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98: Samuel Bartley 

 

This Samuel Bartley should not be confused with Samuel Bartley of 8, Sunset Cottages, 
Ness; he was a Corporal in the Royal Regiment of Artillery and survived the war. 
 

Samuel Bartley was, probably, the 5th child of William and Elizabeth Bartley of Burton 
and he was baptised at Burton on 5 September 1897 when William was a labourer.  
 

In the 1891 census William (20, labourer) and Elizabeth (24) are recorded as married 
and boarding with Martha Ashton in Burton. Listed above William and Elizabeth in that 
census is Thomas Ashton, 3, recorded as a grandson of Martha. By the time of the 1901 
census their family had extended and William was recorded as the head of household: 

 

In both the 1901 and 1911 census Thomas Ashton is still recorded in the household; 
shown as a stepson in the 1901 census he was the illegitimate son of Elizabeth and was 
baptised at Burton on 8 January 1888 when Elizabeth was recorded as single woman. 
Referred to as a stepson in the 1901 census it is unlikely that Thomas Ashton was 

Basic Information [as recorded on local memorial or by CWGC] 

Name as recorded on local memorial or by CWGC: Samuel Bartley   

Rank: Private   

Battalion / Regiment:  "B" Coy. 2nd/9th Bn.  Manchester Regiment  

Service Number:   352362  Date of Death: 11 June 1917  Age at Death: 19  

Buried / Commemorated at: Gorre British and Indian Cemetery, Gorre, Departement du Pas-de-Calais, 
Nord-Pas-de-Calais, France 

Additional information given by CWGC: The son of William and Elizabeth Bartley of Burton 

1901 census – Burton Road, Burton 
 

 William Bartley  29  waggoner on farm  born Neston 
 Elizabeth   35      born Burton 
 Martha Ashton  62  mother-in-law, widow  born Overton, Flintshire 
 Thomas Ashton  13  stepson    born Burton 
 William Bartley      9      born Burton 
 John        8      born Burton 
 Fred       6      born Burton 
 Alfred       5      born Burton 
 Samuel        3      born Burton 
 Walter       1       born Burton 
 Doris    7 months     born Burton 
 



Page | 1132 
 

1911 census (condensed) – Burton 
 

 William Bartley  40  waggoner on farm    born Ness 
 Elizabeth   45        born Burton 
 John    19  labourer, farm     born Burton 
 Frederick   17  gardener’s labourer    born Burton 
 Alfred    16  labourer, farm     born Burton 
 Samuel    14        born Burton 
 Walter    12        born Burton 
 Doris    11        born Burton 
 Hilda May       7        born Burton 
 Martha Ashton  71  widow      born Overton,  

Flintshire 
Thomas Ashton  23  labourer, farm     born Burton 

  
William and Elizabeth had been married for 20 years and all nine children had survived (although the 
nine appears to include Thomas Ashton). 

 

William’s son. William Bartley and Elizabeth Ashton married at Our Lady & St Nicholas 
& St Anne, the Liverpool Parish Church, in late 1890. 
 

In 1911 William and Elizabeth’s first child, William Bartley, 19, was a horseman on a 
farm and was boarding with farm bailiff John and Maria Crosby in Puddington.  
Some details of the family are shown towards the end of this account. 
Samuel was still at home with his parents and other siblings: 

 

As the Service Record of Samuel Bartley has not been found it is not possible to detail 
his army service although it is believed that he enlisted in Chester with "B" Coy. 2/9th 
Battalion Manchester Regiment and that he was killed in action on 11 June 1917. At 
some time his original Service Number, 4927, was changed to 352362. 
 

The 2/9th Battalion Manchester Regiment (the ‘Ashton Pals’) was formed at Ashton-
under-Lyne in August 1914 as a second line unit. 
In November 1914 it was placed under the command of the 198th Brigade in the 66th 
(2nd East Lancashire) Division. In May 1915 the troops moved to Crowborough, East 
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Sussex, and went on to Colchester in March 1916. In February and March 1917 the 
troops moved to France. The 66th Division was one of the much-maligned Territorial 
Divisions, somewhat despised and mistrusted by Kitchener and the Regular Army units, 
and at the outbreak of war were the least well equipped of Britain’s military forces - in 
1914 the Territorials were still not equipped with the Lee-Enfield rifle but still had old 
Japanese models. However:  
 

By 16 March the entire Division had entrained, detrained, marched, inspected and assembled, and 
after a few days gathering stragglers and organising last minute details, the division was sent ‘up 
the line’ under the command of XI Corps, First Army – the 66th’s first taste of ‘real’ war. 
 

