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Vsl ABSTRACT: i AL

1 Previous archeological and relevant documentary research at the Saratoga National Historical
: Park is reviewed and evaluated. The Park includes several separate units, the most archeologrcally
significant of which are the Battlefield and the Schuyler House. The Battlefield Unit, located in
Stillwater, New York, is an area of rolling topography, with steep bluffs overlooking the Hudson
River on its eastern side. Here, in the summer and fall of 1777, one of the major military
engagements in American history was fought. An invading Brltlsh force led by General John
Burgoyne was defeated by an American army under the command of General Horatio Gates. This
American victory is widely believed to have been the turning point in the war for independence.
... One of the principal American generals General Philip Schuyler, had a large estate a few
rmles north of the battlefield, in what is now. the ,village of Schuylerville. His house was burned
by the retreating British; and_was rebuilt soon after: Tl'llS house, and some of the’ surroundmg
- land, comprises the Schuyler House, Unit of the, Saratoga Natlonal Hxstoncal Park. _,
s Archeologrcal research began at the Battlefield in 1940 soon after it was acqulred from the
- State of New. York. Archeological research efforts. spanmng nearly sixty years have unearthed
the remains of both British and American fortlficatlons, searched for and sometimes found the |
¢ locations_of erghteenth—century farmhouses ang ther bulldmgs that served as headquarters
-« hospitals;: and _quarters. for. | both. srdes,,. m[estlgat camg sites, from vanous regrments and:
. discovered several burials assoclated with the battle Ir; the ‘course of tlus research developments
sl f in archeologlcal methods. were brought to, bear on the Battleﬁeld Umt sometnnes successfully, o
e sometlmes not;iThese included .the use_ of aeria photograp Y. and magnetometry to search for |
~ . indications. of buned features}, and; the _use. ofl“metal detectors. to .investigate. encamprnenu ?., ,
‘\‘ ; lArcheologlcal research at Saratoga | has throughou} its su(tyﬂyear hlstory! faced the challeﬁgg of -
% W 5 Q’ . integrating ‘historical documents (mcludmg maps narratlves and photographs) oral hrstones and
(( t archeological data to.create a richer; moré accirﬁ?‘ p}cture of the events of Yiti. Tlns challenge
iy {,when successfullygrnet has helped to create a more valuable expenence for the Batt.lefield s many
$ . visitors. Future archeologlcal ‘tesearch here¢ should focuslon using the archeo oglcmdata, :
~dncluding collections, for research on and mterpretatlon of the battle as well as of eighteenth -
eteenth-century rural lif2» Future undertakmgs at the Battlefield that involve ground
be prece Yy archeologlcal reconnalssance beginning with assessments of
' “sensitivity based on geology and soils, the events of the battle] more recent land use’ and
~ disturbance, and previous archeological research within and around the project area. -
, Archeologlcal research at the Schuyler House began in the late 1950s. It has largely focused
on locating and confirming the site of the house that was burned in 1777. Initial efforts to
determine whether the present house was built on the foundations of the previous house yielded
ambiguous results. Excavation focused on the area inside and immediately surrounding the house.
There were some traces of burning, but no definitive evidence that this had been the house in
question. More recently, archeologists returned to, the site using remote sensing and extensive
backhoe trenching over much of the yard A large precontact Native American site was found
in the yard. Little evidence for eighteenth-century occupation was found, however, leading the-
researcher to suggest that the burned Schuyler House was located outside of the present property.
Although materials or outbuildings associated with the eighteenth-century Schuyler House may
- _exist within the property, archeological research and mterpretat on of archeolog1cal findings at
this Unit should focus on its'Native American‘and ningt
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

" The author has completed an overview and assessment of the Saratoga National Historical
Park in New York. The Battlefield Unit of the Park contains a variety of archeological resources
‘related to the Saratoga Campaign of 1777. These include remains of fortifications, encampments,
'battlefields, burials, and of structures that were used as quarters and hospitals. In addition, there
‘are abundant archeological resources related to eighteenth through twentieth-century domestic,
‘agricultural, and commercial activities of the rural upper Hudson Valley. A few finds of Native
American' artifacts have been made at the battlefield; none appear to reflect significant
archeological sites.* There 'is ‘potential, -however, for more substantial Native American
archeological sites along the streams, the river bluffs, and the Hudson River floodplain portions
‘of the Unit. Future archeological research at the Battlefield Unit should focus on using the
archeological data, including collgctiens; ch on and interpretation of the battle as well
as of eighteenth through nineteenth-centu 1 life. Future undertakings at the Battlefield that
involve ground disturbance should b¢ preceded by archeological reconnaissance beginning with
_assessments of sensitivity based on geology and soils, the events of the battle, more recent land
‘use and disturbance, and previous archeological research within and around the project area. -
~*"The Schuyler House contains a[significant Native' American site in its yard. The yard also
contains rémains of outbuildings, features, and activity areas associated with the present house
as well as a'few earlier component$ possibly associated with the house that was bumned in the
aftermath of the battle, although theg remains of that house have never been positively identified
and may, in fact, be located outsidg of the Schuyler House Unit boundaries. Although materials
-or outbuildings associated with the eighteenth-century Schuyler House may exist ‘within the
‘property, archeological research afd interpretation of archeological findings at this Unit should
‘focus ‘on its Native American anfl nineteenth-céntury occupations. ‘Future undertakings at the
“Schuyler ‘House 'that involve ' ground disturbance ‘should -be" preceded -by “archeological
‘reconnaissance beginning with asfessments of sensitivity based on and previous archeological and
‘archival researchwuhm and arolnd the project area. ' 777t isvigoiostdais =
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N7 . “‘provided me.with valuable information, regarding the area’s precontact archeological resources.
\Ienmfer Quinn; Librarian, and other staff members of, New, 'England Museum Services Center
elped me find important materials. I have also_benefitted from discussions with Mitchell T.
Mulholland of University of Massachusetts Archaeological Scmces and Claire Carlson, Amy
: Gazin-Schwartz, Rita Reinke, and Angele Smith of the Depanment ‘of. Anthropology at the
Umyersxty\,‘_ofa Massachusctts-Amherst. ij Jang,) Whltake r: . ofyj, Umver51ty of . Massachusetts
gArchaeologlcal Services. prov1ded editorial assistance; 2 and, Maureen Manning- Bematzky ‘and
;,Cheryl Stiasowski of. Umversxty of Massachusetts_Archaeological Semces prov1ded unportant
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+:UThis’ report ‘presents the results of an “Archeological Overview and Assessment of the
“Saratoga National Historical Park. The purpose of such a project is “to describe and assess the
‘known and potential archeological resources in an area” (NPS 1985:Chapter 6:5). This study
includes background information in sections describing the area’s natural environment, its culture
history from the earliest human occupation to the most recent -past,”and its ethnographic
‘occupation. ‘The report describes and evaluates past archeological research, and summarizes
present archeological knowledge ‘of the site. It notes the location of relevant resources such as
archives, field records, and collections. It also suggests future research priorities and research
topics. An Overview and Assessment is intended to provide a basis for -evaluating the
significance of archeological resources within the site and formulating research designs for other
studies (NPS 1985:Chapter 2:14). " b 4l At gz i .

" This document is one product of a cooperative agreement between the New England System
“Support Office of the National Park Service and the University of Massachusetts Archaeological
“Services (UMAS). This project began with a draft report that appeared to coitain contributions

- "of a number of individual including Francis P. McManamon, Robert Drinkwater, and W. Glen

‘4

Gray. Most of the manuscript appeared to have been prepared by Drinkwater. Their research was
conducted in 1983 and a partial draft report was submitted in that year. The draft consisted of
project area descriptions, regional geology, culture history of the seventeenth through twentieth
centuries, and review of archeological research projects through the early 1980s. The present
author’s (Johnson's) research was begun in May 1996, and the draft report was completed in June
1997. My written contribution was focused on but not limited to regional natural history,
precontact culture history, review of the most recent archeological research, summaries of known
and potential archeological resources, research potential of known archeological resources, and
recommendations. e :

Project Area Description

" Saratoga National Historical Park is located on the west side of the Hudson River
approximately 25 miles north of Albany, New York (Figure 1). The Park consists of £V€ tracts
or Units (Figure 2). The largest, the scene of the September 19 and October 7, 1777 battles, is
in the Town of Stillwater (Figures 3 and 4). Four considerably smaller units, the Schuyler House,

Victory Woods, and the Saratoga Monument are in the Town of Saratoga (Figure 2). The
cape of each’ unit is given in the following Table.
\) 3

Acreage of the Five Units of the Saratoga National Historical Park

Four

Y
AR UNIT ACREAGE
Y . ¢ Battlefield 2,773.46 5 00
W Schuyler House and Lot #8 26.00 ). 3 V)
Victory Woods 22.70 | ‘gés
Saratoga Monument 2.82 /%-



¢ (0 EOINY € sig
R 5l a0ty ngmx w?, \‘m b ,7,‘\30(1 i3 "-n\. si o f)’i&
: »}&gﬂ.ﬂ\‘;:ﬁn‘, STAVE AT : : :




KILOMETERS 1

Figure 2. Location of the Saratoga National Historical Park, Battlefield Unit, Schuyler
House, Victory Woods, and Saratoga Monument on the Albany and Glens Falls 30 X 60

minute USGS quadrangles.
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Figure 3. Locafioh of the Saratoga National Historical Park, Battlefield Unit, on the
Mechanicville, Quaker Springs, Schaghticoke, and Schuylerville, N.Y. USGS quadrangles.
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Figure 4. Site plan of the Saratoga National Historical Park, Battlefield Unit (Source: NPS 1993).



