the grave is unkn~Rn. John v~ncle~ve settled with his three 
brothers, Benjamin, Ralph nnd William, on Bullskin Creek, a small stre~m in 
what is non Shelby County., Ky • ., but their brothar, Aaron, settled on Salt 
Creek, neqr Bearst~nn and later in Washington (now Marion) County, Ky. 

(H~rvcy has a footnote saying th~t this story is based on Vancle~ve family 
traditions. He h~s published several short article! on VancleA.ve genealegy 
in tho Indiana Ma_ga.zine of History. A~IT) 

........... ~---
The following is ta.ken from "Anno.ls of' Newtown", by James Riker, 1852: 
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Abrah?Jn Ryckcn, Ryckm"."n or de Rycke ~-s his nano \,78..S vari 01.1s ly \vri tt0n in 
e~rly records w~s the pro~enitor of the present Piker fnmili3s in N. Y., 
N. J. ~nd othor parts of the Union. He cqme ~bout 1638, for he received ~n 
al 1 otmsnt of land from Gov. Kieft in th~t year. It ·wf~s n.-t the Yf c.11 about. 
His wife was Griete, daughter of Hendrik Harmensen. (Riker h~s much more 
on him.) Children: 

1. Ryck Abrqmsen, who l <;tter adoptGd the surname Lent (See 
Lent Genealogy) 

2. Jacob, b. 1640; d. in inf~ncy 
3. Jacob, b. 1643 
4. H0ndrik, b. 1646; d. young 
5. Mary 
6. John, b. 1651; m. Sarah Schouten 
7. Alett~, b~ 1653 
8. Abr~hams b. 1655 
9. Hendrick, b. 1662; he ~lso took n~me of Lent 

Abov3 Abrah~m Ryckrn~n or Ryker; b. 1655; m. Griatie, (daughter of Jan 
Gcrritts Van BuytcnhuysGn ~nd Tryntic, dau~hter of Jan v~n Luyt, of Holland). 
He did well and becfl!'t'le we~l thy; d. 20 Aug. 1746; w1.s buri0d at the cemetery 
of Rykers and Lents r.:i.t the Bo·;very. His 1ivifo d. 15 Nov. 1732, 8-ged 71. 
Children: 1. c~thorine 

2. M::tr:~o.ret 
3. Mary 
4. Abr?..ham, b. 1691; d. 23 Fob. 1770; m. Ge-Jsia, d~.u. of 

Johannas Van Alst of the Dutch Kills 
5. John 
6. Hendrik 
7. Andro-r,,v 
8. Jacob 

John Rik.er (fifth child above) m. GGertie, dau. of Teunis Wiltsie of Ncw­
tovm ~nd gr9nd-d~u. of Hendrick Martensen Wiltsie from Cop0nh~g0n, Denmark 
{more on him). John lived some years ~t N0wtown th0n moved to ClostGr (th3n 
in New York, now in N. J.) whor0 he bought a farm; he a. 1783 agod over 
90 years and his wif~ d~ 1781. Childran: 

1. Abr~h?..m 
2. John, sorvGd in French w~r ~nd Revolution 
3. Ger~rdus (the Rev. soldier whom. R~chel Dern~r0st) 
4. Debor~h, m. Daniel M~rtine 
5. Marg8.rct, m. Cornelius Blauvelt 
6. i.{8ry, m. John Bell 
7. Eliz~beth, m. Abr51h~m Blnuv::dt (sec the Dem~rest F".'lmily, AMT) 
8. C'1thcrine, m~ (1) John Lav;rence; M. (2) John Ryder 

Ger~rdus spollcd the name RikGr ~nd his children Adopted the older spell­
ing, Ryker, but the nam3 h~s n0v3r been spelled consist2ntly in old records. 
Another branch adopted the surnBir.e Suyd~.m (See B<:l~ilGy' s "Prc-Rcvolution~ry 
Dutch Houses of Southern N0v.; York qnd Northern Ne1n Jersey" for much more on 
the Suydam's.) 

The followin~ Ryker descendants are presently among the most active in the 
collection of Ryker (Riker) data: 

Dr. Carey Ryker Macdonnell, 405 N. Clay St., Marshfield, Mo. 
Lieut. Kenneth ~ilton Ryker, 1012 Van Buren, Fairfield, Calif. 
Mrs. John Jerrard Ryker, Rt. 1, Alamosa, Colo. 
Mrs. Geneva T. Kelsey, 914 S. Hickory St., Ottawa, Kan. 



The F. So Censuses for Genealosic::i.l J.esGe.rch 

During Sept. 1952_ and Sept. 1953 my wife and I spert four weeks at the 
National Archives checking the early censuses and military records. We 
checked the entire extant U. s. censuses for 1800, 1810, 1820 and 1830 for 
ALL Smocks, Stayners and Tuttles (all likely spel~ings). -Also we checked 
certain localities for other names in which we were interested. 

This, of course, is no small task, and we make no-claims or .full coverage 
for several reasons. Where the ink \_¥'as not too dim, the writin~ not too poor 
or unorthodox, and the spelling recognizable as one of the names we sought, 
we probably missed few entries. However many. many pages !.re so dtm as to 
be almost illegible in the photostats, even when the script ie good, as it 
frequently is not. Furthermore anyone who has done much work in th~ early 
censuses has often failed to find a fam~ly in a locality althou~h reliable 
documentary evidence proves beyond doubt that the family was there at the time 
the census was taken. They were simply missed for one of several possible 
re~sons by the census enumerator. Also, -n~t only are some of the early cen­
suses missing for whole-states and whole counties, but also from one to a 
dozen or more pages a~e nissing from the schedules of many other counties--
a fact which some-time .. .; can be determined (and is often noted on margins), but 
in other cases is ~1o·t -9Y~.dett but still remains true. Special List No. 8 ~ 
National Archives~, l 9Sl ~ shows that the census schedules are missing for the 
following entire sta~~s and c0ur.ties: 

1790: ·Delaware, Georgia, Kentucky.,. New Jersey, Tennes$ee, Virginia; Alleghany, 
Calvert and Somerset Counties in Maryland. 

1800: Georgia. Indiana Territory, Kentucky, New Jersey, Tennessee and Vir­
ginia., as well as four counties in ~faryland. 

1810: D. c., Ga., Ind. Terr., Ill. Terr. (except Randolph Co.), La,, ~':ich., 
Miss., N. J., Ohio and Tenn. (except Rutherford Co.); part of Oxford 
Co.,_Me., 2 counties in N. Y., 4 counties in N. c., 3 counties in Pa. 
and 18 counties in Va. 

1820t Alabama.; Ark. Terr.; Mo.; -&nd N. J.; 3 counties in Ga •• Daviess Co., 
Ind., most or Penobscot and Wash. Counties, Me.; Grafton and parts of 
Rockingham and Strafford Counties, N. H.; Franklin and Wood Counties, 
Ohio; most of Lancaster and Luzerne Counties, Pa.; and 22 counties in Tenn. 

