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The Newsletter
Welcome to the thirteenth issue of The Button Files.
This newsletter includes all the significant Warburton
Website posts since the last newsletter.

Number: 13

October 2016

until after the Warburton Family History day in Altrincham
so I will be applying it in late October.
Nevertheless it is comforting to know the website will be
maintained for posterity after I am no longer able to
continue it. For now I am well, but at 71 years of age who
knows what the future may hold.
The articles in this Newsletter are as follows:
• Warburton Family History Day This was held at
the Altrincham Conservative Club on Saturday
October 15th.
• Harry Warburton (or Brooks) Harry Warburton
fought and died in WWI. However his name isn’t on
the Memorial in his local church. This article
explains why.
• Why the Shocklach Clan has become the
Tilston Clan Information from Paul Straney in
Australia led me to reevaluate the early part of the
Shocklach clan with the result that a major part of it
became a new Tilston clan. Furthermore a DNA test
produced a match with another previously
unmatched clan..
• A Family of Clog Makers This story centres on a
relationship in Glasgow which produced a daughter,
and probably a son but there is no indication of a
marriage. What can be deduced from the evidence?
• Bury and Massachusetts Clan This is the clan of
Eric Warburton, one of the BigY testers from the
Lancashire Group. Eric sent me his family tree a
while ago but it has taken me some time to extract
the Warburton line, and bring it into line with the
style of other clans
• S6881 and The Lancashire Clan This article
brings up to date DNA developments relating to the
Lancashire Group which has been found to fall into
two separate legs a haplotree of the SNPs that lie
below SNP S6881.

This period also covers the time since the recent move
of the Warburton Website to the new hosting service
provided by the Guild of One-Name Studies (GOONS).
My experience with the new service has been mixed.
There have been a couple of periods when notifications
of new posts have not been sent, and there was a
sudden dramatic change in the site’s appearance when a
new release of the Retina Theme I use to control the
appearance was automatically applied.

• The Curious Case of Grave 811 Whilst
developing the Ashley and Morley clan I discovered
what looks like an instance of grave reuse. Is this
really the case?

This upgrade is still pending and I think I can adopt it
with suitable settings that don’t make the change too
disruptive for subscribers. However I didn’t want to risk it

• Other Updates A collection of other updates I’ve
done over the last few months.

One Name Study web page: http://warburtontrees.net

• Haslingden and Radcliffe Clan Update The
story of a whole new line to the Radcliffe part of this
clan that was prompted when I received an obituary
from a newspaper.
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• Clan Tree Style Guide I have developed a Style
Guide to help anyone who would like to prepare a
clan tree for inclusion on the Warburton Website.

Warburton Family History Day
The Warburton Family History Day was held at the
Altrincham Conservative Club on Saturday October 15th.
It was a highly successful day. Including myself and my
helpers (i.e. my wife, sisters and brothers-in-law) 80
people attended at some time during the day. The
feedback I’ve had is that people enjoyed their time there.

This is the only picture of the day which includes me, in
the blue jumper, by the window. It is one of a number of
photos taken by David Hartland, and my wife Jan. You
can see more on a new page devoted to the event in the
Gallery.
The attendees included 4 people from Australia (two
from Perth and two from Sydney) who had organised
their holidays to Europe around their attendance. There
was also a group from Liverpool who hired a minibus to
join us. Jill Groves from the Altrincham History Society
came to sell some of her books on local history. Charles
Foster, the archivist at Arley Hall, (and brother-in-law of
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Viscount Ashbrook) was also there with some of his
books.
I got to meet many people I have only previously
communicated with by email or phone. Unfortunately I
can see from the attendance list there were others I
never got chance to talk to. There were also a number of
new people I hadn’t met before.
I had prepared a large number of clan trees, and had
some of them stuck on walls or on tables. I also had two
computer stations, a collection of books, and a table
devoted to the DNA project. These all attracted a lot of

