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RUDDOCKS of BOSTON before 1700.

The earliest Ruddock in New Engl and seens to have been John Ruddock
of Sudbury, who becane Freeman in 1640. Savage seens to think that he
came from Co. WIts in England, the section whence the three Goodenow
brothers cane in 1638. In his WIIl one of these nentions 2ny two brothers
John Ruddock and John Goodenow?. WI| was dated Apr. 6, 1667.

John Ruddock’s first wife was Doritha ----- , Wwho died May 9, 1686.

He then married Jane Brinstead, the sister of Rev. WIlliamBrinstead the
clergyman, settled in the town. She died Feb. 9, 1687/88 and he nmarried
for a third wife, Rebecca, who died Dec. 25, 1694, according to the

Marl boro records. He died Jan. 28 or 29, 1692/ 3.

John Ruddock was one of those that petitioned the Court at Boston for
perm ssion to extend the bounds of Sudbury and thus secured the grant for
the town of Marl borough. On Sept. 25, 1656 at the first neeting of the

settlers he was one of the four chosen to put the affairs of the town 2in
an orderly way2. Beside serving as a Sel ectman he was the Town O erk and

on various conmttees for other town services. He was a deacon of the
Church and in all respects an influential man in the Comunity.

Nei t her the records of Marl borough or Sudbury show the births of any
children, so nothing nore is known of the famly of John Ruddock of
Sudbury. It seens probable that he was related in some way to the Boston
Ruddocks nenti oned below. He may even be the John Ruddock who was
appoi nted the administrator in the follow ng paragraph.

Jol i ff Ruddock, a merchant of Boston died in 1649 and on the 21%! of

the 10'" no. 1649 adninistration was granted to John Ruddock. Savage says



t hat John nmight have been a son or brother. There was a Joliff famly in
Boston at this time, and it seens probable that it was related to this
Ruddock.

Edward Ruddock, a sailor, in 1667 died at sea on a trip fromthe

Island of Nevis, one of the British West Indies, to New England. He was
on the ketch Hope, out of Salem The papers connected with the settl enent
of the estate show that Thomas Ruddock of ERBRIDGE, co. WLTS, was his
ol dest brother. WIIiam Ruddock of London, weaver, son of Richard
Ruddock, l|ate of Truckekill, Co. Sumrerset, dec’d, aged 30 years, and
W Iiam Ruddock of London, Taylor, son of Edward Ruddock of Hi gh-
littleton, in Co. of Summerset, nercer, aged 40 years, at the request of
Thomas Ruddock of Trowbridge, Co. WIts, depose that Thonas is the el dest
brot her of Edward Ruddock, who died at sea on board the Ketch, Hope, on
the way fromNevis. (Suffolk Co. Vol. I, pp. 80 and 81).

Thomas Ruddock of Trowbridge appointed WIIiam Cal hoone to act for

himand WI1iam Cal hoone, in turn enpowered Davi d Ruddock of Boston,

nmerchant to act as his attorney.

Adm nistration on the estate of the |ate Edward Ruddock (Boston
Probate, 5.72) is granted to Thomas Dewer of Boston, who hath sone parts
of his the sayd Ruddock’s estate in sugar, consigned to himfromNevis in
hi s hands before his death, he bringing in an inventory of that Estate and
what el se shall conme to his hands, etc. The Inventory of My 28, 1668,

showed powder, sugar and a negro boy. The itens of expense 2Payed to sink

t he body of Edward Ruddock? and another item noney paid to Esther

Crabtree, give no clue to the relationship of David of Boston, Edward the

sailor of the ketch, Hope, John and Joliff of Boston to each other,



al though they are all in Boston at about the same period, and probably are
rel at ed.

Mary Ruddock married at Boston, Feb. 1, 1693 Robert Giffin. She may

have been a sister of the foll ow ng Fortune, who was nmarried in 1704.