Also, as stated above, in many other counties some pages are mtssin~ and 
others are .practically illegible. 

The Virginia volume in the published 1790 census series was compiled 
frQm tax lists of a few years earlier-for les! than half the counties of Va. 
These tax lists for many years of the late 18th and ·early 19th centuries are 
still extant for many states. They are a very good substitute for ~he 1790 
and 1800 censuses in states like Va., Ky. and w. Va. for which those censuses 
are lost. vie need collaborators who will volunteer to search these tax lists 
in Rich.,iond, B'rankfort, I··.!or 6anto~~ _ etc. 

The censuses are a very valuable contemporary documentary source for .~en­
e~logical research, even though they cannot be depended upon to show every 
household which was in the a.rea. They ~ive.valuable clues in tracins lost 
family bra.:.,ches, and serve a! extremely important checks a-sainst data found 
in other eources. The later the census the more reliable and complete it is, 
as a rule (not without impottant exceptions). The 1850 and later censu!es, 
where names, a~es and birth states ae~ shown for all members of the household, 
are the most useful. One can almost build a genealo~y for tho!e periods 

le 
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fro~ the cen~us data alone. ~e still need many collabor~tors who are inter­
ested in the fa.!n~ 1 ies we ar0 work.ins on, to search ALL of these censuses 
either in Wash., D. C., or in state librs.ries, libraries" of ~enealo3ical soc­
ieties, state historical societies, etc., where t,.,.,ey are available on m5_cro­
fih-rn in almost every state. Also many st8.tes, such as IT. Y. and Ill., have 
censuses taken by the state in other than u. s. census years. These, also, 
should be se~_rched., especially those prior to 1850, when people were moving 
westward rapidly and.in large numbers. vvhen searchin~ a certain cen$US for 
a given area for ALL data o~ some surna.me, such as Smock, Stayn~r, Tut~le or 
Ryker, a11·collaborators should be sure to search all schedule~_for_.the 
area carefully and report the search to us, even though· no data are found, so 
that this particular census and area can then be cross~d off our list of "'vVork 
still to be done. · It is wasteful to do the same thing tw:i.ce--there i.s plenty 
to do without such duplication of effort. 

All ·those who help on any of these family histories will be listed by 
n~~e as collaborators and·co-authors on the pa~es follo~in~ the title page or 
the book. 

The Tuttle-Todd Genealogical Number~ng System 

In our opinion the best genealo~ical numbering system y~t devised for any 
listing of moee than one direct line of descendants from a comm.on ahce·stor, is 
that first used by Geo. F ~ Tuttle in "The Tuttle Fam5 ly", 1883, and since 
used in several other family histories. ~eo. ~. Tuttle says it was devised 
by Rev. John E. Todd, also a Tuttle descendant. 

The chj_ldren of the ori~inal ancestor of the gen0aloe:y are nurnb3red I, 2, 
3 , 4, etc., in order of birth., and these numbess are al so their g-2nealo:~ical 
numbers. Numb~rs for children above the 9th are preceded and followed by a 
period: .10., .11., etc. Children of each descendant a.rs likewise numbered 
l, 2, 3, 4, etc., in order of bitth., but their gE?nealo3ical numbers are made 
by prefixing to these numbers th-?Jir parent's genealogical number. For example, 
the 10th child of No. 3142 would be numbered 3142(110, and the 11th child of 
Z.142~1.0 would be nurrib3red 3142.101111.~ etc. The number of positions (not 
cii:~::ts, for two digits are required for children above the 9th) indicates the 
g-3~e:r-ation number of each individual in the ganealo3y, The parant' s number 
for a::.1y person can be obtained by droppin·s the last position number, the grand 
pa:'"ent\ s number by droppin:~ the last two position r:i.umbers, etc. All descend­
an-cs of any person· in the genealo~y are recognizable from their numbers, for 
this persons number is the first patt or their n-.J.mbers; e.3.'., all the _numbers 
of the descendants of No. 3142 beGin with the di;its 31420 

Double or triple descent can be indicated by e.ssie;nin'.S two or three 
numbers to an individual, althou_~h each person need be listed no more often 
in the history th~n those of single descent. If the Demarest family history 
had used this system., for example {it did not do so, of cou~se), the ~iter, 
A~ -l~. Tuttle, who is a triple Demarest descendant, would have the triple 
Dem&rest No. 293829661-521.10.29661-523489661, : 

We are using this numbering system in all the genealogies upon which we: 
are workin~, e.ge, those of the Smock, Stayner and Ryker families. It is more 
compact and requires less repetitious verbiase than any other met~od we have 
~een. An extension or this system which we have devised to cover s~veral 
lines of the same surname from different ancestors, is the assi~ning of pre­
;'ix symbols (*, --f, etc.) to represent the various primary ancestors of the 
lines~ We are doing this in the hu~e history of all American Tuttle lines 
on wh:ch we are working. 

erof. A. M. and Ruth (Stayner) Tuttle 
5155 Cleveland Avenue 

Columbus 11, Ohio 
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THE SPELLING 0F NAI\IBS IN THE EARLY RECORDS AND CENSUSES 

Anyone who has done much work in the early American records is well aware 
of the fact that the spelling of the same name may vary considerable from 
one record to another, depending on who made the entry and how familiar he 
was with the name. Often, when the recording clerk was unfamiliar with the 
name, especially if it was not distinctly pronounced to him, he would spell 
it phonetically, and the result was sometimes hardly recognizable as the 
name it actually represented. Indeed not until the late 18th Century had the 
spelling of surnames become generally standardized. In early colonial times 
the same individual might spell his own name differently on different occasions. 

In the earliest records the name, which quite generally was later spelled 
Smock, was more often written Smack or Smak. 1~e have found several instances, 
especially in the Pennsylvania Archives, where the surnames of persons who 
certainly are descended from Hendrick Matthyse Smock have been spelled Smook, 
Smuck, Smolk, Smok and Schmuck as vrell as Smack and Srnak. There are at 
least two instances where it was written as Smoke. Some of these names are 
definitely surnames in their ovm right, which no doubt originated independ­
ently of the Smock family. However, we are decidedly of the opinion that 
other cases of these same names are actually Smocks. 

We did not take down all of such names we found in the censuses, espec­
ially such variants as Smolk and Smoke (for instance there were a number of 
Smokes in North Caroline), because we were not aware that some of these 
names had actually been recorded for Smocks until we had sifted the Pennsyl­
vania Archives, which we did not do until AFTER we had searched the censuses. 

Since the extant 1790 census schedules have been published, we did re­
check the 1790 census for all possible names which might be variants or 
confusions of the name Smock. These we also show below with the 1790 house­
holds listed under the Smock name. 

In recording the census data v;e list the age brackets in the same order 
as they stand in the census schedules. For each census we first list the 
various age brackets for that census with a brief explanation, and in addi­
tion use the first Smock household under each census as an example. 

Where the surname is written Smock we do not show it below, merely 
showing the first name; but, if spelled any other way, the surname is shown 
al so. 