The Division found itself holding the line in the GIVENCHY sector. Its strength lay in the ‘spirit of 
the men’ rather than Regular Army training. And by God did it need such strength in this area. The 
Givenchy sector, near La Bassee, was foul panorama of depressingly flat coalfields and shell holes, 
interspersed with conical slagheaps and wrecked mine heads that made excellent defensive 
bastions for the Germans. During 1915 Givenchy had been at the centre of fierce fighting but by 
1917 it was a quiet, miserable, and forgotten sector. 
 

The Division’s first task was to create some semblance of order – the trench system was a flooded 
and destroyed shambles that relied on isolated forward outposts, wire and Machine Guns, that 
was described as ‘unattackable and indefensible’ by FG Guggisberg, the Divisional CRE. 
Guggisberg was a remarkable man who was branded a rascal and a dangerous maverick by 
British society after the war. He was also the last British WW1 general to have a statue raised to 
him. 
 

It is the nature of military history and historians to concentrate on battle but the reality of the 
Western Front was that soldiers spent very little of their time actually engaged in combat, and 
most of it ‘holding the line’. ‘Lineholding’ (or ‘Goalkeeping’ as it was known) was an unglamorous 
but essential task that was never-ending. In order to understand what this entailed it’s important 
to understand the nature of trenches and trench warfare. ‘Trenches’ are not channels dug into the 
ground in order to provide protection for troops. They were in fact vast cities containing millions 
of men and requiring all the support, maintenance, administration and infrastructure of any 
metropolis, but considerably magnified. Unlike a ‘normal’ city most of this activity took place 
underground, at night, and under fire, necessitating the most elaborate methods of protection, 
camouflage, and deception. 
 

The 66th Division spent its time here recovering communication trenches (of which 17,000 yards 
had been recovered by May), laying water supplies and telephone cable, and repairing the 
damage caused by Minenwerfers. They also laid tramways and light railways, and were 
constantly at work trying to drain the all-pervasive mud described as having a ‘rare and gluesome 
tenacity’. The decision not to equip the 66th with a Pioneer battalion dramatically increased the 
workload, requiring the attachment of up to 300 infantry per Field Company – 900 men in all. This 
was not so much a ‘Soldier’s War’ as an ‘Engineers’ and Navvies War’. 
 

In addition whilst there was no actual ‘fighting’ as such on this sector preparations for offensive 
and defensive schemes had to be made. In the spring of 1917 there was reason to believe that the 
Germans would be retiring on this front as they had further south and extensive preparations 
were made. 
These preparations included the construction of forward routes for infantry and wagons, all of 
which had to be differently sign-posted every 30 yards, allocated as up or down routes, and 
policed by Traffic Control. They also built fences and bridges, created gaps in the wire for 
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Army Registers of Soldiers' Effects, 1901-1929 
 

In Summer 1919 the army paid outstanding credits – mainly remaining wages – to soldiers or, in the case of those who 
had died, their family or nominated representatives. At the same time a War Gratuity was often paid. In June 1919 
Samuel’s mother Elizabeth, as sole legatee, received a payment of outstanding wages of £2 16s 8d from the army and 
in November a War Gratuity of £4. This, a total value of £6 16s 8d, is equivalent to a labour value (wages) of around 
£1050 in 2018. 
 

The War Gratuity was introduced in December 1918 as a payment to be made to those men who had served in WW1 
for a period of 6 months or more home service or for any length of service if a man had served overseas. The rules 
governing the gratuity were implemented under Army Order 17 of 1919 but the amount paid was related to the length 
of war service. 

movement, dealt with water supplies, and hauled thousands of planks for duckboards. This covers 
just a fraction of the work required. Of course, all of this was administered and integrated by the 
overworked Staff Officers of the various units involved mostly at Brigade level. Very heavy 
German Minenwerfer fire, bad weather, and a shortage of men so acute that 199 Brigade 
Training School had to be closed down further hampered these preparations, whilst in June Lewis 
Gun fire was curtailed in order to release men for wiring party duties. 
 

Despite the toughness of the job and the inexperience of the Division the preparations were 
completed. Alas it was all to no avail as the Germans had no intention of retiring just yet and the 
Division moved a few miles north to the La Bassee sector. 
An important factor of the BEF’s approach to trench warfare was the constant stress on taking 
the offensive, and in the trenchlock conditions that prevailed on the Western Front that meant 
raids. Raids were carried out by any number of men from just 2 or 3 up to an entire battalion. On 
8 June the 66th carried out its first major raid –Operation TABASCO - with the honour falling to 2/5 
Manchester Regiment (199 Brigade) under Lt.-Col. Hewlett, though the raid itself was carried out 
by ‘A’ and ‘B’ Companies under Capt. Walmesley Cotham.  
[The Manchester Regiment 1899 – 1958 - http://www.themanchesters.org/66th%20-3.htm] 

 

Although Samuel Bartley would not have been involved in this raid, it is possible that he 
took part in one of the many similar excursions that took place around this time and 
this could have been the cause of his death. Certainly, the troops were not involved in 
any major conflict until late June - by which time Samuel had died - when the Division 
moved to the coast at Nieuport (now Nieuwpoort) via Bethune, the Division’s first 
major move. 
 