The towns of Stillwater and Saratoga are predominately rural with dairy farming the main
agricultural activity. Parts of Saratoga County are among the fastest growing sections in New U
York State, but these two towns have not yet expenenced large population growth. The area
around the Battlefield Unit is either in agriculture or in woods with a few residences, especially
along the northern and southern boundaries. Although the battlefield area has escaped heavy

“ development, an increase in residential use is expected. If individual farms are made available
for development, such use would 31gmficantly impact. the historic scene and archeologlcal
Iresources. 1oiis A Loisiis P Rinia Ciarhi beowd ":5 {
%11 «'The Saratoga Monument and V1ctory Woods Units are surrounded by re51dences from the
villages of Victory and Schuylerville. At the south end of Schuylervxlle east of Fish Creek,aze |_f
the Schuyler House 23=E88#8 Units: To thefiy south, the land is in agncultural use; to the west,
~ ~across US Route 4, is undeveloped land owned by a public utlllty e ot
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" The Saratoga Natlonal Hlstoncal Park ds located in the Glac1ated Allegheny;Plateau
‘physwgraphlc region of the northeastern United States. This is a large! region of steep-walled,
deep, wide valleys separated by broad ridgetops of gently undulating terrain. A short distance to

~ “the north is the Adirondack physiographic region, an upland rising 2,000- 3 000 feet above the

"'-Mohawk and Hudson River valleys to the south and west (Lull 1968: 11) 1 o eunel

-i=+*The dominant feature of the Saratoga area is the upper Hudson River, whxch flows south
through the region towards Albany. The river has cut a steep-sided valley whose high blufftops
would have been desirable places to its Native American residents, since ‘they would have
provided well-drained living areas with access to both upland and riparian énvironments and
panoramic views of important transportation routes (Bender and Curtin 1990:16). Although the
valley lowlands are often wide here, they do narrow in places. One such constricted area is in
Stillwater. Here, the high blufftops overlooking the narrow valley at Bemis Heights provided a
defensive opportunity for American Revolutionary forces to block the southward advance of
Burgoyne's British army in 1777. When the British advance through the valley was blocked, they
moved west in an attempt to outflank the American defenders. The two forces clashed west of
the vailey. Here, amid the region’s characteristic gently undulatmg upland terrain, the major
engagements of the Saratoga campaign were fought.

In general, the region is characterized by great variability i in many aspects of its natural
environment. This is because the upper Hudson is a transition between the southern coast of New
York and the lower Hudson valley and the Northeastern interior. Slope, climate, soils, fauna, and
flora in and near the valley bottoms may be similar to those to the south, in coastal New York,
while the surrounding uplands may show affinities to the Adirondack region to the north. This
environmental diversity would have made the area attractive to people from earliest precontact
times until the present (Bender and Curtin 1990:14-15). :

: West of the Hudson, where the Park properties are located, tributary streams tend to flow
through more level landforms. The two major streams in the Battlefield Unit are Mill Creek,
whose tributaries and ravines separated American and British lines, and Kroma Kill, whose Great
Ravine divided the British positions at Breymann and Balcarres Redoubts from their easternmost
fortification, the Great Redoubt (Figures 4 and 5). These streams and others like them encounter
few rapids steep enough to block the migration of anadromous fish, and they are surrounded by
areas of alluvial soils. In general, such streams (e.g., Fish Brook) form extensions of the valley
bottom environment, and should exhibit similar patterns of land use and settlement (Bender and
Curtin 1990:17-18).

The geology of the Saratoga National Historical Park includes two basic formations: those
that are consolidated or bedrock, and those that are unconsolidated and overlie bedrock. Bedrock
in the park consists primarily of the Normanskill Shale and Snake Hill formations. These
formations have been tightly folded and broken by faults and joints. Folds are generally
overturned toward the west in the eastern part of the county. These formations may be up to
1,000 feet thick. At some points bedrock is exposed on the surface. Outcrops appear in stream
valleys and on some hills. Shale layers, which are blue-black to gray, are usually a few inches
to several feet thick. On the exposed bedrock surface areas the potential for archeological sites
is certainly limited. In most places, however, the bedrock is buried beneath one to a few hundred
feet of unconsolidated deposits.

The oldest unconsolidated deposits in the Park date from the last (Wisconsin) glaciation and
especially from its last phase, 10,000-15,000 years ago. As the ice sheets advanced they carried



so1l and rock debrrs wrth them The debns or trll was deposrted as a blanket of unsorted material
during both the advance and the retreat of the ice. Some reworking of this till occurred as streams
from meltmg ice sheets caused erosion, sorting, and redeposition. Unconsolldated depos1ts vary
in thrckness from a few inches to more than 100 feet on the Hudson River ﬂoodplaln Generally,
these deposits include till as the oldest, followed by sand and gravel, clay, sand and alluvium
on the surface. However, local patterns may differ in stratification. ril
Till, a_combination of rock and clay, occurs only in the western part of the park where
surface elevation i is above 300 feet (Figure 5). Sand and gravel deposits of glacial outwash are
“normally found above the till. These deposits average 25 feet in thickness and are evident in the
easterni part of the park in the bluffs overlooking the river floodplain (Figure 5).: 5
. Silts and clays resulted from deposits laid down on the floor of glacial Lake Albany, which
formed as the glacrers retreated. Thesé deposits usually underlie the sand and' gravel but in the
. western part of the’ park‘, sand and gravel apparently was never deposited. In some places, the
clay forms a hardpan through which archeologrcal excavatlon has proved drfficult if not
impossible. Much ‘of the area along the Hudson River is underlain primarily by’ clays that ‘extend
westward to the 300-foot’ surface contour line. Above the clay on the eastern terrace of the Park
1s a sand_ deposrt up to. 25 feet thick. The westem portion appears to_have no, sand _deposits:
~ Alluvium i is the’ youngest material ‘and occurs in the Hudson River ﬂoodplam where the river
has deposited sediments i in’ geologrcally recent times (Figure 5). Unlike the bedrock formatrons ;
_where few if an)P archeologlcal sites can be expected, the rest of the land ‘surface may contam =X
eologiCal\moui?:es. Any areas that hav_e not betznr cultivateg: would, ¢ ot thing i bemg equalxg, i

: matetof the upper Hudson valley has cl}a‘nged oJer’ thg last 10 000 years as g =
ed sea levels have - nsen and global patterns of air and water crrculatlon have shlfted' i

i

eachrﬁg”m“aiir’ﬁuﬁr warmth,between 9000 and 5000 B. P. (Davis et al. 1980). A penod of gradual L2
o goolrng began at about 700 B (33 and reached a low [ pomt at about AD. 1000 after which it-
4 warmed once more to its present pattern (Snow 1980:284). This overall warmmg was intertu pted -
y the L1ttle Ice Age, ‘which lasted between about A.D 1550 and_ 1880 (Cecr 1990; Grove 1988)"
£ Clrrnate in the most recent decades has been characterized by ‘moderate s summers, moderately cold
5 wmters ~and amplé fairly evenly distributed precrprtatlon Average January temperatures range
between a maximum of 30-32°F and a minimum between 10 and 14°F. Average July
temperatures range between 82-84°F and 60-62°F. Average yearly precipitation is between 36
and 44 mches (Lull 1968 19- 31) :
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31 - In the Saratoga regron sorls exhrbrt consrderable vanablhty Much of the regron consrsts of
hmy soils on glacial lake bottom deposits, especially in the Hudson lowlands and low hills fo the
yvest West of thrs area is a zone of coarse-textured soils on sands and gravels. Acid soils on
glacial till over;, hilly terrain dominate the far western part of Saratoga County (De Laubenfels e
1966a Figure 33). Well-dralned soils are w1despread throughout the region; while soils’ wrth :
excell"“t’i)"‘ot‘é"’ntral for growing: corii aré limited in“extent (Bender and Curtin®1990:21-24): In -
general soils in the area of the Park are considered to possess fair to poor agncultural potentlal
s ﬂm'*"%!sﬁ eReL xx\nﬁ ;:nwn?); Hindd sl spaive sfi o © zolasy lr taz"{w'& l 5 rm it
s a8 o N5 : (EARL: Joy 4 dunsit n‘«’\ rorantl (VEEY Sl g A :