1790 CENSUS 

There were only five columns (or age brackets) in this census., as follows: 
Free white males 16 yrs. and over, free white males under 16, free white 
females, other free persons and slaves, listed in that order. 

John 

Levi 
Rhoda 

MARYLAND. Vi[orcester County 

1 - - - -
(This household consists 
no other persons) 

of one free white male, 16 or over, and 

1 - 2 - -
1 1 3 - -

NORTH CAROLINA 
Craven County, Newbern District 

Wm. Smuck 1 - 3 - -
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John 
John 

Samuel Smockor 

Jacob Smooker 

John Smucker 

John 

Abraham 
Barnet 
Cornelius 
Leonard 
Margaret 

Peter Smoker 

Jacob 
Jacob Smack 

Edgecoffibe County, Halifax District 
2 2 2 - -
1 l 1 - -

NEW YORK, Orange County, New Cornwall 
2 3 4 - -

PENNSYLVANIA 
Bedford County 

2 l 4 - -

Berks County 
4 5 6 - -

Bucks County 
4 - 3 3 -

Fayette County, Washington Twp. 
1 - 3 - -
l 2 3 - -
1 .. - - -
3 - 2 - -
.. - 3 - .. 

Lancaster County, Salisbury Twp. 
1 2 3 - -

Lancaster County, Warwick Twp. 
1 1 2 - -
1 2 2 - -

Northampton County, Upper Mt. Bethel Twp. 
Danial Smoke 2 l 5 - -

this entry is immediately adjacent in the census schedule to that of 
John Smock 1 - 1 - -

Robert 

Charles 

Daniel 
Leone.rd 

Philadelphia City 
1 3 5 2 -

Westmoreland County, Fairfield Twp. 
2 l l - l 

Westmoreland County, Rostraver Twp. 
2 .. 1 - • 
2 l 1 - -

York County, Windsor Twp. 
John S mook 1 l 4 - -
Widdow (sic) Smoak - 2 1 - -

York County, York Borough 
Solomon Smuk 2 - 1 - -

These York County entries are definitely Smocks 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
There were 5 Smoke households in Orangeburgh District, the only 

occurrence of this name in the 1790 census except for Pa. above. 

VIRGINIA 
The entire 1790 census of Va. is lost. The published volume for Va. 

in the 1790 census series was made up from tax lists, 1782-1785 for less than 
half t_he counties of Va. It cont29-ine one Smoolc (Jacob) in Hampshire County; 
five persons· in family, no age brackets shown, This Jacob Smock was a 



Revolutionary soldier and an ancesto~ of the ~nriter, A. M. Tuttle. 

1800 CENSUS 

In the 1800 census there are five age brackets for white ma~es followed 
by the same five brackets for white females. These five brackets are as 
follows: under 10, 10 to 15, 16 to 25, 26 to 45, and over 45 years of age~ 
We show· the five male brackets first follo1~ed by a semi-colon, then the five 
female brackets. 

Robert 
(The above 

one male 

Hindale (?) 

Elizabeth 

MARYLAND 

Baltimore County 
- 1 - 1 - . - -- _, - -, 

household contained one male aged 10 to 15 years and 
aged 26 to 45 yrs; no females) 
Queer. Anne County 

- - 2 3 - ; 2 1 1 2 • ·; 9 s 1 aves 
Worcester County 

- - - - -; 1 1 - - -; 18 slaves 
A most pecul ia:i"· household ! We would like to lmov; the story of this 
one, especially. 

Heni'·y 
Jedediah 
John 
Levi 

Ma Mius (?) 

John 

1 - - 1 -; 
1 - 1 - -; 

1 - -
1 - 1 

1 -· 2 slaves , 

- ... - l .. ; 
1 1 - 1 -; 

- ,_ - 1 -
1 2 - 1 -; 6 slaves 

NEW' YORK, Montgomery County 
1 1 2 - l; - - - - -

PE1'il'JS1L VANIA 
Bucks County 

- - - 1 l; - -
Crawford County 

l; 2 free negroes 

Leonard 2 - - 1 l; 1 - 1 • 1 
Northumberland County 

Christian Smuck 1 1 - - l; 1 1 - 1 -

If it seems strange that we have found no more Smock households in 
the 1800 census, it should be remembered thats as we explain elsewhere, the 
1800 census schedules are missing for a number of states and counties, in­
cluding the two states which undoubtedly at that time contained the largest 
number uf Smocks--New Jersey and Kentucky$ 

1810 CENSUS 

(The age brackets for the 1810 census are the same as those of the 1800 
Census) 

KENTUCKY 
Bourbon County 

Jeremiah - - 1 - -. , 1 - 1 - -
Bullitt County 

James 1 - - 1 - . , 1 - 1 - -
John - - 1 - -. , 1 - 1 - -
Mathias - 3 - - 1 ; 1 - - - 1 

Jefferson County 
John - - 1 - - . 1 - - l -, 

Lincoln County 
Godlife ~ 3 - - 1 ; 5 4 - 1 -



6c 

?lercer County 
Abr-aham 2 - - 1 - . 2 - 1 - - . 1 free negro , , 
Barnett - - 1 - l; 1 1 2 - -
Godward 2 - - 1 - . 2 - - 1 -- , 
Henry ,... 

1 1 2 1 ~ - - . - - -, 
Jacob 1 - 1 1 - . 2 2 - - - . 2 slaves - , , 
James 1 - - 1 -. - - 2 - -, 
John 3 1 2 1 - . 2 2 1 1 .. , 

Shelby County 
Abraham (in Shelbyville) - - 1 - - . - - 1 - -, 
John 1 - - 1 - . 4 - - 1 -, 
Matthew 3 1 - - 1; 2 - - 1 -

Washington County 
Henry - 1 1 - l; - 1 - 1 -
Peter 1 ~ 2 1 - - .; - . - - -, 

MAR:.11 AIJD 1 Worcester County 
Henry Smack 1 2 I) - 1. - 1 1 1 -,_ , 
Holland Smack 3 - 2 - l; 1 1 2 1 -
Jedediah Smack 1 1 - 1; 5 - - 1 -
John Smack 1 - 1 - 1. - 1 - 1 -, 

NE1N YORK 
New York 

Ha~r family consisted of one 
New York 

Andrew 

City, 
free 
rii+y .J ~ , .. - - ..1. 

V'Jci.rd 3 
nes:ro 

-r::-rClrd • W r 6 
1 - - . - - - -, 

Cornelius 

Frederick Snock 

Henry 

Esme (?) 