Samuel Bartley is buried at Gorre British and Indian Cemetery. 
The chateau at Gorre was occupied early in the war by troops serving with the British Expeditionary 
Force and the Indian Corps, and the cemeteries, located in the south-east corner of the original 
chateau grounds, were begun in the autumn of 1914. The Indian section of the cemetery was closed in 
October 1915, shortly before the Indian infantry divisions left France for redeployment to the Middle 
East. Many of those who now lie in plots V and VI of the British section of the cemetery were killed 
during the Battle of Estaires in April 1918. There are now over 930 Commonwealth servicemen of the 
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The CWGC headstone of 
Samuel Bartley at Gorre 
British and Indian Cemetery, 
Calais, France            Source: 
http://ashtonpals.webs.com/ 

Liverpool Echo - Saturday 28 July 1917      

The second notice was by Jack (John), 

Sam’s brother, who was also serving in 

France.   

 

British Army WWI Medal Rolls Index Cards, 1914-1920 

First World War buried or commemorated here. For much of the war, Gorre Chateau stood 
approximately four kilometres behind a section of the British front-line that ran northward along the 
Aubers Ridge from Givenchy-lès-la-Bassée to Festubert. From the end of the Battle of Festubert in May 
1915 until the spring of 1918, this was considered a relatively ‘quiet’ sector. The village of Gorre was 
occasionally bombarded by German artillery during this period, but the chateau remained intact and 
its rooms were used as an officer’s mess and headquarters for British units stationed in the area. The 
grounds of the chateau were also the site of several artillery emplacements, a rifle range and an 
improvised parade ground and football pitch. Throughout 1916 and 1917 British troops could be seen 
drilling in the fields next to the chateau or unloading supplies from barges on the La Bassée Canal, 
which runs just south of the village. The British section of the cemetery was used by infantry and 
artillery units stationed in the area until April 1918, when the relative quiet of the sector was shattered 
by the German Spring Offensive and Gorre became a support post close behind the front line during 
the Battle of Estaire.       [Adapted from: https://www.cwgc.org/find-a-  
      cemetery/cemetery/65500/GORRE%20BRITISH%20AND%20INDIAN%20CEMETERY] 

 

 

 
 
Some details are known of Samuel Batley’s siblings and 
parents:- 
 

https://www.cwgc.org/find-a-
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Elizabeth Bartley, Samuel’s mother, 67, was buried at Burton on 29 November 1934. 
This was nine months after the death of her son, Thomas Ashcroft. 
 

William Bartley (born 17 October 1871), Samuel’s father, was recorded as living with 
widow Jane Ashton (born 25 October 1896) at 2 
Raby Gardens (off Tannery Lane), Neston in the 
1939 Register. William was a retired builder’s 
labourer and Jane was the widow of Thomas 
Ashton, William’s stepson (Elizabeth Bartley’s 
illegitimate son). Thomas Ashton had married 
Jane Smith at a Civil Marriage on Wirral in early 
1921 but Thomas died on 17 February 1934 
aged 45 and was buried at Neston Cemetery. 
In the 1939 Register, three lines of the entry, 
the records of three children of Thomas and 
Jane, have been redacted.   
William Bartley died on 25 December 1956, 
aged 86, and was buried at Burton on 28 
December. When he died he was still living at 2 Raby Gardens, Neston.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Jane Ashton, the wife of Thomas died on 26 February 1982, aged 84, and is buried with 
him at Neston Cemetery. Jane outlived Thomas for 48 years.  
 

William, the first child of the marriage of William and Elizabeth, was baptised at Burton 
on 31 May 1891 when his father was recorded as a farm labourer.  
William may have married Wilhelmina Lawton (born 25 December 1891) at St Peter’s 
Church, Heswall, in early 1920 but nothing further is known of him although he may 
have died in mid-1964 aged 72 (he appears to have been born in January 1891). 
William has not been located in the 1939 Register although Wilhelmina was at ‘Hillside 
Farm’, Dawstone Road, Lower Heswall with bricklayer John and Mary E Smith. One line 
of the Register has been redacted, probably the record for a child of William and 
Wilhelmina. It is not known when Wilhelmina died.   
 