Henry Ruddock was in Providence as early as 1653. His wife was

Mabel |, (Early Providence Records XV, p. 67 and II1l, p. 115). He had a
daughter Mary, who married about 1656 Chri stopher Hawkhurst of Rhode

I sl and and Oyster Bay, and a son, John and a daughter Elizabeth, who
received a bequest fromWIliamBarrows in Cct. 17, 1658. (E.P.R XV, p.
74)

John Ruddock, his horse, being inployed by Capt. Leverett in his

journey to the Manhatos is to have his bill of charges signed by the
auditer and paid by the treasury, provided he nmake it appeare under the
hand of Capt. Leverett or Capt. Davis what is due him My 15, 1654.
(Records of the Colony of the Massachusetts Bay in New England. Vol. 3,

p. 347.)

John Ruddock had a servant Janes Rose, in 1655, for 2James Rose being

now i n prison for abusing his master, John Ruddocke, upon his petition and
proni se of refornmation, hath |ibertie to go home to his said master
agayne. ? (Records of the Colony of the Massachusetts Bay in New Engl and.
Vol. 3, p. 395.) The John Ruddock of this record May 28, 1655 is

doubt| ess the sanme John who admi nistered for Joliff Ruddock. Since
Fortune Ruddock was married in 1704 he was probably born between 1675 and
1685, and since he named three sons John, it seens probable that he was a
son or grandson of this John Ruddock. But at the date of this conpilation

no rel ationshi p has been di scovered.






The Ruddocks of Boston

FORTUNE RUDDOCK

What rel ationship Fortune Ruddock of Boston bore to the several
Ruddocks, who appear at an earlier date in Boston and the surroundi ng
towns has not as yet been discovered. On Feb. 8, 1704 he was married by
M. Cotton Mather (Boston Mar. Vol 28, p. 14) to Abiel Ireland, daughter
of M. John and Grace (Healy) Ireland, who were married July 15, 1680
(Charlestown Families). Ms. Gace Ilreland is buried at Copps HIl.

Abi el Ireland was born the 17'" of 12 npo. 1684 and baptized the 22" of the
sanme nont h.

In 1713 Fortune Ruddock lived on Lynn Street. This corresponds
roughly with the present Conmmercial St. in the North End of Boston. On
May 4, 1713 Fortune Ruddock 2was granted |iberty2 by the Sel ect nen of
Boston 2to dig open the H ghway across Lynn St., for laying his Cellar
drain there, provided he as Little as may be obstruct ye passage, while
the sanme is doing and that he lay ye sd draine with Brick or Stone and
speedi |y nake good ye way where he shall so dig2  (Boston Records Vol. 11
p. 184)

On Nov. 9, 1714 Fortune joined with two others in a petition to the
Sel ectmen to have the pavenent on North Street extended downward to the
end of the street and agreed that if this was done 2t hey woul d undert ake
the effecting thereof and defray the charge of 9 feet in breadth on each
side of the whole.2 The petition was granted. (Boston Records Book 11, p.

218). These two itens show that Fortune had his hone very near the North



Battery site in command of which fortification his son John Ruddock was
pl aced at a |ater date, and held for about 13 years.

Fortune was tw ce el ected Scavenger for Boston, first on Mar. 14,
1714/5 and again on Sept. 6, 1715 when his duties were confined to
Broughton’s ward. (Boston Rec. Bk. 9, p. 108 and Bk. 11, p. 234)

On Jan. 14, 1715 (O S.) Fortune Ruddock nade a will, which was
probated Apr. 3, 1716, when Abi el Ruddock, wi dow, relict of Fortune
Ruddock, mariner, qualified as sole executrix. (Boston Probate, Bk. 19, p.
79, 80) In the will Fortune instructs his wife Abiel, to sell the south-
east part, now in occupation of Pearse and Joshua Todd and to sell the

nort h-west part for her support and 2for the education of my son John
Ruddock, an infant, if necessary, otherw se to have ny dwelling-house,
wharf, and warehouses until son conmes of full age. | do inpower ny said
wife Abiel to sell to her nother, Ms Gace Ireland, a slip of land 10
feet wi de adjoining her dwelling-house and to go down fromthe Street,
four feet below the porch to be for the acconodati on of that house.? Pau

Dudl ey, Sol onrobn Townsend and Edward Weaver were the w tnesses.