J arnes 
vYil 1 iarn 

± - 1 - 1; 1 - 2 1 -
PSNNSr1.J VANIA 

Berks Coun-:y, Pinegrove T'Np. 
1 1 - - l; - 1 1 - 1 

·westmoreland County, Rostraver Tv.rp. 
- - 1 - -; 1 - 1 - -

VIRGI~-TIA 
Richmond Cour..tv .., 

- - L: 2 - ; - - 1 1 - ; 10 slaves 
Spotsylvania County, Fredericksburg 

- 3 3 l -; 1 - 1 1 -: 7 slaves 
2 1 1 l l; 2 - 2 1 l; 7 slaves 

18:?.0 CENSUS 

The female age brackets in the 1820 census are exactly the same as in 
:-te 18')0 and 18~0 censurisse However~ e. nffN bra~kat ( the third one) a.geB 
~-6 t0 18.? -,nas insert6d in the ce:1.sus of mc.leso It is du~licative since per­
so~s in~luded in it are also included in the fourth, 16-25, bracket. It was 
p~t in for military purp038Sc 

ILLINOIS, Pope County 
State Census of 1818 

1Nido·N Smock, 2 v-rhi te males over 21; all other ""w-:hi te, 7 
1820 census 

vVi d ov; Smock 2 2 2 4 2 - • - 2 1 , 
(The two males, 16-18, are included among the 4, 16-25 yrs. of age) 



Jacob 

It-TDIAHA 
Jefferson County 

- - - - 1 
- - - - 1 
3 1 - - 1 

,-, 
IV 

1, - 1 - - 1 J 

- 0 - • J - 1 --. 1 2 - 1 C;,. , 
Jer. (sic) 
Peter 
Samuel 4 - 1 3 1 - . 1 , 2 - - 1 ancestor of A. M. Tuttle 

Abraham 

Catherine 
James 

Godliff Smack 

Henry 
Isaac 
Jacob 
John 

Jacob 
John 
John 
Matthew 
Simon 

Henry Smack 
Henry Smack 
Henrietta. Smack 
Kendal Smack 
Jesse Smack 
Thomas Smack 

? • S~ack 

Sullivan County 
4 - - - 1 -. 1 - - 1 -I 

KENTUCKY 
Bullitt County 

1 - - 2 - -. 1 - 1 - 1 , 
1 1 - - 1 - . 3 1 - 1 -J 

Lincoln County 
1 - - 1 - 1 . , 4 3 l 1 -

Mercer County 

- - - - 1 - , - - - ... -I 

2 - - - 1 - . , 1 - - 1 ~ 

- - - l - - . - - 1 - ..,. , 
3 1 - 1 .. 1 j - 1 3 - 1 

Shel by County 
2 - - - l -j 2 1 - 1 -
2 - - 1 1 -; 3 2 ~ 1 -
- ~ ~ 1 - ~ ; l - 1 - ~ 

- 1 2 2 - l; 1 1 - - 1 
- - - 1 1 -; 1 - 1 - -

MARYLAND; Worcester County 
1 - 2 4 - lt - - 1 - l 
- 1 - - - l; 1 - - l -
1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~; l ~ ~ 1 -
- - - - - l; • - ~ 1 1 
~ l ~ - - l; - ~ - l -
1 - - 1 - -; - - 1 - -
21 - - 1 -; 1 - 11 -

* This nw~e looks like ?udokiah or ?udokich, but the writing is -- -very poor; it is, perhaps a misunderstanding of the name Jedediah on the part 
of the census enumerator. If so, and if the age brackets were entered 
correctly, it cannot be the Jedediah in the 1810 census of this county, for 
he was then over 45 years old, 

H01nard 

Christian 

John 

Martin Smack 

Leone.rd 

Michel 

Lenord Smok 

NEVV YORK 
Cayuga County, Owens 

• - - 1 1 -; - - 1 1 ~ 
New York City, Ward 8 

1 2 - 2 - l; 1 2 2 - 1 
So. Dist~ of N. Y. Bloomingdale 

1 - 1 1 l -; - - 1 - -
Richmond County, Castledon 

~ ~ - l 3 -; - - - ~ -

OHIO 
Fairfield County 

1 - - - 1 -. - - 1 - .. , 
Pickaway County 

- - - - - 1; - - - - l 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Crawford County, Fairfield Twp. 

- 2 l 3 - l; 1 - l - l 



Sc 

Cornelius Smok 

Dennis Smack 

Abraham 
Henry 

Cra--.vford County, Fallowfield T-i1p. 
- 2 - 2 - l; - - l - 1 

Dauphin_ County, Middle Paxton ~RF• 
1 - - 1 - -; - - 1 - 1 

Westmoreland County, Rostraver Twp. 
3 - - - 1 -; 1 2 - 1 -
1 - - - 1 -; 3 - - 1 -

SOUTH CAROLINA 
_ Colieton County, St. George's Parish 

And'w Smok (or Smak) 2 1 - 1 1 -; - 1 1 1 -

James 
Peter 
William 

Jacob 
John 

VIRGINIA 

Spotsylvania County 
- - - 1 - 1. , 
- - - 2 - l; 
1 - 2 ? l 1 .. . .., , 

Washington County 
- - - 1 - -· , 
- - - 1 - -. , 

1830 CENSUS 

- - 2 - l; 10 
1 - - 1 -. , 22 
- - 2 - l; 14 

1 1 - - 1 
- 2 - 1 -

slave·s 
slaves 
slaves 

A number of counties in 1{aryland, Missouri.,. s. Carolina, Virginia and es­
pecially in New York and Pennsyrvania were not searched because the books were 
not available at the time we were at the National Archives. Also we did not 
search any of the 1830 censu_s for Ct., N., H. and Vt., because no Smocks were 
found in those states in prior csnsuses and our time was limited. All existing 
1830 census schedules for other states were searched. 

There are 13 age brackets for ·1vhite males and 13 more identical brackets 
for white femal~s. The 13 brackets are: under 5, 5-10~ 10-15., 15-20, 20-30, 
30-40, 40-50, 50-60., 60-70, ·70-80., 80-90, 90-100 and-' over 100 yrs. of age ·in 
th?.t order. ·we start with the youngest bracket and show all brackets, whether 
or not any persons are entered, up to and including the last bracket having per­
sons in it. We then show no more of the 13 brackets. As above, male brackets 
are sho-wn first followed by a semi-col_on, then female brackets. 

ARKANSAS, Jefferson County, Richland Twp. 
Barnett - - - - l; 2 - - 1 

(In this household there was one male aged 20-30 yrs., two females 
under 5 yrs. of age and one femaie a~ed 20-30) 

ILLINOIS., Pope County, Monroe Twp. 
Sarah - - - 1 1; 1 - - - - - - - 1 

(Sarah a~ed 60-70; she is, no doubt, the Widow Smock in former cen­
suses of this county. We are unable to identify her or her husband 
and have no record of any of her descendants. Judging from former 
censuses, she had a number of sons.) 

Henry 

Jeremiah 

INDIANA 
BartholomcN County 

- - - 1 - - - l; - - - - - - - 1 
Cl ark County 

- - 1 ~ - l; - - ~ - ~ - l 



James 
Matthew 

John 

John 
John D. 
Samuel 

Charity 
Cornelius 
Henry 
Isaac 

- l; 1 - - 1 
Greene County 

1 - -
1 - - -. 2 - ..... 1 · -:, 1 1 1 

Harrison County, Boone Twp. 
1 - - - - l; - - 1 

J ef fer son County 
- - , ,J.. 