interest. I was also given a number of things in return
which I will need to process in the coming weeks. I’m
sure they will generate a number of posts as I proceed.
The event was free but I did have a ‘Tip Jar’ for
voluntary contributions to the cost of the room. Thank you
to all who contributed. The sum raised narrowly exceeded
the cost of the room.
I must also express my thanks to Bob Jones of the
Conservative Club who was very helpful in setting up the
event and looked after us well. I’m sure in return we
brought some welcome extra business to the club. They
have already put a post on their Facebook page about
the event.
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Harry Warburton (or Brooks)
I had an interesting email from Joanne Wilcock,
Chairman of the Affetside Society. Affetside is in
Tottington, Lancashire. There is a plaque in the parish
church which lists 15 local men who died in the First
World War. A Turton Local History Pamphlet (no 15)
called Affetside an Historical Survey written by the late
James J Francis, mentions Harry Warburton of Smithy
Fold, Affetside as being one of the local lads who died in
the war. However Harry Warburton’s name is not on the
church plaque.
Research has shown that Harry was born about 1890,
the illegitimate son of Alice Warburton of the Tottington
Clan. He appeared in the clan tree but with no details
apart from his birth date. In the 1891 census Harry is one
year old, living with his mother, a single cotton weaver.
They are boarding with his Aunt, Alice’s sister Rachel and
her husband Cyrus Smith. By 1901 Alice has married
John Bury Brooks, a farmer at Mumm’s Harris Farm in
Affetside. Harry still bears the Warburton name, and in
1911 he is working on the farm. Alice and John reported
having no children in the 1911 census. They
subsequently moved to Buckley Close Farm.
Harry served in WWI as a Private soldier, initially in the
Northumberland Fusiliers where joined as a gunner, and
then in the Yorks and Lancashire Regiment. He was killed
in action less than a month before the end of the war
when his battalion tried to cross the river Selle in
Northern France. From Jonathan Ali’s book Our Boys
page 71: ‘Harry Brooks was killed during the advance as
his battalion tried to cross the River Selle. Even at this
late stage the Germans were putting up a stiff fight. The
regimental history makes it clear, “As soon as the leading
platoon came over the sky line they were met by machine
gun fire from the front and from a wood on the flank, and
about 8.50 the enemy barrage came down on the ridge…
causing a good many casualties.”’
There were 330 casualties from a battalion of 1000
men who had marched into a strong line of German
machine guns without any artillery support. Private
Brooks’ body was never found and he is remembered on
the Vis-en-Artois memorial to those missing from the
Advance to Victory.
It would seem that he took his step-father’s name when
he enlisted, and so is listed on both the Vis-en-Artois
memorial, and the plaque of the fallen of WWI at Affetside
Church as Harry Brooks.
I have added his details to the Tottington clan.

Why the Shocklach Clan has become
the Tilston Clan
I have replaced the Shocklach clan with a new one
called the Tilston clan. A small rump of the original
Shocklach clan survives as the Shocklach family and is
incorporated in the Families 1 collection. So why this
change?
I name clans according to where the earliest or most
significant ancestor lived. Shocklach and Tilston are
One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

adjacent parishes in the south-west corner of Cheshire,
close to the Welsh boarder. The original Shocklach clan
was based on work done by Robert Warburton and his
father some time ago, in the pre-internet age. Several
generations of Robert’s family lived in Shocklach. They
were all descended from a Peter who married Sarah
Edwards at Shocklach in 1750.
However Peter’s baptism was not found at St Edith, the
parish church for Shocklach. It was assumed he was the
son of Thomas of Shocklach who had seven other
children baptised between 1701 and 1716 at Shocklach,
but I had noted that the only baptism of a Peter recorded
was at Tilston in 1722. The Shocklach clan was
subsequently extended with information from Richard
Warburton who was descended from a second Peter,
who married Mary Morgan in 1792. Peter was the son of
Samuel and Mary Yardley, and was baptised in Tilston. In
turn Samuel was taken to be the son of George the
eldest child of Thomas of Shocklach, and hence the
nephew of the first Peter.
I recently received an email from Paul Straney in
Australia. He has Warburton ancestors he has traced
back to a Samuel who died at Thornton-le-Moors in
Cheshire in 1825, aged 81. However he could find no
connection between Samuel and other Warburton
families in that area. Based on his age at death he was
born between Aug 20th 1743 and Aug 19th 1744. Looking
further afield there are two possibilities, Samuel son of
George baptised at Shocklach on January 15th 1744
(modern calendar), and Samuel son of James baptised
on April 11th 1744 at Tilston, S Mary.
Paul’s biggest clue was that Samuel’s eldest son
James was married at Chester in 1797. A marriage
licence bond dated August 1797 was signed by “James
Warburton of the Parish of Saint Oswald in the City and
Diocese of Chester, a Taylor and Peter Warburton of
Tattenhall in the County and Diocese aforesaid”. Paul’s
Samuel was also a tailor when he married at Thornton Le
Moors in 1773. When Peter Warburton married Mary
Morgan at Tattenhall in 1792 he was described as a tailor
of Tilston, Cheshire.
If Peter Warburton of Tilston and Tattenhall was related
to James, son of Samuel then the Samuel born in Tilston
seemed a good candidate for Paul’s Samuel, and this led
him to explore the Tilston parish records further. He
spotted the Peter baptised in 1722, and also observed a
series of records that indicated that the Samuel who
married Mary Yardley was baptised at Tilston on January
6th 1730, married Eleanor Povey at Tilston in December
1751, and had a few children baptised from 1753 to
1764. An Eleanor Warburton was buried at Tilston in
March 1768, and Samuel married Mary Yardley in
September 1768. There is a Samuel Warburton buried at
Tilston in November 1814 aged 86 (admittedly not quite
correct), and a Mary buried in May 1826, also aged 86.
The Peter baptised in 1722 and Samuel baptised in
1730 were both sons of John, and probably Ann Williams.
The marriage of John and Ann Williams was in 1720 at
Tilston. Removing both these brothers from the
Shocklach clan to a new Tilston clan moves most of the
rest of the Shocklach clan as well.
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This still leaves one difficulty. Paul’s own ancestor
Samuel was the son of James. A James was baptised in
1720, son of John, but a month before John married Ann
Williams. There are other children of John baptised
between 1712 and 1715, when Hellen wife of John is
buried. A John is also buried in 1723. As a John, son of
John was baptised in 1684 I have assumed John senior
died in 1723, and John junior had two families with 2
wives. However Hellen could be either his first wife, or his
mother.

appears not to have lasted. The fact that Ann reverted to
her maiden name Tait in later life suggests this was not
because Robert died.