CHI LDREN (Boston Rec. Vol. 24, pp. 50, 57, 85, 95) (Copps Hil
Epi t aphs)

2 Abi el Ruddock, b. June 5, 1707; d. July 22, 1707, aged 6 weeks.

3 John Ruddock, b. Jan. 3, 1708/9; d. Cct. 12, 1709, aged 9 no.

4 John Ruddock, b. May 7, 1712; d. young.

5 * John Ruddock, b. July 8, 1713.



5 JOHN RUDDOCK (Fortune) was born in Boston, July 8, 1713; d. in
Boston, Sept. 2, 1772, aged 59 years and 2 nonths. He married Tabitha
Drinker (or Drinkwater), daughter of Edward and Tabitha (Baker) Drinker.
They were marri ed by Addi ngton Davenport of Kings Chapel on Jan. 5, 1737,
(Boston Records Vol. 28, p. 203). John Ruddock was buried on Copps H Il
where the Irelands also were buried. H's stone bore the foll ow ng
epi t aph,

2Here lies buried the body of Maj. John Ruddock, Esq.

Dec’d Sep. 2, 1772, age 59, 2.

He was in comm ssion of the Peace and Justice of the quorum of the
County of Suffolk 13 years. He commanded His Majesty’s North Battery in
Boston 13 years and was Sel ectman for the sanme town 9 years.

Could a heart that felt & a hand that relieved the miseries attendant
upon hurmanity; could the truest patriotism equally superior to the frowns
of power and the rage of party, which with invincible constancy asserted
and defended universally (for he was a citizen of the world) the right of
manki nd; could undeviating integrity in every office which he dignified by
hol ding, joined to the nost inpartial dispensation of justice;- in fine-
coul d extensive virtue or distinguished worth rescue fromthe tonb,

Reader, thou hast not been told HERE LI ES RUDDOCK

Depart. Imitate his virtue and with himnerit the eul ogi um of thy
country.

Time may efface this nonunental stone,
But tinme nor nmalice can his worth dethrone,
For villians living oft may buy a nane,

But virtue only swells posthunous fane. 2
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(Copi ed by Robert W Devereux of Providence, in 1878)

Time has already obliterated the words on this stone, but they are
fortunately preserved in Bridgman’s 2Copps Hi || Epitaphs2, p. 154; where

t he words 2of the Court and? repl ace 2of the quorunt.

John Ruddock was a devout man, and practiced the principles of
Christian living. He was a nenber of the Ad North Church, which he
served as deacon

He served as Captain and then Major of the North Battery. Anong the
papers preserved by his granddaughter, Tabitha (Story) Devereux is a
certificate which he signed for Ral ph Morgan, who was a nei ghbor and
friend. The upper part of this certificate is an engraving of the North
Battery, fromwhich flies the British flag. A boat with sails is just
bel ow. Across the river the height of Charlestown can be seen. There are
boats on the river and tied up to the wharf is a larger vessel flying the
British flag. The spire of the North Church can be seen behind the two
storied houses which abut the wharf. Just below the picture at the right
are the words 2P Revere Scul p2. Belowis a copy of the certificate.

This may Certify all whomt may Concern, that the Bearer hereof Ral ph
Morgan is an Inlisted MONTROSS at his MAJESTY' S NORTH- BATTERY, in Boston
under nmy Command. G ven under ny Hand this 18 April In the Tenth Year of

his Mjesty’ s reign. John Ruddock Captain

(Note, - The words underlined are in witing. As Ceorge Ill ascended
the throne in 1760, the date of this docunent would be about 1770.)
Fromthe tinme that he was twenty-five years of age John Ruddock began
to be interested in town affairs. The many vol unmes of the Boston Records