-· 1 - - l; 1 1 - - 1 
- - - - - l; 3 2 1 - - 1 

~ 1 .i.. .. -

- 1122 - - l; - - - 1 2 - - l 
Johnson County, Pleasant Twp. 

- 1 1 1 l; - 1 - 2 1 - 1 
- 1 - - l; 2 - - - 1 
~ - ~ l - - ~ l; ~ • - - - - - l 
- - 1 1 1 - l; 1 1 1 - - 1 he was one of the 

census marshalls for the county 
John B. 1 - 1 - 1 1 ; 3 2 1 - - 1 

Catherine 

Abram 
Anna 
Jacob 
Peter 
Simon 

David 
John 

Henry 

Joseph D. 

James 

David Sr11ack 
~~ary Smack 

Abm. 
Jno. 

John 
Peter 
Vfm. 

Dennis 
Lewis 

Henry 
John 

Cyrenius (?) 

H. Garret 
James 

Marion _ County;--:- C~nt er 

- - 1 1 5 . -, 
Marion County, Perry 

1 - 1 2 
1 

., - - .1. 

- 2 - -
- 1 2 1 
2 2 - -

Parke County 
2 1 3 -
1 - - 1 

Sullivan County 
1 2 1 c,o 

Vigo County 

KENTUC-KY 
Bullitt County 

1 1; 
l; -
- l; 
1 -
- 1 ; 

- 1 j 

1 -
, -~ 

Twp. 
3 l 1 - - 1 

1\vp. 
- 1 - - l ., - - - - - - .1. 

3 1 - - 1 
1; 2 l - 1 1 - 1 

2 1 - - - - 1 

1 - - - - 1 
l; - 2 1 3 - - 1 

- 1 j - - 1 1 - -

~ 1 - l· 1 - 1; 3 1 - 2 1 - l 
Lincoln County 

- - 1 - l; - - - 1 
- 1 1 1 ; - - 1 2 - 1 - - 1 

Mercer County 
- 1 - 2; - 1 1 1 

., 
- - J. 

- - - - l· - - - - 1 , 
Washington County 

2 3 2 - - - l; - - 1 - - 1 

1 

- - - - 1 - - l; 2 - - 3 1 - 1 

NEW JERS"SY 
Middlesex County, N. Bruns-wick Twp. 

1 1 - - - l; 1 - - - - 1 
no persons entered for this family; apparently an over-
sight on part of census enumerator 

Middlesex County, Piscata7;ay Twp. 
- - 1 - - 1 l; 1 - - 2 1 
- - - 2 - - - 1 - - l; - 1 1 1 - - 1 

I\,1iddlesex County." S. Brunsvvick I\l!lp. 
- 1 1 - - - 1 - l; 1 2 - 1 - 1 - - - 1 

Monmouth County, Freehold 
- 2 - 1 - - 1; - - 1 - - - 1 

free negro0s, 9 in family 
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Hendrick 
John G. 

Barnes B. 
Barnes I. 
Garret 
George 
George G. 
Isaac 
John R. 
Peter R. 
Ruleff 

Cornelius 

John 

Archibald Smook 

Peter 

Barnet 

John 

John 
Leonard 
Leonard; Jr. 
Peter 

Abram 
Henry 

Monmouth County, Ho·nell Twp. 
3 3 - - - 1 j 1 - 1 - - 1 
2 - - 1 1 - 1 j 1 - - - - - l 

Monmouth County, Middleton (sic) 
- - 2 1 2 - - 1 . , - 1 1 - 2 1 1 

1 - - - - 1 - - l; - 1 - - 1 1 - 1 1 
- - - - 1 1 - - - l; - - - 1 1 - - 1 
1 1 2 - 1 l; - - - 1 - 1 
1 - - - - l; 1 - - - 1 
2 - - - - lt - 1 - - - 1 
1 - - - 2; ~ 1 - - 1, 
- - - - 1 ~ - 1 - - l; - - - - 1 - - 1 1 

Monmouth County, Shrevisbury Twp~ 

- - 2 - - - - 1; - - - 1 - 1 1 

N~N YORK, Wayne County, Lyons 
- 1 1 - - - l; - - 1 1 - 1 

OHIO 
Butler County, Lamon ~HPo 

- - 1 - 1 - l; 2 2 - - 1 - l 
Jefferson County; Island Creek Twp. 

2 1 - - - l; 1 - 1 - 1 
Muskingum County, Newton Twpo 

- - - - - l; 2 - - - 1 
Wayne County, Baughman ~np~ 

- l 1 1 - ~ l; - - - 1 - 1 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Crawford County, Greenwood Twp. 

1 1 l - - l; 2 ~ - - 1 
- - - - l ~ - - l; - - - - - - - 1 
l ~ - - l; - - - - 1 - - 1 
2 1 - - - l; - 1 - - 1 

Westmoreland County; Rostraver Twp. 
1 - 1 1 - - l; - 1 - 1 - - 1 
~ 2 - 1 ~ ~ l; 2 1 1 1 - 1 

... 1840 CENSUS 

Only the Indiana census was searched. The 1840 age brackets are the 
same as those in the 1830 census. 

Henry 

Jeremiah 

Peter 

Richard 

J arne s 
Matthew 
Samuel 

INDIANA 
Bartholomew County 1 Flatrock Twp. 

1 2 - - 3 - - l; 1 2 2 2 - - 1 
Clark County 

- - - - 1 - - 1 j - - 1 - - - - 1 
Frankl in County 

- 2 1 2 2 - - l; 1 - l - - - l 
Fulton County 

2 - - - l; - - - - l 
Greene County 

- 2 - -
.. 91 1 ... 

- 1 j 

- - -
- - - - - 1 

- .. .. 1 . ~ , 
- ~ - ~ - 1; - - - - - l 

Hendricks County 

- - - - l 

Almon (Smock or Smock) - 2 - - - - l; 2 - 2 - - 1 



A braham 
John 
S 8.J."TIU e 1 

David 
Isaac 
Jacob 
John B. 
John Q. (?) 
John R. ( or P.) 

John 
Wm. 

Jacob 
Peter 

Abraham V. 
Isaac 
Jacob 
Mary 
Peter 
Simon 
Thomas C. 