At the’ close of the ice age; suimers’ mrght have been warm, but the\wrnters would haVe been - e
much’ mo severe than today Winters gradually” amelrorated and ‘Gverall climate warrned
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(De Laubenfels 1966a: Flgure 34). However, the rich, alluvial soils of the Hudson River and some

. of its tributaries have been well suited to farming and have been cultlvated by both mdlgenous

r and Euro*American peoples (Bender and Curtm 1990 25) ) estadonsyal ieiio Las

aihul) bas 1bis 8) e3s a1 Iamitoe Hos luaie T vistioy oDibw § 0F 2eu528 Vens 210 ,,{,r;:
Flora and Fauna ‘ A (ECpn]
4 o dunlol s { L el

py31 5 Forest composmon and fauna of Saratoga County have changed durmg the last dozen
- millennia. Glacial melting left a mixed tundra and spruce forest, ‘which gradually changed as soils

- developed, new species entered the region, and climatic conditions altered. By ca. 11,000 years
‘ago, spruce forests covered much of the land. Spruce forest gave way to pme-dommated forests
by approximately 9000 B.P. These, in turn, gradually became increasingly mixed with hardwoods
(Bernabo and Webb 1977; Davis 1983)

.~ In the past few centuries, the upper Hudson Valley has been characterized by a northern
hardwood forest, dominated by beech, yellow birch, and sugar maple. Other common trees
include elm, red rnaple hemlock, basswood white ash, red oak, and sweet birch. In cut or burned
areas, aspen, pin cherry, and paper birch may take over. Abandoned pastures may be invaded by
red cedar, white ash, hawthorn, and locust. Swampy areas may be dominated by northern white

~_Acedar or black spruce (Lull 1968 5). The Saratoga National Historical Park lies within a

_ transitional zone between this forest and the oak forest of the south. Microenvironmental factors

such as aspect, slope, moisture, sgll variety and depth, and disturbance influence whether specrfic S

eas will contain northern hardwoods or oaks (De Laubenfels 1966b:92-95). - : B

. Recent studles of the vegetatlonal history of the Saratoga battlefield have emphasmed the

bandoned fields. The seventeenth—century epidemic diseases and depopulation that accompanied .
European contact ‘would have_ increased the amount of abandoned fields and decreased the
3 mtensrty of forest burnin (Gordon 1987) and thus mcreased}the amount ‘of white pine but not ,

~ farms, beginning in the mld-elghteenth century in the Battlefield Unit and slightly earlier in the
' Hudson Valley bottom. By 1777 there were several small clearings in the Battlefield Unit, most
of which was forested. Many of the clearings were in the western part of the Battlefield where
the till soils, although rocky, afford better moisture conditions than the sands and clays of the
areas to the east and south. Between the end of the Revolutionary War and the mid-nineteenth
century more and more forested areas were cleared for farms and pastures. Deforestation reached
~ its maximum about 1870, when more than 90% of the Battlefield Unit had been cleared. In the
. early twentieth century, a declining agricultural economy led to reforestation of abandoned fields
- and pastures. Since the establishment of the Saratoga National Historical Park, portlons of the
<=2 Battlefield Unit have been allowed to ‘reforest i in order to better approx1mate the env1ronment of-
; 1777 (Russell 1991).

-.Common fauna in the upper, udson Valley have included large and medrum—smed mammals ;
such’as white-tailed deer, elk, black bear, and wolf, with moose present but more common in the
Adirondacks o the’ north, Of these only deer and moose are still found locally: Small to -

_ medium-sized mammals such as raccoon, beaver, otter, bobcat, fox, ch1prnunk, grey squirrel,
o woodchuck, fisher, muskrat, bats of various specres and several varieties of rodents and -
msectlvores may still be found in the area. Bird species mclude turkey, various ducks, small

10

mpact of humans on the. flora (Gordon 1987; Russell 1991). Beginning sometime before the = °
'_seventeenth century, Native people ‘altered forest composition by burning the forest understory =~
~and by, clearing forest tracts for plantmg fields. These would be used until declining soil fertility &0
_led to, msufficrent yields, after thch fields would be allowed to regenerate and return to forest:
~ This” practlce ‘would have promoted “edge environments, tree species such as oak and chestnut, =
Wthll gIow “well” under’ condltlons of understory bummg, and white pine, which thrives in =




birds, hawks, ‘and egrets. Also inhabiting such an environment are numerous small reptiles,
=espe01ally turtles and snakes, amphlblans (frogs, toads, and salamanders) fish, countless insects,
and other invertebrates (Funk 1976:7). The mosaic quallty of the region has permxtted its human
inhabitants easy access to a wxde varlety of plant and ammal resources (Bender and Curtin
1990:25). arusd bng 1013
- =The Hudson RIVCI‘ and its tnbutarles have been home to fresh water and anadromous fish.
"Among the ‘former ‘are brook trout,’ small-mouth ‘bass, plckerel and wall- -eyed pike; sthe latter
“include shad, herring,’ stnped bass, and Atlantic salmon. These were important food sourcés.in
“both precontact and postcontact times (Brumbach 1986; Funk 1976:7). The area around the mouth
“of Fish Creek contains both floodplain lakes and waterfalls and would have been"ideal for both
’spring and summer fishing (Bender and Curtin 1990: 30) ": & LR e islnimxoInas v
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CULTURE HISTORY |

e
g ‘\:2; ,|’,  a FR e g ‘ 5 A T e .
Thé ﬁppgir_H{'idsb'h River valley has been home to humans for at least 10,000 years. Of those
millennia, only the last four centuries are documented through written records. The history of the
years preceding can be constructed only through the study of material remains of human behavior
(archeology) and through Native American oral traditions. The following brief narrative of culture
history focuses on the general vicinity of the upper Hudson Valley as well as the particular area
that constitutes the Saratoga National Historical Park. General cultural trends are emphasized for
each segment of the area’s history. Also noted are sites, events, or persons of particular
importance to the Saratoga National Historical Park and its surroundings. This overview of
culture  history’ uses’ many of the chronological periods generally employed by Northeast
- archeologists (€.g., Dincauze 1990; Funk 1976; Ritchie 1980; Snow 1980).
.7 Archeological research in the upper Hudson Valley grew out of antiquarian pursuits and
historical research'of men like William Beauchamp, O.C. Auringer, Dwinel F. Thompson, and
Nelson Bennet in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. In the first three decades of
“the twentieth centiiry, Arthur C. Parker, the New York State Museum'’s first professional
_archeologist, published an inventory of archeological sites for the ‘state of New York (1922) and
* worked to éstablish professional standards and practices in the field of archeology. Archeological
esearch in the upper Hudson Valley went through a lull between 1925 (when Parker movedto
e Rochester Museum) and mid century., When William Ritchie arrived at the New York State =~~~

#Mgseuﬁlhm 1949, hé began an energetic program, of archeological ‘Tesearch’ with the goal of

LEVs

Ty sy

rking out regional’ chronological sequences, He presented his results for the Hudson‘:'Valley_.'_""' s
,1958; when he published An _Introduction to Hudson Valley Prehistory (W: Ritchie 1958)..

ce_the. 1970s, much ar
.the, 1970s, much

Since, the; 1970s, much ‘archeological research in the upper Hudson Valley hs béen cultural
esource management %irchgpio‘gy'.' S‘i"g’_i}eiffcaxif‘ sites have been located and excavated, systematic ' -
surveys have been conducted, and new research questions have been formulated; (Bender and - ~ .~
Curtin’ 1990:35-58). Precontact culture history in New York State has been summarized by =* -~ =
3 Rit}:l{i¢§(1965 , 1980). A more specific summary of the Hudson, Valley has been produced by -

N ; 5\ e SRt . ST TANEY Sesgi ycovag yoma s
[he upper Hudson in particular has been the subject of a recent overview by Bender and
~Curtin (1990). Much'of the information in the following pages is drawn from this source. Bender - = = -
d Curtin (1990:59-60) suggest four broad goals for precontact archeological research in the = - -

area; These are: (1) to collect systematic data on site locations: (2) to collect ‘data ‘on site

~ formation and site occupation sequences in order to understand the variety among sites; (3) to

reevaluate the'existing cultural histories (e.g., W. Ritchie 1958; 1980; Funk 1976); and (4) to

recover subsistence and seasonality data using modemn data recovery techniques such as flotation.