Robert’s original research uncovered a number of
apparently unrelated families in the area, documented as
the Shocklach2 clan, and the Broxton and Clutton
families. There is a need to fully document the parish
records of Shocklach and Tilston, and probably Malpas
as well. This might give a clearer picture. However
moving the brothers Peter and Samuel to the Tilston clan
seems the best interpretation of the facts.
Paul Straney ordered a DNA test for a Warburton
relative. Of my previous contributors, Robert Warburton’s
great grandfather was known to be illegitimate so he was
never tested, and though Richard did test he has no
Warburton matches and seems to be closely linked to the
Stewarts.
Paul’s relative is a match however, with a previously
unmatched result from the Liverpool and Oldham clan.
This would make sense as Liverpool would be an obvious
destination for Tilston men looking to take advantage of
growing industrialisation. The identity of that person has
not yet been uncovered, but as William the earliest
ancestor in the Liverpool and Oldham clan was born
around 1770, 50 years after the earliest ancestor of the
Tilston clan there could be a direct connection. However
the genetic distance between the two results puts the
common ancestor 19 generations ago (range 11-28
generations).

A Family of Clog Makers
Bill and Pat Buchanan sent me details of Bill’s
Warburton ancestors. His grandmother is Ann Main
Buchanan. Ann’s parents, James Main and Martha
Warburton were married in Glasgow in 1882, though
Martha’s name is Warbritten in the documentation.
Martha’s parents were named as Paul Warbritten, a clog
maker, and Ann, formerly Tait, a washerwoman.
Paul was originally from Oldham where he married
Hannah Jones in 1853. Nothing more has been found of
Hannah, but in 1861 Paul is lodging in Glasgow. Ten
years later he is in hospital in Glasgow, and he
subsequently returned to Oldham where he is on the
1891 census, and where he died. No record of a
marriage to Ann Tait has been found but Ann is married
and using the name Warburton in the 1871 census where
she has two children, Martha aged 5, and Henry aged 5
months.
Ann was the daughter of a soldier. She was probably
born in Ireland, and is living in Halifax, Yorkshire in 1841
where her father is stationed in Temporary Barracks. The
family returned to Glasgow and her mother is a widow in
1851. Ann married Robert Pope in 1859 but the marriage
One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

Figure: Annie Main Buchanan
By 1881 Ann and her children, who now include a
Robert Porter Tait aged 3, are all using the name Tait.
However she has a lodger, Robert Porter who would
seem to be the father of her third child. The most likely
explanation is that Ann’s first marriage was a Catholic
one so although it quickly collapsed she remained
officially married and so couldn’t marry again.
Paul was a 3rd generation clog maker. Both his father
Hiram, and grandfather Paul were cloggers on the
census or their children’s baptism. Paul senior was born
in 1780 in Bolton, but he had moved to Oldham by the
time his first child was baptised. His birth, and those of
his siblings, were recorded at the quarterly Quaker
Meeting of Lancashire held in Liverpool. He was the son
of John and Sarah of Bolton.
Finding John and Sarah’s marriage has been
problematic. The only marriage in on-line records which is
close to the birth of their first child is that to Sarah
Jackson in Great Budworth, Cheshire. Although there are
no baptisms in Great Budworth to indicate they stayed
there, there isn’t any evidence to indicate they moved to
Bolton either. However this was a period when the
Industrial Revolution was beginning to attract people from
rural areas into the mill towns.
The closest marriage in Bolton was in 1764, the
marriage of John, a weaver of Heywood to Sarah Ogden,
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but after the birth of a daughter in 1765 there is an 11
year gap before the children of John and Sarah appear in
the Quaker records. I have chosen to put Sarah Jackson
in the tree but it is highly speculative.
I have just published the tree of this family. It is included
in a new collection of small families called Families 3. I
have also moved the Sharples family into this new
collection so now both the first two Families collections
have 6 families.

Bury and Massachusetts Clan
I have added a brand new clan, The Bury and
Massachusetts Clan, containing 194 people, 124 of them
Warburtons. You can access the tree, a chart and a
Descendant Report from either the Clans page or the
sidebar.
The tree is based on a large tree sent to me some time
ago by Eric Warburton. Eric’s tree included many
branches of ancestors so I have been pruning it down to
the Warburton lines, and changing the style to match my
other trees. I have also been able to extend some of the
Warburton branches. It is the first time I have included
information from the 1939 Register.
Eric’s line emigrated to Massachusetts in the 19th
century. The earliest Warburton ancestor was William of
Bury. He married Mary Yates in 1802, but his birth and
death dates are still unknown. He was a widower when
he married. The most logical explanation of the available
records identifies his first wife as Ann Taylor and
suggests he was originally a soldier, so he may not have
originated in Bury. The last quarter of the 18th century
was when the Industrial Revolution saw an explosion of
cotton mills in towns like Bury so there was a large influx
of people from surrounding areas to man them.
This clan is significant because Eric is one of the two
members of the Lancashire Group who has done the Big
Y DNA test.