Peter 

J arnes 

Jefferson County, Republican Twp. 
1 - - - 1; - - - 1 
1 l - 1 1 l; - 1 1 1 - 1 
2 - - - - l; - 2 - - - 1 

Johnson County 
1 - - - l; - - - - 1 
- - - - ~ - ~ l; - - 2 ~ - ~ l 
1 - - - l; - - ~ - 1 
- - l - 1 - - 1; - - 1 1 - - 1 
2 - - - ·l; 1 1 - - 1 
2 1 - - - 1; 1 1 - - - 1 

Marion County, Center Twp. 
1 - - - l; - - - - 1 
- ~ ~ - l; - ~ - 1 

Marion County, Franklin Twp. 
2 - - - 1; - - - - 1 ancestor of A. M. Tuttle 
1 - - - - l; 1 - - - 1 1 

Marion County, Perry Twp. 
1 1 - - 1; - - - 1 1 
1 - ~ - l; ~ ~ - ~ l - - ~ - 1 
2 1 - 2 - - l; 1 1 3 - - 1 
- 1 - - l; - - l 1 2 - 1 
- 3 1 - l; 2 - 1 1 
2 1 - 2 1 - l; l 1 2 1 - - 1 
1 - - - l; - - - 1 

Marion County, Pike Twp. 
- 1 2 1 - - - l; - - 1 1 - - 1 

Monroe County 
- 1 - l 1 - - l; - - 3 - - - 1 

Parke County 
1 - - - 1; 1 - - - 1 Ephraim 

(The Surname could be Smock, but it looks more like Smock) 
Putnam County, Jeff er son Twp. 

Cornelius - - 1 - - l; 2 2 2 - - 1 
Sullivan County 

Abraham 
Henry 
Henry, Jr. 
Joseph 

1 
-
1 
-

1 
-
1 
1 

1 , 
.l. 

-
-

- - - -
1 1 - -
- - 1; -
- - - 1 ; 

- 1 j - 2 - 1 - l 
- l; - - - - - - - 1 

1 - - - 1 
- 1 1 - - - 1 

SVOCK IN PUBLIS'R~D T-'.El\TMSYLVANIA ARCHIVES 
Series 2, Vol. 8 

Robert Smock married Ann Pennington, 18 Dec. 1787 in First Baptist 
Church, Phil adel phis. 

Ca.th. Smok married Joh .. Nickim, 20 Dec. 1801 in German Reformed 
Church, Philadelphia 

Series 2, Vol. 9 
p. 525 Sarah Smock married Jacob Vanartsdalen, 20 Nov. 1788 in Presbyterian 

Church, Churchville, Pa. 
Series 2, Vol. 17 

pp. 85-91 A "List of Foreigners Imported in the Ship Hope of London, Daniel 
Rt3ed, Master, from Rotterdam, 28 Aug. 173311 contains the 
name of Pitter Smock. 

P• 197 

P• 128 

Peter Hendrick Smock, aged 25, in list of arrivals in Pa. 27 Sept. 
1740 on Ship Lydia, James All en, Commander,. from Rotterdam. 

Series 3, Vol. 17 
In tax list, 1771, W arwick Twp., Lancaster Co. is Jacob Smuck, 

80 acres, 2 horses, 1 cattle. 
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P• 216 

P• 505 

P• 780 

p. 383 

p. 85 

p. 236 

P• 380 

P• 507 

P• 279 

P• 319 
Po 631 
P• 765 

P• 505 
Po 508 ... 

Po 321 

pt, 478 

f,. 239 

Pe 283 

P• 331 
.,.., 
J.' 0 ~98 

P• 27-28 

p. 456 

p. 493. 

P• 652 

pQ 662 

The tax list> 1772; Warnick Township, Lancaster County has a Jacob 
Smock, 80 acres 1 2 hors0s, 2 cattle 

In "Effective supply tax" list, 1779 Yfa.rwick Twp., Lancast3r Co. 
is Jacob Smuck. 

In tax list, 1782, Warvtick ~np., Lancaster Co., is Jacob Smuck, 
\ 

60 acres, 2 horses, 4 cattle. 
Series 3, Vol. 18 

In tax 1 ist, 1 780, MA.xa:tany Tta,p., Bucks Co., is Casper Smock, 120 
acres, 4 horses, 4 cattle; tax ·27.17.6 (pounds, shillings e.nd 
pence). 

Series 3, Vol. 21 
In 1779 tax list, Mt. Pleasant Twp., York Co. are: Barney Smock, 

85 acres, John Smock, 100 acres. and Mathias Smock, 50 acr0s. 
In 1780., tax list, Mt. Pleasant Twp., York Co. a.re Barney, John and 

two Mathias Smocks. 
In tax list: 1781, Mt. Pleasant 1\vp., York Co. are: Barney Smock, 

91 acres; John Smock, 100 acres, and Tice Smock, 50 acres,> 
In ta.x list, 1782, Huntington Twp., York Co.~ is John Smock~_. 

2 horses, 3 cattle. 
-Series 3, Vol. 24 

Land Warrantees: Robert Smock, 400 acres, Luzerne Co., 17 Aug. 1793 
Series 3, Vol. 25, Land Warrantees 

Robert Smock, 400 acres, Northumberland Co., 17 Feb. 1794 
" " , 400 acres, Bedford Co., 4 Feb. 1794 
" " , 400 acres, Huntinq;don Co., 1 Mah. 1 794 

Series 3~ Vol. 26, Land Warrantees 
Charles Smock, 300 acres, Westmoreland Co., l Sept. 1785 
Simon Smock, 400 acres, " " , 15 Jan. 1794 
John Smock., 400 acres., " " , 15 Jan. 1794 
Robert Smock, 400 acres, Berks Co., 11 Aug. 1794 

Series 5, Vol. 4 
Nicholas Smock, private, York Coo Pa.. militia is on a depr0ciation 

pay list. 
Series 5, Vol. 7 

Jacob Smuck and Solomon s~uck on list of 8th Co., 3rd battalion, 
Lancaster Co. m5-l itia ._ 1780 

Jacob Smuck and Solomon s~:~k on list of 8th Co., 3rd battalion., 
Lancaster Co. militia; 17810 

Jacob SIT1uck listed same as above~ 17790 
Jacob s~uck list3d in Cap+.. Geo. F08.i~h0r' s Co., 9th Battalion, 

Le:c.castar County militin., 17790 
S~~ie~ 5~ Vol~ ~ . -In list of Capt. Nelsons Cc., Northumberland Co., Daniel Smok, 

enlisted 10 Dzc~ 1776 
Philip Smok~ enlisted 10 Dec. 1776 

Series 6 '} Vol" 2 
"A Muster Roll of Capt.~ I-::.ig.h Ca.~pb-311' s Co. of the Second Batta­

lion of York C0ur...'.:y, c.o:m-~'3.::1d.cd by Col. Robert KcPh3rson, when 
lying at Perth .Amboy~ 17 S-3pt~ 1776"n Listed is private Jacob 
Smock, Ensign Si:Ho~ v·;.narsjalen, Sgt/) Cornelius Cosine; the 
names Banta, Brewer a~d Cumingore also app3ar. 

List of 5th Company, Windso~ Twp~, York Co., Capt. Al3xander 
Liggett. contains John Smoak, Sr., John Smoak Jr. and Jacob 
Smook. 