In the Saratoga area, known Native American archeological sites cluster along Fish Creek

and the Hudson River floodplain (Figure 6, Table 2). In addition, a few finds of Native American

~ artifacts have been reported from the Battlefield unit and a significant precontact Native

- American site exists in the yard to the north and east of the Schuyler House (see Known and
 Potential Archeological Resources at the Saratoga National Historical Park; this report).
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Figure 6. Known Native American archeological sites in the Saratoga area (Sources:
Brumbach 1975a, 1975b, 1977; Brumbach and Bender 1986; Funk 1976; Funk and Lord
- 1972; Starbuck 1989a; Walsh 1977) locations approximate.
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Table 2 -
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: Known Natlve Amerlcan Sltes in the Saratoga Area

i‘wtilaus bas! & ni ! valivd boes Braalteg Qo orpevo slidaory o i il ¢
SITE NO. | SITE NAME "7 SITE TYPE ~ %+ | cULTURAUTEMPORAL _REFERENCES
FIGURE R it Gt el il "‘ . AFFILIATION(S) :
6 i b s ¢ Lok ke 83
1% 25215 | Church i+ iv: | habitation': - Late Archaic: Funk and Lord 1972
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Pollution Control {=%: a’_nadrom'ous fis'ning; Middle Woodland 1975b; 1977.- +. izds
Facility - .. ol B R i ,J}dk’; ARTIL) S8 ﬂr/:fu’\'i-‘{u;i jna{d
RIS L Sl I A R E L;Au{)t SOV BRI S1901 RN GF ¥ w9
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Gannon If‘{\‘ti Ag ‘unknov:/ﬁ"t *|'Late Archa o T fj
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- 5 3 : 2 -Ar"f)'\“ »~ o Sm—— b | > ,v»f""‘ - 1 g i o Ao . Wb L Nare L R
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sslecitieng feuliy© | poizavinrs sdtat - |lesoal oo s,‘. Gr | 1976 cuer boirary ad
13+ Mzera unknown unknown Funk1976
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Paleoindian Penod (ca. 12,000-9000 B.P.) :

The first mhabltants of the area now known as the 1 upper Hudson‘Rrver valley were women,
men, and children who lived in small, mobile groups and gathered : and hunted in a land that had
Lonly recently been freed from the grip of a massive contmental ice sheet. Th ey were ’New York's
“first pioneers (se¢ Dincauze 1990), archeologlsts call them Paleomdlans e'y were descendants
“of the first people who, between 15,000 and 20,000 years ago crossed the Bering Land Bndge
ito North America and gave rise to almost all of the mdlgenous peoples of -the Americas. -
- 77¢The Paleoindians of the upper Hudson Valley inhabited an, ‘environment quite different from
“that of today It was an environment that was rapidly changing as glacial margins retreated north,
.new species entered the region, soils and landforms matured and stabilized, climate warmed, and
sea levels and land both rose. Forests were dominated by spruce, birch, “and alder.”Soils” were
‘younger, thinner, and less developed, and wetlands, some of which were remnants of large
proglacial lakes, may have been much more extensive. Fauna were also different, and may have
included ammals now extinct (mastodon) or found far to the north (caribou). Although some
archeologists have suggested that eastern Paleoindians were specialized hunters of these now-
.vanished big-game animals (Ritchie 1980; Snow 1980), others have argued for a generalist
“subsistence strategy based on ecological prmcnples and archeologlcal and paleoenvuonmental data
(Dent 1991; Dincauze and Curran 1983). lijios3 |
l - Sites of these ongmal pioneers have been found at several locations in eastern New ¥ ork,
especrally in the lower portlons of the Hudson Valley. Perhaps the best known Paleomdlan sites
t‘ in the region are the' West Athens Hill site, a quarry and workshop site near Catskill, Dutchess
‘Quarry cave, a small, short-term’ habltanon or hunting camp in Orange County, and the Kings
%Road site, a small short-term ‘habitation site near Coxsackle (Funk 1976: 205-228) - Surface finds
Lof Fluted pomts attnbuted to Paleoindians have been found at several other sites in the valley.
i A Fluted point has been identified in a collectlon from the town of Crescent in the southern part
f'of Saratoga County (Levme 1989:6- 7) RS e o) e

TR SR, IR 575 5 U S A A SN | e

*Archalc Penod (ca 9000-3000 B.P. ) avadny o ardesH 4 ei
"5 At Y 4 L e I
1§ -,..mDurmg the"next several rmllenma ‘the environment of the upper Hudson Valley, and of the
gNortheast in general, changed and became more similar to that of the present. During this period,
- known -as the- Archalc -people developed patterns of subs1stence ‘and settlement, elernents of

“whlch ‘persisted info the seventeenth century. The Archaic’ period witnessed the growth of native
“populations’and the development and florescence of several cultural traditions. Archeologically,
‘the period provides evidence of an mcrease in the expressmn of ntual partlcularly in the bunal
“of the dead.” My e 0

E? Archeologlcal traces of the Early Archaic (ca. 9000 8000 B 3.P.) and Middle Archalc (8000

and rare in the Northeast in general (e.g., Fitting 1968). This idea has been changmg since the
+1970s, when excavations, (e.g.,-Snow 1977a; Starbuck and Bolian 1980), collections analyses
i (e.g., Dincauze 1976) and paleoenvxronmental and archeological studies in the Northeast (e.g.,
.Dincauze and Mulholland 1977; Nicholas 1988) revealed a rich archeological record for these
“periods and evidence of environmental conditions favorable for human settlement. Recent analysis
“of archeologlcal collections has identified Early Archaic components in the form of diagnostic
projectile points recovered at a number of unspecified locatlons in the reglon and within Saratoga
-County, including the town of Crescent (Levine 1989:7-8). - e
: Many more sites are known from the eighth and seventh rmllenma B P (Mlddle Archalc)
/than are known from the ninth millennium B.P. (Early Archaic). This increase probably reflects
“the rise in sea'levels and loss of earlier coastal sites as well as'a gradual increase in population.
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By tlus time, if not earher large sites at prominent waterfalls along major rivers (e.g., Dincauze
1976; Thomas 1980) suggest that anadromous fish had become 1mportant in the yearly
subsisténce ‘cycle: Middle Archaic prolectlle pomts have also been noted in collectlons from sites
m Saratoga County (Levine 1989:7-9).: '
‘i The Late Archaic period (sixth through founh rmllenma B.P. ) is charactenzed by an increase
"in both the number of sites and the diversity of site locations. These continuations of trends
begun millennia earlier, are interpreted as reflecting population increase and more intensive
exploitation of environments and resources that were less important in earlier periods (Dincauze
: 1975).. Some intensification of subsistence activities is suggested by evidence of the increasing
"use of shellfish and nuts, the construction of fishweirs (e.g., F. Johnson 1942, 1949), the use of
controlled burning to promote important food plants and animals (E. Johnson 1994), and in some
parts of the eastern Woodlands, experimentation with the cultivation of indigenous plants (Yarnell
1.1993)L Although an_increase; in the diversity, of site locations appears, to, characterize the Late
t Archaic, favored site, locations from earlier periods continued to be used Sltes at waterfalls, or
‘river conﬂuences for ‘example, continued to be occup1ed during the spring for the takmg of
 anadromous fish. An’ example of such a location in the Saratoga area is the Schuylerville Water
- Pollution Control_Facility site, located at the confluence of Fish Creek and the Hudson River
- (Figure;_6), LwhereJ_excavatlons uncovered extensive deposits, ot; black mldden typrcal of
., anadromous fishing locations. This site was dated to the Late Archaic through Mlddle Woodland
__\perlods (Brumbach 1975a; 1975b, 1977): onmos Hid

rone oldeasia 8 O;bui’ rale ss;%

e b i The, i mcrease in; populatronx and mtensrficatlon of. subs1stence was accompamed by. an

mtensrficatron f _rltual presumably part of an mtensrﬂcatlon of socral refatrons in general In the

=i Aicha ceremomahsm and reconstruct1on of Late Archalqisocrety throug

. oﬁ mortqary features has long been an important focus of research in the Northeast)., + 3 5
- The Late Archaic also exhibits considerable variation in its archeologrcal record—m artrfact

[ styl,e_s. and assemblages in mortuary behaviors, in subsistence and ‘settlement patterns and in the

Losk geographlq“a ‘QJ temporal; distribution, of. these variations; Archeologlsts have “spent_ decades -

e R T PLV

g,desngmg,fclassrfymg, explaining; : and contestmg the: nature. of, these vanatlons In the upper
~ = Hudson region; three of these tradm are especrally srgmﬁcant The Laurentlan
l:EQ.lnt and th Susq,uehannaS 87 'i'lfl o ’7'3;;'! ¥ 300 ul Hosil st 2 H Tl{,‘]")’\’
‘mq“The Laurqéfitmn, tradrtxon 1siprobab1yi tll:e earlie§ of tl(fe(:I threse’ Prl)j;c.ltﬂ%l ﬁlogé‘ af‘ihated with
the tradition date from as early as the sixth mlllenmum B.P. 1 Laurentlan prOJectlle pomt styles
include Otter Creek, Brewerton, and Vosburg types. Although it has been characterized as
reflecting a culture adapted to interior environments (Snow [1980] refers to it as the "Lake Forest
Archaic”) Laurentian tradition points have been found in coastal regions as well. Sizeable
. Laurentian components have been identified at a number of sites along Fish Creek including the
_Gannon' Field, Evergreen, Haskins, Bullard, Szekely, Milligan Hill, Sucker Brook, Hughes,
Stafford, Bndge sites (Funk_ 1976:27), These are all located about 6- 7 mrles north to northwest
fronLSaratoga“ Natlonal Historical, Park (Flgure 6): Laurentlan trad1t1on materials have been
recovered from the Schuylervﬂle Water Pollutlon Control Fac1hty site (Brumbach 1975a, 1975,
\(w 977) aqd near thq shgres of Saratoga Lake at the Arrowhead. Casmo site (We alsh 1977),, R
514 ,,;I’heN Narrow. Point, tradition is, charactenzed by a_broad- spectrum ’Subsistence pattern, a
settlement pattemureflectmg e use of a wide range of environments, with.