are full of the work given himto do at various periods. He began by
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serving as constable, then as viewer of shingles, and as fence viewer.
Havi ng served in these capacities, he is put on a conmttee to consider
sonme effectual neans to prevent frauds in the nmeasurenent of cord-wood.
Then he works as a nenber of a comrittee to carry into effect the
provi di ng of necessary utensils for maki ng cannon and ot her arns
effective. By 1746 he was el ected to be one of the Collectors of Taxes,
and as a result of this position, he was chosen a nenber of various
comm ttees, which settled different financial problens. Oten he was
auditor of the Town Treasurer’s accounts, and the accounts of the one who
took charge of the Lotteries, sanctioned by the Town, such as one
instituted to obtain noney to repair Fanueil Hall. Oten he was el ected
to have charge of repairs on Public Buildings, or Bridges or Ferries.

At times he was Overseer of the Poor, and often a nmenber of the
Commi ttee who nade a 2General Wal k or Peranbul ation of the Town2 to study
the condition and state of the streets and also to study the buildings
with reference to their condition as a fire-hazard. Yearly he was chosen
to be one of the commttee 2To visit Public Schools in Town the year
ensuing at such tines as they shall think proper, to See Wat nunber of
Children are in each school, to Enquire into their behavior and
At t endance, and the CGovernment and Regul ation they are under and they are
desired to make a Report at the General Town Meeting next March.2 The

Governor and other officials headed this conmttee.

During the small-pox epidenic he was called upon to help make laws to
govern the conduct of the citizens and to see that these laws were carried
out. One entry with respect to this duty is of interest. (Vol. , p. 6).

The town clerk was directed to wite M. Justice Ruddock desiring himto
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permit M. Adans, the carpenter for his working on the approachi ng Sabbath
or Lord’'s Day that so fences and barns may i nmedi ately be erected and

pl aced to prevent passing and repassing the Houses infected with the
smal | -pox. Jan. 1764

Finally he was el ected Sel ectman, and he held that position for the
| ast nine years of his life, dying in office in August of 1772. During
those years, the nost turbulent in the history of Boston, his mature
judgenent, his integrity, his foresight and his felicity of speech, made
hi ma val ued nenber of the board of Selectnen, who often called upon him
to present their views clearly in the statenents of their judgenents and
acts.

On Sept. 12, 1765 A town Meeting was called 2to determ ne whet her
Instructions shall be given to the Representatives of the Town in the
Ceneral Assenbly for their Conduct at this very alarmng Crisis.2 He was
pl aced upon the Commttee to consider instructions which they should give
to the Representative at the General Court, after 2conferring upon what
neasures shall appear necessary to be taken in consequence of the Stanp
Act and other matters of grievance.2 The Sel ectnen presented their report
at the next Town Meeting and that Report will live forever.

The seven Sel ect men, Hon. Sanuel Wells, Esq., Richard Dana, Esq.,
John Rowe, Esq., M. Sanuel Adans, John Erving, Esqg., Joseph Green, Esq.
And John Ruddock, Esq., approved the suggestion that the Representatives
shoul d be instructed and the Comrittee chosen to draw up the Report,
reported as foll ows,

2To the Hon®® Janes Qtis, Esq., Thomas Cushing, Esg., and M. Thomas

G ay.
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Gent | enen,

At a time when the British American Subjects are everywhere |oudly
conpl ai ning of arbitrary unconstitutional Innovations, the town of Boston
cannot any |longer remain silent wi thout Just Inputation and |Inexcusable
Negl ect. W therefore the Freeholders and other Inhabitants |legally
Assenbl ed in Fanueill Hall to consider Wat steps are necessary for us to
take at this alarming crisis, think it proper to communicate to you our
united Sentinents and to give you our Instructions thereupon.