S6881 and The Lancashire Clan
In April I published a greatly modified version of my
Commentary on Results. It is linked to from the DNA
Page of the website. It includes a reference to a new
paper on the results of The Lancashire Group which is
also linked to from the DNA Page.
Developments have continued since then and The
Lancashire Group has been updated further.
Firstly to summarise the position, there are 8 members
of the Lancashire Group who have taken DNA tests and
the results indicate that they share a common ancestor,
but he lived before the introduction of surnames. I
interpret this to mean that he probably lived in the village
of Warburton sometime between its founding in the 10th
century, and the general adoption of surnames in the 14th
century.
The most recent SNP (mutation) shared by the two
Warburtons who have taken a full Big Y test is called
S6881. This is dated at 753 AD with a 95% probability it
falls between 445 AD and 1184 AD. This mutation could
One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

conceivably have occurred in the village of Warburton but
more likely it occurred earlier and one or more S6881
carriers were amongst the original settlers of the village.
The date range for the origin of S6881 is a good match
for the period of the Kingdom of Mercia (6th – 10th
centuries). At that time the river Mersey was the northern
boundary of Mercia, first with Northumbria, and later the
Dane Law. Therefore I think the mutation occurred
somewhere in Mercia, and carriers were among the
settlers who founded the fortified settlement of
Werburghstune (later Warburton) in the 10th century on
the southern bank of the Mersey. Others may have lived
elsewhere in Mercia.
Subsequently with the establishment of England (when
Wessex absorbed Mercia and pushed back the Danes)
S6881 was able to spread north into Lancashire and
across into Yorkshire. This migration could have begun
long before surnames were common and continued for
1000 years. The spread will have continued right through
the industrial revolution and the move from the
countryside into towns.
Information may come to light in the future to prove me
wrong but that is my theory for now.
In all 7 of the first 623 BigY testers have tested positive
for S6881, including 2 Warburtons, one from the Bury and
Massachusetts clan, and one from the Tottington clan.
These are amongst 2 dozen results within the R-U106
project that are either tested or predicted to be S6881,
and a further 18 who are possibly S6881. The number of
BigY testers is growing all the time and is now over 700.
S6881 can also be tested individually, or as part of a
small group, or panel of SNPs, but such a test is a long
shot if previous testing hasn’t shown a positive result to
be likely.
A conversation developed on the R-U106 Project blog
which indicated that a number of S6881 positive testers
had origins in Cheshire, Lancashire, and West Yorkshire,
which is consistent with my S6881 theory.
The 7 BigY results identified the locations of a number
of mutations below S6881 that divided up the subclade. I
used these to break down the S6881 subclade in more
detail in a haplotree (sometimes called a phylogenetic
tree) and included it in The Lancashire Group. It showed
that the 2 Warburton BigY testers shared none of the
SNPs below S6881 suggesting their common ancestor
lived shortly after the founding of Warburton Village and
the Warburton name was subsequently adopted
independently by two of his descendants.
Three of the Lancashire group members have STR
results which place them close to the Bury and
Massachusetts clan, These are the Radcliffe half of the
Haslingden and Radcliffe clan, a result whose origins are
still unclear, and another with origins in Turton that has
yet to be documented. Two other results, both linked to
Haslingden, are a bit more remote. They are closer to the
Bury and Massachusetts clan than to Tottington clan. This
leaves the Tottington clan in splendid isolation on its own
branch of the tree.
BigY is expensive so a cheap way of verifying possible
S6881 people and placing them in the correct part of the
S6881 haplotree would be very useful. YSEQ is a
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company which offers to establish tests for specific
locations and groups of locations via its “Wish a SNP’ and
“Wish a Panel” service. I used this service to create a
testable panel of SNPs that includes S6881 and six
others that have been identified below it.
The Warburton result from the Edenfield clan is
genetically a little more remote from the others. It was an
experiment as I began with just a 12 marker STR test and
by rights with the number of mismatches he had with the
other Lancashire Group members he was not a close
match. However a couple of his more unusual values
were similar to the other group members so I took a
chance and tested him for SNP Z343, which was positive.
Z343 dates to around 200 BC. I then took the opportunity
of the April sale at FTDNA to order a Z8 SNP pack test as
it includes a test of S6881, and sure enough the result
came back positive for S6881.
I then used my S6881 Panel at YSEQ to place it in the
S6881 haplotree, and it is right alongside the result from
the Bury and Massachusetts clan.Their most recent SNP
is dated around 1266 AD (plus or minus 500 years; the
range is wide because there are so few results so far).
Their common ancestor will have lived later than this but
pinning that down will require identifying and testing
SNPs which will have occurred since the last known
shared SNP. It is reckoned SNPs occur every 100-150
years.
So what have I learned from all this? Well firstly I am
more confident that the other Lancashire Group members
(other than the Tottington clan member) will be at least as
close to the Bury and Massachusetts clan as the
Edenfield result, though the two Haslingden results (from
the Haslingden and Radcliffe, and Haslingden and Utah
clans) should probably be checked out with the S6881
panel.
The Edenfield clan tree goes back to the 16th century
in the Edenfield area and I would expect the common
ancestor of the group (other than the Tottington clan) also
lived in that area.
I have also learned that starting with the cheapest
available STR test and following it up with targeted SNP
tests is a valid strategy. If anyone would like to try it
please get in touch.
The next step for the Lancashire Group is to develop a
new Panel at YSEQ based on the 7 unique SNPs from
the BigY result from the Bury and Massachusetts clan,
and to test the other Group members. This will allow a
haplotree to be built showing how the different clans link
to each other. My only concern would be that more
distant relations would have some unique SNPs of their
own which would enhance the panel. Unfortunately
testing to uncover new SNPs is much more expensive
than testing specific known SNPs.