e

i

sites in a great variety

PRy RV F7 VRIS

s ;.of settings; s tnang ar, narrow-stemmed or notched pro;ectrle points ¢ often made of quartz

2 ‘or, otherhlocal matenals (Cross 1997 69-70) Archeolog1cal components from,the Sylvan_ Lake
C kshelter and other Hudson Valley sites dating between the fifth and third millennia B.P. haye
been descrlbed as local mamfestatlons of this tradmon (Funk, 1976 156- 172 247-254). Sites on

[Flsh Creek (e.g., Haskins, Bullard, Szekely, Milligan Hill, Sucker Brook, Hughes, Stafford

- 16
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Bridge) and Saratoga Lake (Arrowhead Casino) contain numerous projectile points affiliated with
‘this' tradition’ (Funk 1976:27; 'Walsh 1977). * ¢ oiuias sl szoygie (063 ecwndl ool
791i¢ The fourth millennium portion of the Narrow Point tradition has been classified as the River

Phase in the Hudson Valley area by Funk and Ritchie based on'their work at the'Bent site and
“at the River 'site, which is located a few miles south of the ‘Saratoga National Historical Park
?(Funk 1976; Ritchie and Funk 1973). This phase is identified v1v1th Nornfansklll projectile points.
“Thése points ‘are found in smiall humbers at seveéral of the'sites ‘along Fish Creek including the
‘Gannon Field site” (Funk 1976:27). =& %57 1301 eaviisaest by atomeorivics o potisiiol o
277" Also in 'the fourth ‘millennium," archeologists identify what is known as the’ Susquehanna

tradition. This is manifested as a spread of material culture, perhaps other cultural practices, and

‘perhaps people “as ‘well, from ‘the Southeast into the Northeast. In ‘addition to’the’ tradition’s
characteristic' broad, thin bifaces, ‘the Susquehanna tradition ‘may ‘also be characterized by its
‘mortuary ceremonialism and settlement and subsistence patterns (Cross 1997:80). ‘Although
archeologists do not agree as to the nature of the Susquehanna tradition,’it is generally agreed
to have entered the region, including the Hudson Valley, by the beginning of the fourth
millennium B.P, and to have persisted, with various changes in biface technology, into the third
‘millennium B.P. Locally, the earliest expression of the tradition is the Snook Kill phase, the type
‘site for which is located on the west side of the Hudson River about 20 miles north of the
'Saratoga National Historical Park. The Henderson Site, located just south of the Snook Kill site,
has ‘also yielded a sizeable Snook Kill component. Snook Kill points”are ‘also present in low
“"nuribers at"most of the sites along Fish Creek: Later Susquehanna radition biface types ‘such as
“Susqueharing Broad and Orient Fishtail are concentrated in the Grangerville Section of Fish Creek
“(Funk '1976:27)."Thé 'Church site—located -on” the”Hudson ‘River “floodplain ‘just ‘south of 'the
“Battlefield unit (Figure 6)—contained Susquehanna tradition componeénts including Susquehanna
"Broad and Orient Fishtail projectile points. This site was intérpreted as a seasonal habitation,
_possibly occupied during the‘autumn months, to which people returned over a period of perhaps
-"fﬁi)'fé"e’thain"l; 000 )’,'cafs (Fuﬁkand Lord 1972:39-60). #2102 gidiitrg ozls J:sfg;a_}[; apdonl .
9t TiNear the' confluence of Fish Creek and the Hudson River, the Coffin site (Figure 6) contained
“SuSquéhanna tradition components including Susquehanna Broad and Orient Fishtail points. The
“latter componént was fadiocarbon ‘dated {0 thé' beginning of the third millennium B.P. This site
“was also intérpreted as reflecting repeated shott-term habitations (Funk and Lord 1972). Near the
Coffin site, the Schuylerville Water Pollution Control Facility site containéd Susquehanna Broad
“and Orient Fishtail components, presumably ‘associafed With that site’s apparent focus on spring
:gnafdr(i)'ﬁié'ixé‘ﬁShiﬁé"’(Bm'ﬁ'lBéb'{h l975a;"f1975b,’?1977)'.'55 Sl g yiigs g8 ot 338D rzrr,»m.bl_:e ol
g3 X &
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""" This period is defined by the beginnings of ceramic technology in the Northeast. Although
ceramics themselves may not have brought about a'substantial change in the'lives of thé Native
‘people of the upper Hudson Valley, the presence of ceramics serves as a convenient time marker.
‘In the Northeast, ceramics appear to have been introduced sometime during the third millennium
B.P. The Early Woodland Meadowood and Middlesex phases are characterized by the earliest
ceramics (Vinette I), and thin, ovate, sometimes side-notched cache blades (Meadowood). They
appear to have some affiliation with the Adena culture of the midwest. These¢ phases also are
associated with elaborate and varied mortuary ceremonialism, exemplified by’ the Boucher site
in northwc;'_sterr‘x' Vermont (Heckenberger et al. 1990). Early Woodland materials are most
commonly, though not exclusively, found along the main rivers of the Hudson drainage, rarely
in upland areas or along smaller streams (Funk 1976:278). In general, settlement patterns appear
to reflect small},moblle residential units Subsisting by "hunting, gathéring, ‘and fishing, with

3L Pt
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perhaps some ténding or cultlvatmg of 1nd1genous plants but w1thout maize farmlng (Shaw
1997 75; Smith 1992):i:dzri 4 -
» In much of the Northeast site frequenc1es appear to fall durmg the Early and Mlddle
: Woodland ‘This has been tentatwely attributed to cultural and social changes correlated with
changes in subsistence and settlement systems, including an increase in the use of coastal
“resources and a concentration of settlements in coastal areas. Alternatively, it may reflect biases
in data collection or misidentification of the temporal components of prehistoric sites (Dincauze
1990). Certainly, many of the sites that do have Early or Middle Woodland components also have
Archaic period materials, suggesting continuity rather than change at least in settlement patterns.
- For example, the Schuylervrlle Water Pollution Control Facility and Lewandowski-Winney’s Rift
sites (Figure 6) contained Woodland in addition to Late Archaic components (Brumbach 1975a,
- 1975b, 1977; Funk 1976), Three other Middle Woodland sites are known from the immediate
. vicinity of the ‘Saratoga National Historical Park; one is the Schuyler ] Mansion site, located on
f a terrace overlooking the Hudson River floodplain near the Schuyler ] House, south of the mouth
: of Fish Creek (Figure 6). Close by, possibly part of the same site, is a Middle Woodland site
- located in the northern and eastern parts of the Schuyler House yard (Starbuck 1989a:19-21). A
- third is the Evergreen site, located on the south side of the lower part of Flsh Creek (Figure 6)
; (Punk 1976:27,296)1534 :$S1:3801 1 U] RS 6 oW sili Jo, salosa.
iy sy During the, Late . Woodland, period_ (apprommately, the last thousand years' of precontact :
- < history). maize, farrmng was  introduced to_and adopted by ‘the, Natlve people of the Northeast',
& (Bendremen_et al; 1991; McBnde and Dewar 1987; Ritchie 1980: xxv) Archeologlcal ev1dence\
(.suggests that, desplte its early mtroduct1on farmmg may have been more of an adjuncf to huntmg
o zand gathenng than an economic staple untrl around the trme of European contact (Cec1 1990 :
- - Demeritt 1991; McBnde and Dewar 1987) ‘However, it is likely that a sophrstlcated form of :
. egh {'wildlife management;! mvolvmg the encouragement of 1mportant_wrld plants and antmals through o
=+ controlled buming (Dayb 1954 _E. Johnson 1994; Martin 1973; Patterson and Sassaman 1988), -
transplantmg, and tendmg, was pracnced for many years pnor to the expansxon and mtensrficatlon £
- .of maize, hortlculture -These techmques are_difficult to document because their 1mpacts on ‘the
: landscape were&subtle and_ the, (changes in, human lifeways they may hayp Vcausefl are poorly
inderstood and, at present, less easﬂy recogmzed archeologically. 3
% The Lewandowskl-Wmney's Rift site near Grangerville (Flgure 6) . contarns a partlcularly e
i large Late Woodland component including hundreds of Levanna projectile pomts associated with
i ¢ the Late, Woodland period, pit features, and burials, as well as some, Contact period trade items. -
: LThe 81tei is located, near, an ideal fishing spot, where a bedrock 5111 crosses, F1sh Creek and
1 produces rapids just above a large pool (Funk 1976:27-28). . 4T T g :
vis Settlement patterns appear to reflect increasing permanence or sedentxsm in the Mlddle “and
Late Woodland periods. In the Fish Creek area, Middle-Late Woodland settlement appears to
have become increasingly focused at the Lewandowski- -Winney's Rift site at the expense of other
loci along the Creek. Faunal data suggest that the site was occupled during both cold and warm
..seasons (Brumbach and Bender 1986:3-5).. 35y
Qon‘xThg Coffin_site; also, contalned a, Late Woodland component mcludmg a number of pit
. features which, it was suggested were used for food storage. One 'such pit had been used to hold
- a human burial (Funk and Lord 1972; 36) ‘Late Woodland components have also been recovered
. from the Schuyler Mansion sites, (Funk, | 1976:27-28; Starbuck 1989a: 19- 21).; idehis,. aAT '
o aavis Byt  the s1xteenth1 ‘ce‘n tury, and a ‘almost, certamly carlier, the. upper Hudson*Valleygi was, the
cougutry,. ) wthe Mahrcan (gr Ivfohlcan) Indians; The Mahxcans were. farmers who also hun ed

o ';'ig;-;g*athe and fished., Theybspoﬁe: T \;Atlgonqulan language (doddmd 1978: 72) The‘M‘aI}lcans