It fills us with great concern to find that neasures have been
adopted by the British Mnistry, and Acts of Parliament nmade, which press
hard upon our invaluable R ghts and Privileges and tend greatly to
di stress the Trade of the Province, by which we have heretofore been able
to contribute so large a share towards the Inriching of the Mt her
Country--- But we are nore particularly alarned and astoni shed at the Act
called the Stanp Act, by which a very grievous and we apprehend
unconstitutional Tax is to be laid upon the Col onies---

By the Royal Charter Granted to our Ancestors the power of making
| aws for our Internal Governnent and of |evying Taxes, is vested in the
General Assenbly; and by the sanme Charter the Inhabitants of this Province
are entitled to all the Rights & Privileges of natural freeborn Subjects
of Great Britain. The nost essential Rights of British Subjects are those
of being represented in the sane body which exercises the power of |evying
Taxes upon them and of having their Property tried by Juries; These are
the very pillars of the British Constitution, founded in the comobn Rights
of Mankind. It is certain that we were in no sense represented in the
Parli ament of G eat Britain when this Act of Taxation was nmade; and it is

also certain that this Law adm ts of our Propertys being tryed in
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Controversies arising fromlInternal concerns by Courts of Admralty
wi thout a Jury; It follows that at once it annihilates the nost val uabl e
privilege of our Charter, deprives us of the nost essential Rights of
Britain and greatly weakens the best securities of our Lives, Liberties
and Estates; which nmay hereafter be at the disposal of Judges who nmay be
strangers to us, and perhaps malicious, nercinary, corrupt and oppressive.
But admtting that we had no conplaints of this nature, we should
still have reason to except against the Iniquality of these Taxes; It is
wel | known that the people of these Provinces have not only settled this
country, but enlarged and defended the British Domnion in Arerica with a
vast expense of treasure and Bl ood; they have exerted thenselves in the
nost di stingui shed services for their King by which they have often been
reduced to the greatest distress, brought upon thensel ves a debt al nost
i nsupportable in the late War nore especially by their surprising
Exertions; And we are well assured if these expensive services for which
very little if any advantage hath ever accrued to thensel ves, together
with the necessary Charges of supporting & defending his Majesty’s
Government here had been duly estinmated, the Moneys designed to be drawn
fromus by this Act would have appeared greatly beyond our proportion. W
| ook upon it as a peculiar hardship that when the Representative Body of
this Province had prepared and sent forward a decent Renobnstrance agai nst
these proceedi ngs, while they were depending in the House of Commons, it
failed of admttance there; and this we esteemthe nore extraordinary, in
as nmuch as being unrepresented, it was the only nethod, whereby they could
make known their Cbjections to Measures, in the Event of which their
Constituents were to be so deeply interested. Moreover this Act if

carried into Execution, will becone a further Gievance to us as it wl|l
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afford a precendent for the Parliament to tax us in all future tinme, and
in all such Ways and Measures, as they shall judge neet w thout our
Consent .

We therefore think it our indispensible Duty in Justice to ourselves
and Posterity, as it is our undoubted Privilege in the nost open and
unreserved, but decent and respectful terns to declare our greatest
di ssati sfaction [several words unreadable] think it incunmbent upon you by
no neans to Join in any public Measures for countenancing and assisting in
t he Execution of the sane, But to use your best endeavors in the General
Assenbly, to have the Inherent unalienable R ghts of the people of this
Provi nce asserted and vindi cated, and |left upon the Public Records, That
Posterity may never have Reason to charge the present tinmes with the Guilt
of tanmely given them away.

(Boston Records, Vol. 16, p. 156)

Later he served on a Commttee 2to apprehend what shall be further
necessary for the Town to do in order to testify their Gatitude to those
Patriots on the other side of the Water to whose endeavors it is ow ng
that the Liberties of Anerica are secured and Love and Harnony between his
Maj esty’s subjects in Geat Britain and the Colonies is perpetuated by the
happy Repeal of the Stanmp Act.2 Mar. 18, 1766.

Again in 1770 he was on the Coormittee chosen to wait upon the
Li eut enant Governor 2to acquaint himthat it is the unani nous opinion of
this Meeting that the Inhabitants and Sol diery can no | onger dwell
together in safety, that nothing can be rationally expected to restore the

Peace of the Town and prevent Bl ood and Carnage, but the i medi ate renoval
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of the Troops and that they therefore nost fervently pray his Honor that
his Power and influence may be exerted for their instant renoval.?