The Curious Case of Grave 811
Grave 811 in the graveyard of Bowdon, St Mary
contains the bodies of Mary, wife of Samuel of Timperley
who died on April 24th 1797, aged 32 and the said
Samuel who died on September 14th 1800, aged 40.
Samuel is mentioned in his father Thomas’s will.
As Samuel and his wife are already dead Thomas makes
One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

provision for their children. Samuel and Mary are thus
firmly fixed as part of the Warburton Village clan.
However grave 811 also contains Samuel Warburton of
Altrincham who died on July 14th 1865, aged 59, plus 2
of his sons, one daughter-in-law, and a grandson.
Samuel’s wife is also referred to as Abigail. The curiosity
is I can’t find any link between the two Samuels.
I referred to this problem when constructing the
Bowdon Families spreadsheet. Samuel of Altrincham fits
reasonably with the son of Thomas and Sarah nee
Davenport who was born on October 16th 1806.
Admittedly this makes him 58 not 59, but he also adds a
year to his age in the 1851 and 1861 censuses, the
abode of Altrincham is consistent and there is no other
Samuel baptised locally at that time.
Now Samuel of Timperley did have a son Thomas born
in 1785 who could be the Thomas who married Sarah
Davenport in 1805. However Sarah appears in the 1851
census living with her son John and his family. She is a
widow and her age makes her birth around 1778-9. This
ties in with the burial record of Sarah of Altrincham,
widow of Thomas, aged 76, on July 7th 1854. Thomas of
Altrincham died on February 5th 1848, aged 78. Is this
indeed Sarah’s husband? It feels right. His age would be
a little older that Sarah, whereas the son of Samuel and
Mary of Timperley would be six years younger than her.
Unfortunately neither Thomas nor Sarah can be found
in the 1841 census so it can’t be shown Thomas was
alive in 1841, or if his age matched the 1848 burial. On
the other hand I have found no burial, or census record
for the Thomas born in 1785 to Samuel and Mary of
Timperley.
The best fit for the Thomas who died in 1848 is the son
of Josiah and Martha nee Henshaw, who was baptised
on April 29th 1770.
This conundrum affects various links from the Bowdon
Families spreadsheet, and the new Ashley and Morley
clan I recently published so is it possible that Samuel of
Altrincham, husband of Abigail, is buried with a
namesake he seems to have no connection to. Was it
simply a case of taking over a grave whose ownership
had lapsed, or does it mean, despite evidence to the
contrary, that a family link does exist? I have decided the
evidence points most strongly to the former.

Haslingden and Radcliffe Clan Update
Members of the Guild of One-Name Studies sometimes
send me Warburton death notices from local papers. It is
interesting to see if I can link them to one of the clans.
Given their age and date of death it is quite straight
forward to identify their birth in the Index to the
Registration of Births, and if relations are mentioned in
the notice I could find them as well, though as I don’t
normally put living people on clan trees I can’t use that
information.
The Registration of Births Index entry includes the
mother’s maiden name, so it is often possible to use that
to find the associated marriage in the Index of Marriage
Registrations, and to find siblings by looking for other
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birth registrations with the same mother’s maiden name.
The key step however is to find the father’s own birth
registration, which will most often be 20-30 years before
the marriage. If the father was born before 1911 then I
can start looking in censuses and there is a reasonable
chance of tracking the family back to 1841. Now the 1939
Register is online there is an additional tool to help.
Whether I am successful usually depends on whether
names are common or unusual, and whether the family
had moved to areas where there are fewer Warburtons to
be found. Difficulties arise when there are multiple
possibilities due to a number of Warburtons with the
same forename living in a small area, and marrying wives
with the same maiden name.
A recent notice I received was from the Clacton Gazette
for a gentleman who died in April at the age of 81.
Tracing his family went smoothly but alas they originated
in Sheffield. Some years ago I came across a Sheffield
family on Genes Reunited but so far I haven’t got around
to documenting it.
I was much more successful with a gentleman called
David John Warburton who died in January in Doune,
Scotland at the age of 88. His mother’s maiden name
was unusual (Damant), and his father had the middle
name of Glyde. Also the father was born in 1897 so he
appeared in 2 censuses. The family were in London for a
couple of generations, and I got back to Henry Gideon
Warburton who was born in Wolverhampton but was
living with his father Gideon in Islington in 1851. Gideon
was born in Rochdale, Lancashire around 1808.
When I started searching for Gideon’s baptism the only
reference I could find was in Trowbridge, Wiltshire which
seemed a bit odd. Eventually it transpired that Gideon’s
father John was a Lancashire weaver, and baptist
preacher who had moved to Trowbridge around 1800.
Searching the web I discovered that in 1813 41 people
seceded from the Back Street Baptist chapel because
they disapproved of the doctrines of the new minister,
and subsequently built the Zion Chapel. Their first
permanent pastor was John Warburton, a Lancashire
weaver. He was a very popular preacher, wrote a
Christian classic (The Mercies of a Covenant God) and
was one of the 3 founders of the Gospel Standard Baptist
Churches. He remained their preacher until his death in
1857.
John also appeared in the 1851 census so I had his
age and place of birth and was able to find his baptism in
the parish registers. His father was George, and George
proved to be a good fit for a George I already had in the
Radcliffe half of the Haslingden and Radcliffe Clan. This
clan is actually two clans, linked by DNA, and also by the
marriage of Sarah Warburton of Radcliffe, and James
Warburton of Haslingden. George was Sarah’s uncle.
I have spent some time fleshing out this new part of the
clan. I have not followed every possible path, but even so
the clan has grown by nearly a quarter. As often happens
an unusual story emerged. In the 1851 census one of
John the Minister’s 10 children, James had two
grandsons living with him. One, Frederick died shortly
after, but the other John, married and had a large family.
In 1873 the whole family emigrated to Rhode island.
One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