John Bartley was born on 25 September 1892 and baptised at Burton on 30 October 
1892 when his father William was a farm labourer. John, 27, a general labourer, 
married Alice Mary Walker (born 11 November 1896), 23, of Puddington, at Burton on 
29 December 1919. William Bartley was then recorded as a general labourer and Alice’s 
father, also William, was a gardener. John’s brother Frederick was a witness.  
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John and Alice’s first child, Lawrence, was baptised at Burton on 22 August 1920 when 
John was a general labourer and the family was living at Woodland Cottage, 
Puddington. Lawrence married Jean Lamb at St Peter’s Church, Heswall, in mid-1945. 
A second child, Geoffrey, was baptised at Burton on 1 October 1922; John was still a 
general labourer living in Puddington. John’s first daughter, Joan, was baptised at 
Burton on 31 January 1926 when John was a bricklayer of Puddington. Brian, another 
son, was baptised at Burton on 4 December 1927; John was still a bricklayer and the 
family was living at New Cottages in Puddington. 
In the 1939 Register John, a foreman bricklayer, and Alice were living on Milner Road, 
Heswall. Two further lines of the Register have been redacted. 
Also in the household in 1939 was widow Sarah Walker (born 6 May 1866), presumably 
Alice’s mother. Sarah died, aged 77, in late 1944. 
John Bartley died in early 1970 but it is not known when Alice died. 
 

Frederick Bartley was born on 12 April 1894 and baptised at Burton on 12 May when 
William was recorded as a labourer. Frederick married Ethel Gronnow (born 2 
September 1896) at St Mary’s Church, Brymbo, Wrexham in mid-1920; Frederick was a 
builder and, on 21 November 1920 when he and Ethel were living at 34 Keithley Street 
in Birkenhead, they baptised son Samuel at Burton 1. It is believed that this Samuel 
Bartley later lived at Rose Cottage in Burton and died on 6 October 1966 (buried at 
Burton on 10 October) aged 45. It is believed that Frederick and Ethel had at least two 
further children, Leonard (registered in Birkenhead in early 1923) and Dorothy May 
Bartley (registered in Birkenhead in mid-1924). Neither of these children was baptised 
at Burton. 
The 1939 Register records Frederick, a builder’s labourer, and Ethel living at Rake Farm 
Cottage in Burton; two further lines of the Register entry have been redacted.  
Frederick died on 6 May 1967 (buried at Burton on 10 May) aged 73; he was then living 
at Rake House Cottage. It is not known when Ethel died. 
 

Alfred Bartley was born at Burton on 10 January 1896 and had a private baptism on 23 
February when his father was recorded as a carter. Alfred married Winifred Mary 
Roberts (born 23 September 1897) at a Civil Marriage in Chester in April / June 1925 
and it is uncertain as to whether they had any children. In the 1939 Register (29 
September) Alfred, a builder’s labourer, and Winifred were living at Bank Hey in 
Burton. 

                                                           
1  No record of the registration of the birth has been found although a Stanley Bartley was registered in Birkenhead in late 
1921, the mother being recorded with the maiden name of Gronnow or Grounow. 
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Alfred died in July / September 1976 and Winifred died in early 1982. 
 

Walter Bartley was born on 2 June 1899 and was baptised at Burton on 16 July when 
William was a labourer. Walter married Gladys May Pinnegar (born 28 March 1899), 21, 
of Puddington at Burton church on 11 January 1921. Walter, 21, was a labourer and his 
father was also recorded as a labourer.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Gladys’ father, William, was an agricultural labourer. Their first child, Harold, was 
baptised at Burton on 26 June 1921 when Walter was recorded as being a farm 
labourer of Puddington. A second child, Raymond Walter, was born on 12 August 1923 
and he was baptised at Burton on 30 September when Walter, a labourer, was living at 
Bishop Wilson’s Cottage in Burton. A daughter, Doris Llewellyn Bartley, was baptised at 
Burton on 8 January 1928 when Walter was a horseman living in Puddington.  
In the 1939 Register Walter, a horseman on farm, was living at 2 Leaswood Cottages in 
Willaston with Alice and Raymond. Two lines of the record have been redacted but it 
was noted that Walter was a voluntary ARP Warden (No. 11591). 
Gladys Bartley died on 15 January 1970 and she was buried at Burton on 22 January, 
aged 70, and her address was noted as 4 Morland Avenue, Little Neston. It is not 
known when Walter died. 
 

Doris Bartley was baptised at Burton on 30 September 1900 when William was a 
labourer. Doris married Archibald Laws, a mechanic of Hawarden, on 3 February 1926 
at Burton; Doris was 25, Archibald was 27, William Bartley was recorded as a labourer 
and Alfred Bartley and Hilda May Bartley were witnesses. Archibald’s father, John, was 
a gardener. Archibald and Doris have not been located in the 1939 Register and nothing 
further is known of them. 
 

Hilda May Bartley, Samuel’s youngest sibling, was baptised at Burton on 6 November 
1904 when William was a labourer. Hilda married John Edward Brocklebank, 27, a 
roadman of Burton, at Burton on 22 February 1936. Hilda was aged 31, William was 
recorded as a building labourer and William (Hilda’s brother) was a witness. Nothing 
further is known of Hilda and John. 