And in 1772 he served on the Conmttee to search out the truth about
the Tryalls of the Soldiers and others after the Boston Massacre and give
a true account of the Tryalls and what preceded.

Thus we find that in every energency his judgnment was sought and we
of these | ater days how sound it was. Had he not died in August of 1772,
his nane, also, would be nunbered anong the great Anerican Patriots of the
Revol ution, who lived in and around Boston, whose nanes are on the |ips of
every school boy.

The admi nistration on his estate was given to his el dest son Abi el
Ruddock, who died before the estate was entirely settled and then his son-
in-law, Dr. Elisha Story was appointed to finish the work. The Inventory
of his possessions is very interesting.

The Inventory shows that he had a very conpl ete wardrobe and that the
furni shing of his home was such as would be characteristic of a man of
nmeans. He had much silver and china, copper and brass and if one may
judge by the value assigned to the furniture it was of the best. He owned

a half of the sloop 2Freedon?; one half of the 2John and Abi el ?; one-half of

t he schooner 2Two Friends?; and one-half of the brig 2Endeavor2. His real
estate consisted of a Mansion -House in Lynn St., and a tenenent with | and
about it in Lynn St. wharves, storehouses, ship-yards etc in Boston; a
house and | and i n New Boston, Cunberland County (now Gray, Me. Directly
north of Portland) and a farmin Stoughton; as well as three pews in the
New Brick Meeting House and a pew in the New North Church

261, 264, 268, 271, 280)
Children (Boston Records Vol. 24. pp. 230, 238, 241, 246, 249, 252,
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John Ruddock, b. Cct. 2,1737; died young.

Nat hani el Ruddock, b. Jan. 18, 1738/39; d. young.

Edwar d Ruddock, b. May 18, 1740; bp may 17, 1741.

Abi el Ruddock, a son b. July 23, 1742; bp July 25, 1742.

John Ruddock, b. Nov. 9, 1743; bp. Dec. 11, 174-

Edward , b. Dec 13, 1744.

Rut h Ruddock, b. Mar. 5, 1745/6

Rebecca Ruddock, b. Feb. 16, 1746/47; d. young.

Ebenezer Ruddock, b. Jan. 28, 1747/8.

Ri chard Ruddock, b. Nov. 10, 1749; d. young.

Samuel Ruddock, b. Sept. 29, 1752; d. about 1773. He attended
Harvard Col | ege. Abiel, when settling his father’s estate
speaks of debts for the funeral of Sanuel, which had to be
paid out of the estate. In the Inventory of Abiel’s
possessions there is a College Gown and cap. | think that
this probably bel onged to Samnuel .
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14 EBENEZER RUDDOCK (John, Fortune) was born in Boston (Boston Records
Vol . 24, p. 268) on Jan. 28, 1747/8. He was living as |late as Feb. 7,
1785, when he agreed to serve as bondsman for Dr. Elisha Story, when he
was appoi nted adm nistrator on the estate of his brother, Abiel Ruddock.
(Boston Probate 84.77) He married on Jan. 18, 1770 Molly Ingerfield
(Boston Rec. Vol. 30, p. 439). During the Revolutionary War he served as

arnorer on the frigate 2Boston2 commanded by Capt. Sanuel Tucker. He was

engaged Jan. 16, 1779. (Roll was made up for advance pay for 1 nonth.
(Mass. Soldiers and Sailors in the Revolutionary War, Vol. XIlIl, p. 644).

Child (Letter of Tabitha Story)
37 Rut h Ruddock. She m (1) Cct. 14, 1792 John Dodge. By him she
had four children. By 1806 she had married a second tine,
a man by the nane of Bruce. He was a Baptist in religion.
They were going to nove very soon into the country. Letter
of Ruth Bruce to Tabitha Story, 1806)

(Note,- In Vol. 25, p. 331 of the Boston Records there is an item
stating that wi dow Mary Ruddock received sonme noney from Ms. Brookins
donation. Fromthe date it would seemto be Ebenezer’s w dow, to whom
reference was nade.) Al so see vol. 27, p. 6.