The problem was finding John’s parents so I could link
him into the tree. The fist clue was that 2 of John’s 9
children were daughters named Fanny and Clara. When I
looked up their birth registrations they were both given
the middle name of Millgrove. John’s grandfather
James only had two children, John and James, and John
married Elizabeth Millgrove in 1844, It seems that John
and Elizabeth must be John junior’s parents, but their
marriage was six years after John was born (seven if you
take the date of birth John used in Rhode Island, but this
was a year before his birth was registered). Furthermore
when I eventually found his birth registration he was
registered as John William Milgrove (sic). He was also
present with his grandfather in 1841 as a 3 year old John
Milgrove. When he married Jane Gerrish in 1857 he
appears on the Index of Marriages as John Warburton
Milgrove, but in the parish register as John Milgrove
Warburton, father John. Details of John and a number of
his family in Rhode Island can be found on the Find a
Grave website where he is referred to as John Henry. It
seems names can be quite fluid at times.
John and Elizabeth were about 18 when John junior
was born. Maybe they were considered too young to
marry, even when they had a second son. I did wonder if
their mother was not Elizabeth but a relation of hers but
that seems a more complicated explanation, and the
simplest is usually the correct one. Incidentally it is not
my record for the gap between the birth of a child and the
marriage of its parents. Bancroft Warburton, the son of
John Bancroft and Elizabeth Warburton was born 10
years before they married. In this case I suspect the
reason was that John was recently widowed and had a
young family when Bancroft was born, and his wife was
Mary Warburton, almost certainly a relation of Elizabeth’s
though I haven’t found the exact link. They probably
waited until the children were grown up.
I have loaded the updated Haslingden and Radcliffe
clan, and it can be accessed from the Clans Page or the
Sidebar.

The Story of Warburton Pike
Last August Ian Sanderson sent me the following link:
http://www.saturnavineyards.com/story-warburton-pike. It
points to the story of Warburton Pike, a naturalist, author,
adventurer, miner and philanthropist who lived on the
island of Saturna in British Columbia in the late 19th
century. The story is on the website of the Saturna winery.
I have also found a second, shorter version in PDF format
and placed a copy on the Papers page.
I will leave you to follow the link and read the story as
you wish. My interest was to discover his ancestry and
the reason for his Warburton name.
The adventurer of the story was born Warburton Mayer
Pike on September 25th 1861 in Wareham, Dorset, the
middle child of seven from a wealthy mining family. The
family had a contract to supply clay to Josiah
Wedgewood. Warburton’s father was John William Pike
and his middle name of Mayer was his mother’s family
name.
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A search of censuses shows he was not the first
Warburton Pike. A Warburton Pike was baptised on
August 10th 1823 at Church-Knowle in Dorset, although
his census records, and his burial, on February 3rd 1882
aged 64, suggest he was born in 1817. He spent his adult
life in the London area. His parents were William and
Anne Pike.
William Pike married Ann Warburton on August 13th
1803 at Norton in the Moors, Staffordshire. Ann became
Anne on her children’s baptisms. Norton in the Moors is
only a couple of miles from Burslem where Josiah
Wedgwood set up his pottery.
Seven children were baptised at Church-Knowle,
including 3 on the same day, One of these was John
William Pike. So the first Warburton Pike was the uncle of
the adventurer.
Censuses reveal a Laurence Warburton Pike son of
William Josh (Joseph) Pike also living in Wareham, His
birth was registered in the second quarter of 1849, and
his death in the third quarter on 1900 though his age was
given as 50. His father was another son of William and
Anne nee Warburton.
Finding Anne’s Warburton forebears is a little more
difficult. Anne was probably the Ann baptised on June
26th 1781 at Stoke-on-Trent, the daughter of William and
Mary. In turn William married Mary Lees on July 19th
1778 at Whitmore, which is close to Stoke. However
there are no baptisms of a William Warburton in
Staffordshire prior to 1760 so he must have moved from
elsewhere.