""" UL, l.(‘)

“ lived in multlfarmly dwellings that ‘were less rigidly organized than ‘were the longhouses of the
iy quenpgunee (Iroquois), to the, westf Mahican settlement probably followed 9. seml-sedentary

. . pattern in which much of the year was spent in dlspersed farmsteads thh tnne also spent at  more

sn‘a it Ging sad kB X2 s
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‘temporary habitations, for example, spring fishing and fall hunting camps. Settlements may have
been organized along matrilineal lines as well as by clans. Kmshrp ties among “diffefent
“communities” would have’ meant that communities interacted regularly ‘and shared not only kin
’but also stch material culture traits as ‘ceramic ‘styles and ‘house styles (Bender fand ‘Curtin
'1990:3-11;" Brasser ‘'1974:6-7, 65- 66). “Additional information on the Mahicans ‘is available'in
“Brassér (1974 '1978) and Snow (1980). The Lewandowskl-Wmney’s Rift site has ‘been affiliated
“with the Mahican people on the basis of trace element analysis of ceramics véssels and ‘pipes
“which showed them to be locally derived or made from Hudson Valley clays rather than from
“clay sources to the west, in Mohawk country (Brumbach and Bender 1986:5). ednd
- Based on ethnohrstonc information on the Mahicans, Bender and Curtin (1990 3 13) have
«inferred hypothetrcal Laté Woodland settlement pattems and household and social organization.
“Although it has been assumed that Mahican communities lived in stockaded settlements, as they
are known to have done after European contact, it seems more likely that dispersed farmsteads
were the pattern until as late as the seventeenth century. To date there is no archeological
evidence of precontact fortified settlements in the upper Hudson Valley, and the model of
_dispersed farmsteads is in closer accord with the archaeological evidence (Bender and Curtin
11990:4-7). Indeed this pattern appears to characterize most if not all of the Algonquian-speaking
_peoples of the Northeast (Johnson 1993:31,244-253; Kraft 1986:122; McBride 1990:101; Salwen
1978) Bender and Curtin’ (1990:12- 13) have recommended that research focus on the nature of
“late ’ precontact house structures resrdentral umts ‘and ‘hamlet - or village' settlements the
f’chronology ‘of and reasons for fortlﬁed settlements evidence for the Mahican three-clan ‘System,
\the mtensrty "and character of mteractrons among settlements; the significance of anadromous fish
and hortrculture in subsistence and settlement and the strengths and limitations’ of éthnohistoric -
models HHGOE 6 Lé} s A 9y G AUe¥i 3awod bre shiliohi (I0E1 sheomsCd
’By the end of ‘the' Woodland perlod ‘Europeans ‘were begmmng to 'visit the nch ‘fishing
* waters of the Grand Banks. Englrsh ‘Basqueé, French, Spanish, and Portugiiese ﬁshermen probably
‘landed along the shores ‘of eastem ‘Canada’and New England. John Cabot,’ sarlrng for England,
“may” have reached the ‘coast of Mame in '1498. Diréct European ‘contact in"the’ upper ‘Hudson
Valley d1d not begm 'hs far as'is known," until early in the' seventeenth century v egaabac?
= oxlisoige .:hmt tmmr 91 \rlr 5o 2asl danveong 1n bas tﬁi’ﬂvrl.."'i)flﬁ
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L £91] Henry Hudson in 1609, was’ the first known European traveler to explore and report on the
upper ‘Hudson' Rivér “Hudson descnbed the Iegion's Mahican’ rpeople and their vrllages ‘and
prepared the way for Dutch trade and settlement. The Mahicans occupred a number of what had
become by this time fortified villages, sometimes referred toas “castles,” along the Hudson River
valley ‘Such vrllages are known from around present-day Castleton ‘near the Dutch settlement

,,,,,

: (1980) and Cook (1976) have estimated Mahican populatron at contact to have been around 5,500
‘people.” On "Fish Creek, north ‘of the “Saratoga National Historical Park,‘Contact perlod
_ components "associated with the Mahicans have been recovered frorn the Lewandowskr Wrnney’s
Rift site’ (Brumbach and Bender 1986; Funk 1976:27-28). ' Sl AT B

~ The establishment of trade relations intensified hostllrtles between the Mahrcans ‘and the
Mohawks. In'1628, the Mahicans abandoned their lands on the west side of the Hudson River,
including, presumably, their settlement on Fish Creek. Soon after, the Mohawks began to use that
territory for spring frshmg perhaps w1th the Malucans usmg 1t for fall wmter huntmg (Brumbach
'and Bender 1986:5-7). -
~""""The €arliest European séttlement on 'the Hudson River’ was Fort Orange now known as
Albany. It was established in 1624-26 by the Dutch for the purpose of trade with the local Native
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people Agriculture was successful from the start, and as the seventeenth century progressed, a
- tradé axis developed between the Hudson settlements and Manhattan (Meinig 1966a:121). This
- area was deeded to the British in 1683, but that transaction was not confirmed by the Colonial Y —
; government until 1708. In the interim, Fort Saratoga, the begmmng of Euro-American settlement
in the Saratoga region, was built upriver from Albany on the west bank of the Hudson. Activities
'connected with the settlement around Fort Saratoga included trading and agriculture. ;
¢ Euro-American settlement and land use during the seventeenth century were dictated by the
Dutch West India Company’s land grant system. Large tracts of land were granted to individuals
who subdivided the property and leased it to tenant farmers This feudal system was unsuccessful
from both an economic and a colonizing standpoint..: ; - :
{557 During the: Dutch: period—ca. 1624- 1644—there was no , substantial populatlon growth
Settlement patterns were characterized by scattered farmsteads and trading posts. Dutch policy
_was intended to create a hinterland as an area of production but not occupation. This policy
-t sevérely limited the settlement and development. of areas away, from the Hudson Riyer. In 1664
. the Euro-American population of all New Netherland was approximately 8,000 while, at the same
time, New England’s population was approxxmately 25,000 (Meinig 1966a: 124). :
io 0y Although the English gained control of the northem portion of New Netherland (mcludmg
: the Albany and Saratoga area) in 1664, colonization and population growth did not oceur, unt11
; the tifn of the century. By.1714; all lowland in the Hudson, Valley from Saratoga to the sea was

5 pnvateIY owried (Luzader;1973)d;i= zay16t naofamA Am 28dsv0 10 shizivo wnings Brisi 1othioas < \3
ks
~
5

i 1, One; of; the; early; English, conyeyances, of, land, in the area was, the, enormous, ol Saratoga
nt{ of; 1684; One of the. seVen md1v1dua1s who acqulred land through th1s patent was Colonel 2L iy
LPeter Schuyler the great. uncle of ( General Phlhp Schuyler The Schuyler House stands w1thm the L

ﬁrthe Afamﬂy estate, whlch was, estabhshed at that tlme (NPS: ca. 1992) ey g.}‘ﬁ.:.
adf:h%tmumm rrd slnr.d J19it s 1f1A {&8 wosls¥ ja 13 2050 'm-)*w“() Sty

sotok mashiat A olf dgsoditA “dliee boqqile Jeslt
, B‘!btﬁf? avis (.e"to hatnitioy 5 101 sisl 051 end noesaz 40 1l oz meevha o)
svith Between, 1700-1750, the Hudson. Valley was a promment area of settlement The popu atic
~grew, and new. patterns of land use and resource ut1llzatlon deyeloped ;‘Tradxng contlﬁuéd

5 ag_ncultural settlement t expanded ‘and more « commercml enterpnses appeared However, ¢ expanston