Payroll for 1781 and Jan. 1782, Capt. Ephraim Pennington's York 
Co. militia. lists private Michael Smock~ 

A list of available men, ag0d 18 to 53, made by th0 officGrs of 
Capt. Peter Frye's Co. of York Co. militia, 26 Sept. 1786 has 
Michael Smook, 1st class, Goor3e Smook, 2nd class and Jacob 
Smook, 7th class. 
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p. 709 Among the Yorktown Prison guards, York County militia is Solem 
Smoak. 

P• 712 Yorktown Prison guards: Solomon Smook. 
Series 6, Vol. 3 

p. 964 A muster roll of 8th Co. 1st battalion, Philadelphia, 1785, Luke 
Morris~ Capt., lists Robt. Smock. 

P• 1008 Robert Smock listed on muster roll of 5th Co., 2nd battalion, Phil-
adelphia militia, Lieut. Col. James Read~ Capt. Andrew 
Kennedy, dated Philadelphia, 1784. 

P• 1018 Robert Smock listed on a muster roll of 5th Co.~ 2nd. battalion~ 
Capte Andrew Kennedy, Philadelphia, 1785. 

p .. 1083 Robert and John Smock listed on a nruster roll of 6th Co.• 3rd 
battalion, Philadelphia militia_ Luke Morris, Capt~, Phila­
delphia, 1 787. 

p~ 1089 Robert Smock listed on a muster roll of 4th Co., 3rd battalion, 
Capt. Henry Kammerer, Philadelphia, 1788. 

pp. 1126, 1136 Robert Smock listed on muster rolls, 1787-1789. 
pp$ 1414-16 Muster rolls of 5th Co. 1st battalion, York County militia 1786 

and 1787 list Geo., Mich'l and Solomon Smuck. 
P• 1462 John Smock on muster roll of Capt. Wm. Dodd' s Co. for "first part 

of the yea.r 1784°, York County militia. 
p. 1464 Jacob Smuck on a return for the year 1784 of Capt. Jacob Kaufelt's 

6th Co. of York County militia. 
p. 1475 Jacob and John Smuck, privates are on a return for year 1785 of 

Capt. Jacob Kaufet's (sic) 6th Coo York County militia. 
P• 1479 Jacob and John Smuck, privates~ are on return of Capt. Jacob 

p. 498 

po 507 

pea 137 

o. 552 .. 

P• 131 

P• 135 
p. 212 

p. 1283 

P• 1285-6 

P• 43 

Ka.uptt• s (sic) Co. of Windsor Township, York County for years 
1786 and 178 7. 

Solomon Smuck is on a muster roll of Capt. Geo. Gantze's 4th 
battalion, Lancaster Co., militia for fall of 17B49 

Solomon Smuck, third class private is on· a return of Capt. Geoo 
Gantze's Co. Lancaster County militia for the year 1784. 

Series 6~ Vol. 5 
A John Smock, private, in list of Bucks County troop of light dra­

goons, Capt~ Samuel Gibbs, 25 Sept. 1794. 
Series 6, Vol. 7, War of 1812-14 

John Smock drafted for service; no other information. 
Series 6, Vol. 8, War of 1812-14 

Abraham Smock listed on muster roll of Capt. Edward Tipton's Co. 
Penna. militia, Regt. commanded by Rees Hill, Nov. 1813. 

A brahame Smocke, in Company commanded by Capt~ Edward Tipton 
Abraham Smock listed on a payroll of a co~ of infantry commanded by 

Capt. Tho~as S. Jack, in service 2 Oct. 1812 until 2 Apr. 
1813, 2nd Regt. 2nd Brigade, commanded by Brig. Gen. Richard 
Crookse 

George Smuch on muster roll of "a company of militia in a.ctua.l U. S. 
servicen from 1 Sept. 1814 to 4 Deco 1814, commanded by Capt. 
Geoo Hilselberger, in 2nd regt., 2nd brigade Pa. militia 
under Lieut. Col. John Loly. 

Same Co. as above; commenced service 28 Auge 1814; service expired 
Mcht 1815; place of rendezvous, York, Pao George Smuck 
resided near Lancaster o 

Series 6, Vol. 10 
John Smock, private~ on a receipt roll of Capt. Andrew Mahaffee's 

Co. of 137th regt. Pa. militia, period ending 8 Febc 1814 
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The material we have presented in the precedin.g pages is only a. small 
sample of the huge amount of Smock data we have all ready collected from ori­
ginal documentary sources, published secondary sources and from various Smock 
descendants. Hmvever, we doubt very much that we have a tenth--or a twentieth, 
indeed--of all the existing Smock data which is in the records somewhere or in 
the possession of various descendants. Whether. i.ve can eventually collect most 
or· the existing information depends on the sort of cooperation we receive from 
Smock descendants and from others who are sufficiently aware of the importance 
of genealogical work to lend a hand. 

This bulletin is being sent to the lending genealog.ical libraries and 
organizations in each state, for we believe that in this way, any living 
person who is at all interested in Smock genealogy will eventually see it~ We 
earnestly appeal to all such persons to send us ALL the data on their own 
Smock lines, even if they have to exert considerable effort to collect the 
material. However, this is not enough, for many lines of Smock descendants 
are, no doubt, not represented by a single living person who is actively in­
terested in genealogical work.· If our Smock history is to be even reasonably 
complete ALL of us who ARE sufficiently interested must collect not only data 
on· our own immediate line but on ALL lines. Only in this way will we get the 
complete record. 

We have indicated in great detail herein where the data can be found 
and how it should be collected. We wish merely to add a word about direct 
appeal to Smock descendants for data. Anyone who has attempted this is well 
aware of the discouragingly small percentage of persons who will reply to 
letters and of the still smaller fraction who will give much information. 
Nevertheless one MUST NOT allow this sort of response to deter one from a con­
tinuing effort to contact EVERY -living Smock descendant whose address can be 
found. Even if only one person per hundred contacted (by mail or otherwise) 
contributes a few facts, it is worth ,vhile. We he.vs done plenty of such work 
and we well knov1 how expensive, time-consuming and disappointing it is. 
One or two persons cnnnot possibly hope to do all, or even a major part of 
this work. But if many of us keep doggedly at it~ the task can eventually 
be done. 

Do not give up with a single appeal to a certain person, especially if 
you think they have some valuable fact or facts which are not on record 
elsewhere·. Many people. are simply slow in responding. They want to think 
things over awhile, write to relatives for other data, or wait until they 
can find time to look through those.boxes in the attic. A second or third 
request often brings a reply with valuable information--a reply which might 
never come had the second or third request not been made. We know whereof 
we speak--we have had more than one such exper.ience, 

On the final page of this circular we have written simple and detailed 
description of the sort of data needed. When writing to persons for informa­
tion some such instructions as to what is wanted should be given to persons 
who are inexperienced in genealogical work. 