The Origins of the Bakers
My tree of the family of Warburtons the Bakers was
taken from a tree they have published in one of their
company booklets, though I embellished it a bit with
information from censuses etc. It starts with Henry born in
1805.
A number of Public Trees on Ancestry show this Henry
as the son of Thomas and Sarah nee Wolstenholme, and
Thomas in turn as the son of Henry and Alice Thredfield
of Haslingden who are included in the Haslingden and
Radcliffe clan.
Is this correct? Strictly speaking the dates don't match.
Henry was 46 in the 1851 census and 48 when he was
buried on May 22nd 1853. If these ages are correct he
was born between about May 20th 1804 and March 30th
1805. The son of Thomas and Sarah was born on June
26th 1805 and baptised on August 11th.
The growth in nonconformist churches means that not
all baptisms are in the parish records, or those
nonconformist records that are available, Thus although
I have found no record of a Henry whose birth or baptism
dates fit exactly, there could be an unrecorded Henry.
Henry’s place of birth in the 1851 census can be
interpreted as Walmersley, whereas Thomas and Sarah’s
abode on their Henry’s baptism is Edenfield. Again these
two places are close, but not the same, being 4 miles
apart on opposite sides of the town of Ramsbottom.
One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

On the other hand there is no other death or other
record of a Henry that fits the details of Thomas and
Sarah’s son. Even the subject of an unrecorded baptism
might be expected to leave some evidence of their
life.This leaves Henry of the baker’s clan as the closest
match for the son of Thomas and Sarah.
Also there were four children of Thomas and Sarah
born in Walmersley between 1800 and 1803 who might
be siblings if the family then moved to Edenfield. Henry
might well have been born in Walmersley and not
baptised until the family reached Edenfield, or he may
simply have been confused because his older siblings
were born there. Therefore equating Henry with the son
of Thomas and Sarah is probably acceptable.
Linking the Thomas who married Sarah to the son of
Henry and Alice of Haslingden is more problematic.
Perhaps the only clue to support the link is that Henry is a
name frequently used in Haslingden, though it isn’t
absent from Bury either.
The supposed marriage of Thomas and Sarah is at St
Mary the Virgin, Bury on June 2nd 1803. Ignoring the fact
that this excludes the Walmersley children who were born
earlier, this introduces many other candidates for this
marriage from the Bury area itself. For example no fewer
than 9 Thomas's were baptised in the Bury and
Haslingden area between 1774 and 1777. Four of these
would fit the supposed burial of Thomas at St John, Bury
on December 8th 1842 aged 67.
In all 18 children of Thomas and Sarah (or Sally) were
baptised between 1800 and 1815 with 7 different abodes
quoted and 3 different chapels used. These include 4
born at Walmersley between 1800 and 1803, 4 born at
Edenfield between 1805 and 1809, and 3 born at
Ramsbottom between 1811 and 1815.These could be
one family though Thomas has 3 different occupations at
Edenfield (spinner, carder, and engineer), and a fourth
(dyer) at Ramsbottom.
The only other Thomas and Sarah marriages in
Lancashire were in 1795 and 1810, both in Bury. Clearly
at least one family was moving around, but even so there
seems to be a shortage of marriages.
Sorting out these families, and identifying the correct
Thomas as the father of each one is not straightforward.
It is highly uncertain who Thomas was, and even if Sarah
was the Sarah Wolstemholme married in 1803.

Other Updates
Audley Clan
The Audley Clan is a new clan which includes 84
people, 56 of them Warburtons, It is the family of Leon
Warburton, one of my early DNA participants. Until
recently his result was unmatched but I recently got a
result from the Coppenhall Clan which does match, tying
the two clans together in a group I’ve called the South
Cheshire Group.
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Smith Family Photos

Leon also sent me two photos, and a family tree, of
Charles Smith, his wife Louisa nee Warburton, and 12 of
their children, They are shown here, and also added to
the Miscellaneous Photos section of the Gallery. The
family lived in Audley in Staffordshire and are part of the
new Audley clan.

The Ashley and Morley Clan
I have mentioned a number of times I was working on a
Morley clan, but this had evolved into an Ashley and
Morley clan as I followed up on the connection of the
Morley family with Josiah and Martha of Ashley. This led
to a host of new lines in the Altrincham area with the
name Josiah a frequent occurrence. Not all possible lines
have been explored but I have published a clan
containing 185 people, 145 of the Warburtons.