ALk ijiteas

e in; _tHe uppergHudson Valleykwas stymled by the French attacl( and destructlon of Saratoga in -
2 1745, (Meinig; 1966a: 134)1 rianar wo1nl oild bib e 1160 st 10 5
*(d i The penod 1750-1775 Wwas, marked by, the, French surrender of da ( ,,_60) expansion
- of: Engllsh scﬂemgnt farther into_ theé Hudson Valley, north ot; Albany, ‘and New England’
. L expansion into, the area east of the Hudson (Melmg 1966a: 135) Farmmg became the prmc1pal
act1v1ty as the fur trade declined jn TegiON. i 31 vt 3
tie"Schuyler estate was § gere parcel on whlch the ongmal house stood untll it was \§
destroyed in the 1745 attack. AT this time, Philip Schuyler inherited the estate from his uncle, X
. who had been killed in the attack. Schuyler built a new house and by 1760 had transformed the s

all o '*?miya *«?wu a1slovet

_estate,_into_ a- profitable, .center, ¢ of farming, manufacturing, and merchand1s1ng, m wh1ch the

: cultlvatlon and export, of flax, was ploneered (NPSJEaaL.l.?.gZ)r wsd sisloet vil sa.g;m:» resal 18 e
= ,ﬂmbuH\,maIGmsd’} sl 2ools biswiiune havdm savonud Jl'ft‘»"( A91Um arvcmrl avel paolz od of

% The American Revolution and the Saratoga Campaign .; .. <0} baquos  atuor
31The year\ 1777, brought Saratoga mfo the center stage of, American hxstory, when 1t became

Libat eground for,dw t yas argua lyNthe tmmng point, in the American Revolutlon. Here in

-~ uuﬂuuuu 5t Ades

late summer : and all ¢ f e year, . Amertcan re olutlonary forces commanded by Horatlo Gates

4\-, ANy s 2E S

and Benedict Amold defeated an invading British army ‘commanded by, John Burgoyne Details
- of the ¢ campa1 gn haye been recounted by.a number of authors, among them Luzader (1975),, Cook

Fhbrne CokEd tl

‘.( ,9,,t‘ d, Fumneaux (197 l)l addmon a well-known fustoncal novel has been written ~about

'\(‘ Casrer \\.r ht‘ Ayt R4 N .a‘,;

L D % E?ng.% (Rosenidt?‘m) 10 mombozzs *3?1 s bus son i) SS§ fl}m “steod buﬂ‘*" \(:rw{t ’

i \(TLTQ,A\/\(‘t 0‘@

\




\\/ -

\

7
v

z

.~ for'd second invasion. i D3

“ .’ The'war Was more than two years old when the second British invasion down the Lake
-'Champlain-Hudson River corridor was launched. The ‘American colonists had driven the British

1out of Bostor: but had lost New York City for thé duration of thé war. During the early months

‘after Lexington and Concord, the gathering American army tightened its liniés &round Boston. In
“the “‘West, Crown 'Point ‘and Fort Ticonderoga, strategic -points on Lake Champlain, fell to the

‘American Forcés'in May 1775. In' Bosfon'the Américanis occupied Breéds Hill ahd Bunker Hill, .-
“uncomfortably ‘¢lose o the British forces. In‘a short bloody battle, the British drove the colonial -

#orces off the ‘¢ommanding heights. In the late winter of 1776, the British position in Boston -
'became untenable. Thé colonists had occupied Dorchester Heights south of Boston, and with the -
use of captured cannons carried overland from Fort Ticonderoga, forced the evacuation of Boston
‘on March 17,:1776. Ini late 1775, American forces moved into Canada and captured Montreal.
'Failing in their attack against Quebec City, the army conducted an ineffective siege operation
‘during the winter and spring. Aok Ko aui8 06 ea boulodok g sinoaet beballl e
““* With the loss of Boston, British strategy turned to New York City. In a series of battles in
August and September 1776, General Washington gradually withdrew from Long Island and
Manhattan moving southward into New Jersey and Pennsylvania. This unexpected move (the
' British had anticipated a retreat into New England) helped to shape the Saratoga Campaign of
: irﬂléffollOWiﬂg year'n HOURI 00 D ;'!.,'3.".;;\-.‘?".":',:;,_{-"J«j‘{ HTRARE Lak1e? bos usclA 9n
“s'% IThe news from the north was slightly more favorable to the Americans. After spending the

" winter and spring outside of Quebec, the American forces withdrew in the face'of the first major

4 Y <]

- British move ‘down the'Chatmplain/Hudson corridor. Anticipating the'British army’s invasion by

~“Way of Lake Champlati General Gates, comrander of the Anierican forces, built a flet and sént
Pit' northward “under command_of General ’I(Béﬁiédigt 3Amold. Fortunately,' the *British “‘move
southward was véry slow as it was hot until early October that the’American fleet sailed up the
lake. The opposing fleets met at Valcour Bay. After a fierce battle, the remnants of the defeated
~"American fleet slipped south. Although the American force was defeated,’it had slowed ‘the
" British advance so that the season was too late for a continued offensive. Withdrawing to the -

* "north énd of the'lake, the British ‘army ‘encamped for the Winter inténding fo'renew their drive

‘toward Albany'in the following year, U8 $930£57 bag say badl o amolieg won bas w4
1713 - vypeeevg b3 Sr g RN Dl e rody Pyt aem e i ain g o ape Yo rvay 2057 At %o B s, e L % e .
0188 The Champlain*Hudson corridor, a 'known “prehistoric “travel Toute,*had been used as"a <~ -
‘I“ Sge Meriry AT d iy ptrg YAty o crech g LG <% 2 e i Skt Y e nivi MUG LY TT LT e Ty . N e Y
military ‘and trade Toute since before colonial days. ‘Algonquian and Iroquoian-speaking native
; : ~ . ; Sh bR N T g < TR
_travelers made extensive use of the corridor as did the later French, Dutch,‘and English soldiers

: *I’the’B;_iﬁsh"éﬁa_French' 10 protect their various interests =forts or blockhouses such as Saratoga,
Edward, George, 'William ‘Henry,' Ticonderoga,and Crowr Point.“As the events of 1776 had
_shown, the British saw this corridor as an invasion foute to the south. In the spring of 1777, at
“the north end of Lake Champlain, the British army, commanded by General Burgoyne, poised
B 1alvd $in Ci- Ul i i <1

nVas : ¢utingd glady ool el $A ualin LU sl s bavonest
91D The jals of the Buig
* “campaign progressed. ‘At a minimum, the British expected to fully control Lake Champlain and

at least strategically isolate New England from the southem colonies. The invasion of 1777 was
to be along two historic routes. While Burgoyne moved southward along the Champlain/Hudson
_route, a second force was to move eastward through the 'Mohawk River valley. ‘Burgoyne
“expected somé form of action from General Howe, the British'commander in New York, but this
‘action was never clearly communicated and was subject to differing interpretations. Although a
“union was planned with Howe at Albany it was not expected that General Gates would be faced
with a two-front action. ' ' e Gl S, QIR 05 G810 DO 19 '
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" "Burgo ehgaded south in mid-J ur{c. Under his coniij{z_fﬁd were 8,000 soldiers (British troops,
German mercenaries, Native Americans, and American loyalists), at least 42 field artillery pieces,
thirty armed boats with 282 cannon, and a large assortment of longboats, bateatx, ‘and wagon
e , ; ’
A i . T
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“during their attempts to control the region. From "Albany noithward, fortifications ‘were built by

oyhe ‘campaign’ wére ill-defined afid subject to ‘modification’as ‘the i



f (Luzader 1975: 17) _The first major obstacle, Fort Trconderoga was captured with unexpected

 ease in ‘early July. Burgoyne now had two natural corridors to the Hudson River from which to

. chose. A broad, swampy. depression led from the south end of Lake Champlain at Skenesboro

to Fort Edward on the Hudson. The second corridor was Lake George. For a variety of
geographical, military, and political reasons, Burgoyne chose the Skenesboro route. This low,

swampy, and heavily forested area could be traversed by only one road. The route was to prove

 costly in terms of time: Harassed by American rear-guard actions and slowed by felled trees and

* destroyed bridges, Burgoyne did not reach the Hudson River until the end of July. The next

; month was spent moving very slowly southward. On August 16, a German foraging party was

 defeated at Bennington. A week later, Burgoyne heard that his Mohawk Valley force had turned

. back toward Canada after their siege at Fort Stanwix was abandoned. Very, short of supplies and

on his own, Burgoyne was still waiting for news of actions south of Albany.
. ayeb. Amencan Forces had been concentrating in the Stillwater area. On September 12, General

« Gates moved northward a few miles. to a better defensive posmon on the river bluffs at Bemis

« Heightsr. The next day, Burgoyne crossed the Hudson River about two miles north of the small
 village ‘of Saratoga. The long, difficult march southward, diminishing supplies, the defeat at
~ Bennington, the failure of the Mohawk Valley invasion, and the lack of any news from General
owe were all takrng a toll on Burgoyne and his army.: 38t s o

D P

pressme&but would certamly not need to be rescued; doomed any, 1 reaf a1d for Burgoyne He was

left, fo, his, own resources 312551 ol bavrnso colzaaGRa 10 M iteasd 2a51u0ast lateain by
1, S¢ September 18th_and 19th, the British L Army, encamped about four, nules north o §Benus
{ Where

the;_Amerrcanv Army‘, wasawamngr Burgoyne,;knew~ llttle of the, strength

- ¢ positio .:'a;nd moved, west and south in three columns Approxrmately ong, mile in f,
Anregrgag,_hnw,‘ the Bntlsh, Center column was engaged in battle . by, Amerlcan ener.