January, 1954 Prof. A. M. and Ruth (Stayner) Tuttle 
5155 Cleveland Avenue 

Columbus 11, Ohio 



Mnny persons, when first asked for historical dnta on their family and 
anc3stors, seem to think that it is foolishness or a waste of tiMe, to 
collect gen3alogical dat~. Most of them, I have noted, if they ever get 
around to raading such mnterial on th~ir a.m ancastr~l lines, soon see the 
value of it, and realize th~t it is more interestin~ and truthful than a 
historical novel. It is quite inconsis·tcnt that many people ke3p careful 
pedigr0e records of their pets and livestock for dczons of generations~ yet 
eeldom keep such thorough rcco~ds of their own family, and can in very faw 
cases name all eight of thair gr3at grandparonts, much les~ give da+.as &nd 
places of birth,, dee.th, etco Yet we arc all literaily t!ma.de of tho scuff of 
our ancestors" 1 just as the quA.lity of our livestock d0pencs on their ~.:.r-.oos­
tral blood .i. ines. 

Mttny ot}l_ers, hovrever, roa.lize the value of gen~alo?;ic~l re!Jt:>r•js and ru-e 
int ens6l ~' int er,_; st od in them for hi st or i c e.l !' l cgH-1 and sec~ r i ty reasons, 
among ~t~10r3, !1~t ths le:t~t of vr':iich is that a g~--eat de?-1 of very int..3:-est­
ing d•3tail in A1nc!"ic~1n hJ.~~ory is learned in tracing one's ancestors. Many 
sizeable estates have passGd to distant relatives, when they can be proved, 
but a muoh larger number have lost such inheritances because they had no 
proof, and did not ev0n lmovr about it themselves in most instancas. I could 
cite sGv~ral such cas3s, but one is all that space permits: Ada (Cone) 
Stewart died in Florida, Jan. 28, 1931. No clos~ relativa could be found 
after due scA.rch~ Finally the court consulted a family history and, on the 
sole basis of this book, t:-1e estate or ovar $57,000.00 \Vas divided among 
thi·ec fii'th c-our.ins of Mrs. Stevvart. This m~ans th~t they were related to 
her thro\.1gh thG~.r great-gre~t-great-grandpa.rents.~ They wore very lucky that 
some pcrscns at gre~t 0ffort and exp0ns0s, had collected and published a 
family history~ 

Frederick Ad~ms Virkus, famous editor of "Who's Who in America", has 
ee.id: ,i 7he 7fc.:k of er ea tin~ a national gGnealo~y is of tha utmost ir.1porte.nce; 
it shoulJ h1va been don0 lon~ ago, but it rem~ined for the dia~ster of World 
w~ I to compel off'iciA.1 compilation of genealogical dA.ta for the persons in 
import'?\nt war work"• He refsrs to the fact that for several thousand im-
portant military and civili~n war posts it was f0lt thnt no on0 who had German 
ancestry in th~ last two or three preceding g0ncr~tions should be given 
thosG jobs, and that they should prafere.blo go to those whose ,inc•Jstore w3re 
n~tive Americans back to the great gr4ndparents. That such considerations 
are even moro important today should be obvious. 

Most amateur genealogical workers are naturally more interGstad in 
working only on their own direct line of descent, but this is not the proper 
w~~, to do· it, even from their own selfish viewpoint, because it is too easy 
to fa~l into error or fail entirely on some lines by this mGthod~ The mini­
znu:n. w:11.c·~1. is collected by anyone should be the data f'or all siblings C0roth0rs 
end siEtcrs) of each ancestor (places and dates of birth, de~th and marriage, 

9.Lld nr-.Jna of spouse., at the lee.st), in each gen3ration of th0 direct line of 
co~csnt~ Thcsd findings should then be fil0d in manuscript form in s0veral 
of t.h0 leading genoalogica.l depositories ov0r the country. However, e.s indi­
ca~ud above, this is not the BEST way to go about it. Tho BEST plm by fnr 
is fo~ c~Gryonc interestad in any w~y in the genealogy of a givan frunily tc 
w ork in closG cooperation wi-th all others th3y can fi!ld who are wo~~king on 
anJ p~rt of that f~mily. Even vrhcn this IS done (as it has been by tho com­
piicrs of a r.urnber of publi~hod femily histories) the usu~l plan is for each 
c.,f tho collctbor(""tors to a.ssurn0 rccponsibility for a sin~lc line (all des-



ce::J.d.a.~"lt s of a grce.t 6~s.n<lpa:--cnt: fr")r •::XaMplG). This is all right for the pur­
po~e of co:iip:.11:~g th0 recor~s~ but it i3 not the best way to coll0ct the data. 
Tho ideal plan is for somG person (or p~rsons, prafcrably) to taka over each 
state (and tarritot·y or Canadi!;.n province, etce) nnd scr;i.rch the censuses, 
libraries, state~ local, church, cemetery, etc. records, and evary conceivable 
source in that region for ~\LL data on ALL members of the family, regardless 
of line, including a call or letter to each parson of th3 n'\f4e living in the 
rogion. If enough caraful workors could be found to do this thoroughly on 
a COUNTY basis. tho perfect family history might at 1~:t be writtene 

If all tho older (three goneration! or more in the country) American 
families would do this sort of thing, it would be unnaooasary to carry long 
female lines in any family history. Each female Tuttle, for example, would 
simply bo included with her mm data (including marriages and childrsn). 
Then the history of the family or families she married into would carry her 
line on, etc. This is what Frod:erick Adams Virkus me~nt by a "national 
genealogy". Let's all do our part to hGlp reach this most desirable stato 
or affairs. 

Instructions For Recording And Reporting Genealogical ,Data 

For each family you report ont-

Giva full name, birth date and plaeo for the husband 
n II U tt H It t1 H l1 wi f 8 

Give date and place of their marriage (if either married befor0 or later, 
give date, placa and full name of person they married) 

Give date and place of husband's death, and plnce of burial, if known 
H u tt tt ,, wi f O , s n n " n n n n 

Give all plac'3s the family lived, ,vith at least approximat0 de.t0s 
State any interceting facts about th0m, such as occupation, church m0mber• 

ship, military service (including identification of unit or units served 
in)~ othor organiiations affiliated with, collage_ if any, and any amus­
ing or intGresting icries about them. 

List full name, and dates and placos of birth and death,- for ea.ch child, 
starting with eldest. 

Duplicate the above process for tho family of e4ch child who m~rricd. Contin­
ue this from the oldest generation for which you have any information 
at all down through all branches of descant as f~r as you can go in eache 

Even if you do not havo all the information ask0d for abovo. give whatever 
you have. Even one or two items are better than nothing, and approxi­
mate dates aro better th~n noneo Be esp3cially suro to give latest 
known addresses of living personso 

Tho material need not be typewritten if you write alowly ~nd plainly, espao• 
i~lly when writing namas ~nd plac0s. Any kind of paper will do, 4! 

long as it is blank on on0 sideo 
Mail your material to me ~t the ~ddress below, and thank! very mueh; it will 

be published and deposited in several genealogical libr~rics sooner 
or latero 

Home Address: 
5155 Cleveland Ave., 
Columbus 11, Ohio 

Nov. 1953 Profo A. M. Tuttle, 
Ohio State University, 
Columbus 10. Ohio 