Other Changes

The Smith family at Field’s Farm Audley.
Back row: Henrietta (Tet), Frank, Tina, Robert, Nancy,
Edmund, James, Minnie, Charles, Mana
Front row: Mary (Polly), Charles, Louisa, Harry

I have changed the way I create the Combined Index.
It is no longer a PDF but is created directly by Reunion,
my family tree program. The content is the same, but its
creation is easier, and it seems to load more quickly.
I have also restructured the Clans page to include a
South Cheshire Group that reflects the DNA link
between the Audley and Coppenhall clans, and a West
Cheshire Group based on a recent DNA match between
the Liverpool and Oldham Clan, and the recently
restructured Tilston Clan.

Clan Tree Style Guide
When I first applied to the Guild of One Name Studies
to do a Warburton project they estimated the total number
of Warburtons that would fall within its scope to be about
30,000. To date the various clans I have published
include about 5,600. I have barely scratched the surface.
I know there are a number of Warburton family trees
around various websites (Ancestry, GenesReunited etc.),
and I am sure there are other private ones. I would like to
see as many of these as possible added to The
Warburton Website and hope you do too.

Louisa (Nee Warburton) and Charles Smith and their
tree below

One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

I have already built a number of trees from information
passed to me by various people but this is time
consuming, and I still have many submissions to work
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through. Even when the information is in a convenient
form such as a GEDCOM file from a Family Tree
Program it usually contains non-Warburton branches, is
in a different style, and doesn’t explore other related
Warburton branches.
A major difference between a Warburton clan tree, and
a standard family tree is that a clan tree is an inverted
form of family tree. Whereas a family tree tends to start
with a living individual and follow several lines of
ancestors back as far as possible, a clan tree starts with
the earliest known Warburton ancestor and follows all
possible lines of Warburton descendants towards modern
day.
It would be a great help to me, and maybe of interest to
the developer if people were prepared to separate and
develop their Warburton line in a form that is compatible
with other trees on the website. I have therefore
developed this Style Guide to help with that.

Scope
As I am concerned with Warburton clans the scope of
the clan tree is restricted to Warburtons and their
spouses, though additional information may be added as
a note. Thus a Mr Warburton’s wife will be in the tree but
her parents or other ancestors will not. His daughter’s
husband will also be included but her children will not,
except as a note containing any interesting information,
including the number and sex of them.

Sources
I don’t use the sources feature of family tree programs
as I believe the superscripts they generate impact on the
readability of Descendant Reports. Therefore I have
adopted a simplistic approach to sources in that they are
either assumed or mentioned in the text of notes. This is
expanded in the section below.
The rational is that although there are many places to
find images or transcripts of church records, it is the
record itself that is the source, and it is the only likely
source in most cases. Similarly census information, and
BMD registrations only have a single source, though
these are available and sometimes embellished on
various sites.

Information Captured
The following information is recorded where available:
1. Date of Birth. If an exact date of birth is shown it is
assumed to have come from parish records, or from
a recent death registration, or the 1939 Register
which both include date of birth. If it is from
elsewhere it should be noted. Normally just the year
will be shown. This will be deduced from the date of
baptism, or from the quarter when it was registered,
though a registration in the first quarter, or a baptism
in the early weeks of the year could be for a birth in
the previous year so the year could be prefixed with
‘abt’. Although most baptisms occurred 1-3 months
after the birth, there are occasional late, or very late
baptisms.

One Name Study webpage: http://warburton.one-name.net

2. Date of Baptism. This is assumed to be from
church records.
3. Place of birth: This will either be the parent’s abode
on the parish record, or the place of birth on census
entries.
4. Census entries are recorded as census events, and
should include date, place and an event memo. The
event memo should detail the content of the census
entry including names, ages and occupation. The
sequence head, wife, children is assumed so only
variations need noting. Lodgers and live-in servants
should be mentioned but don’t need the same level of
detail. In the 1911 census the years married, and the
numbers of children born and living, are recorded.
These should be noted.
5. If appropriate details from the 1939 Register should
be handled as an event.
6. Date of Death. Usually this will only be the year, but
an exact date will be known if a monumental
inscription, obituary, or death certificate is available,
or if it has been recorded in the parish register. The
last will be assumed if there is no mention of one or
more of the others.
7. Date of Burial. This will only be included if an exact
date is known from church records, or monumental
inscriptions. It is possible the place of burial will be
known but not the exact date (e.g. if all we have is a
date of death on a headstone).
8. Notes. Notes can include anything of interest that is
known and should include the source of any unusual
information. Where possible a reference to the
Registration index for the birth and death should be
noted to aid interested parties in purchasing
certificates. If the whole tree is based on a specific
source then this should be noted in the Notes for the
oldest ancestor.
9. Marriages. Date and location should be noted
where known. The event memo should include
details from the marriage record in parish records,
though before 1840 there is usually nothing relevant.
A reference to the registration index entry should be
entered if relevant. The bride and groom are
assumed to be a spinster and bachelor if it is not
stated otherwise.
Living people should not be included though their
presence can be indicated by noting the number and sex
of children and grandchildren of their most recently
deceased ancestor. If unsure people under 90 should be
assumed to be alive.

Next Issue
The material for the next issue will first appear as
Warburton Website posts, and will be collected into a
Newsletter when there is a sufficient amount of it.
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