AAAAA

L 10 exp101t any opemng found in the American lines: 35§ e T O Ghiv 2ew Bia 00 o1 igrets

- "Bgm‘ Although victorious for the day, Burgoyne still knew little about the enemy disposition. Still

;. expecting; or perhaps hoping, for help from General Howe, ‘Burgoyne decided to entrench and

. wait: For two and one-half weeks, the situation remained stable. Both armies 1mproved their

. fortifications, but while the British gradually lost strength, the American Army grew with the

addltlon of thousands of men. Burgoyne placed his army, on short rations in early October. He

5 was now faced with two poor choices. He could attemptx a retreat northward with very low rations

-‘:;-Saandéa uumerlcally mfenog army,, or hehcould resumeg 1 h1s advance southward by, attackmg ‘the
Amencan position. - a1 ChdNAE]
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'Breymann redoubt. _Burgoyne's posmon became precanous during the night he fell back to the

'ctober 9, unable to contlnue his retreat, Burgoyne made camp on the heights above Saratoga.

- 22
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: j;;ig‘Unknown to General Burgoyne he, would not be receiving any assrstance from the south.. .

Qntlsh field army fightmg new ill-trained colonial forces rmght need a diversion to relieve some

Morgan'’s forces: After a, fierce, ﬁght, thegﬁgrencans were,_ dnven from the field o ;battle but" o
Burgoyne was, unable o pursue:, Neither. commander had comnutted their full forces _Gates kept' B
to his fortified lines, Burgoyne reserved his left column to protcct hrs artrllery and to be ready g

= On October 7, he sent out a strong reconnaissance force to see if the enerrly lines could be :
breached If this fa1led he was prepared to retreat. The reconnaissance force, observed by the
‘Amencans, was attacked in the vicinity of the Barber Farm. The British were forced back into - -
_their fortified positions. Continuing the’ “attack in front of the Balcarres and Breymann redoubts,

_Great Redoubt area. The next night, in"a heavy rain, the British Army retreated northward. On

(2>\./
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‘the” Americans suffered heavy losses, but overran the right side of the British front of the




h

%‘S.qtr,r;o}mded,‘%but of supplies, and with no communications from General Howe, Burgoyne
‘surrendered his army ‘on October 17. The British Army finally moved south past the American
Cnrrte e o B0) 8o bl e Iy afg ¥ AL e S ‘o ey AT 5y T s 5 el & £ TR0 L
. (positions at Bemis Heights, but as prisoners being marched to Bosfon;tnewe bsmd A seods
& 0} Yionse 8 301 o090 eded 2aw 0binogd bnoose 4dT “poebuH ei no biswhbd 1of o
‘Aftermath'of the Campaign >otlo s og1ud enoerst Isoitilog bas cesiilim Jsoidguizosy

SVOWqThe agticultural character of the Stillwater-Saratoga area was only briefly-intcrrupted by the
téVeﬁﬁ:Qf September-October 1777.-The landscape on the ‘batflefield itself was,of course, altered
Considerably.‘Long ‘and often deep temains of the fortifications scarred the fields. Large areas ‘of
“forests had been cut for constructing defensive works ‘and for fuel.“Soil compaction in the area
fwas significant. Howéver, recovery was fairly rapid. Agriculture was quickly reestablished and
'remained preédominant until the battlefield preservation movement began in the’early twentieth
century. iedlA o divoz 2ive.i05 16 2950 561 srittaw L2 26w sovogict ove 2id go

"2 The 'Schuyler House and grounds were greatly transformed. On October 10, 1777, three days
“after the second battle 'of Saratoga, General Burgoyne ordered his retreating troops to bumn the
Schuyler house. Schuyler quickly rebuilt. The new house was a ‘smaller, two-story frame
structure. (This house was used primarily as a_summer house by the Gc;ne_ra_l)Agriculture and
‘industry were also resumed. Mills that had been destroyed by the British were rebuilt, quarters

en y : ,
were built for slaves and tenant farmers (Larrabee 1960:3-4).1 i dA plgables (s srow S
16l T
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_“The Stillwater-Saratoga Area i 2101 lalioios haulaaldll 80 a0/ 40% , /
5% 97frer'thé Révolution, between ¢4 1780 and 1855, extensivé commeicial exploitation of forest

_and mineral resources began. Major expansion occurred from 1785-1825. By 1825 there were no
- Plarge blocks 6f unsold fari land publicly held in"thé Hudson 'Valley or the immediate ‘vicinity.

~

- By this time, the patteriiof farmis and villages observable during the twentieth century Wwas set.

i “Between 1835 &nd '1855 ‘thei¢ Was Tapid economic ‘and ‘population‘growth ttributable to the

' b iige e A g ~F e e ph ke ~ o ity v B T i L A o DS y i A R S i b
_Gintroduétion 'and expansion ‘of Various transportation systems (Figure 7). (a0 i baoy 1ovis

S {9 JFrom ‘approximatély 1850 to the present, tailroads, federal highways, and barge canals have

A _.qs:nr.-?\""r—ﬁo' e § P eyce ik ey 1 el I AE] s beree T S M S . Foo Sqa €V ] vy iy el e b
: A.!sgrve!:g as the ’;n'@m"txran’qurtathnl avenues. “Yet, throughout all historic 'tlme's',‘ the Hudson River
: zhas remained the prinéipal roufe for all major economic activities. T urnpike construction in the

ctibre Y manemwa? fhevt v Ao r vt piiic A8 T oy Vi Wage vk P ® Mt =88 By 5%, e e ¢
_“garly “nineteénth céntury ,increased commerce and ‘trading “Tumpike toutes ‘followed natural

" ¥pathway§! principal among thesé béing the Hudson'and Mohawk Valleys.“The cail eta began

by 1855. Thefeé Were many ‘Canalsand fe¢der canals, such as
anals strengthened the économy in some areas and weakened

f .about 1800 and was virtually over
~1hie Champlain Canalin-Stithwates-
"canal. This Was a principal reason for the construction of the many feeder canals. Canals also
“increased thé tse of natural waterways. Dué to increased trade from canal traffic, the Hudson
“River ¢arried more material than’at any previous time."By thé time ¢anal transport was dropping
“off, railroads Were becoming widespread. They were less limited by terrain‘and climate than were
“canals.' By “1855, ‘main Tail lines were linked with local linés in a statewide system (Meinig
1966b:142,162). . - OO A
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By the 1850's, iron rails superseded the canals as the preferred means of moving goods The
Champlain Canal, however, did not die. Local traffic continued to use the still inexpensive water
highway until the early twentieth century when the New York Barge Canal system replaced the
Champlam and Erie canals. Today, the canal can be easily followed th:ough the Park. Som
sections are silted up, but others, particularly north of the Entrance Road look very close Yo the
way they would have appeared in the nineteenth century. . w

By 1800, small diversified homestead farming gradually changed to crop farming, wheat
being the major crop. In 1860, 91.8% of all land in Stillwater was still used for farmmg For the
most part manufactunng and business activities consisted of individual enterpnses

Saratoga Natlonal Historical Park '

Properties now part of the Saratoga National Historical Park changed as they were affected
by farming, industry, and transportation developments. Philip Schuyler, as part of his Saratoga
estate, had a number of enterprises, including a grist mill and saw mills. General Schuyler died
in 1804. The estate remained in the Schuyler family until 1839, when it was purchased by
Colonel George Strover. Strover and his descendants occupied the house for the remainder of the
century (Larrabee 1960:4-5).

At the battle site there was only one business—the Bemis Tavern. Little is known about the
tavern ‘or its operations. One nineteenth-century writer said this tavern was large and the most
important ' north of Albany (Luzader 1973:5). It is not known how long the tavern at Bemis

‘Heights existed after the battles; most likely it did not survive long. Its owner, Jotham Bemis,

was a Loyalist and did not remain in the area. All other structures on the battleﬁeld were
associated with domestic and agricultural act1v1t1es e AAL LTS
. The fate of the battlefield fortifications depended almost entlrely upon the su1tab111ty of the

. site for agriculture. The American fortifications fared worse than the British. The Neilson Farm
“fortifications may have been dismantled shoxtly after the battles as John Neilson resumed
-'farmmg His job may have been relatively easy since the lines in this area may not have included

deep entrenchments. Repeated cultivation probably destroyed most of the American river bluff "~
works as early as the late 1820s, although one battlefield visitor, Lossing, reported ”famt traces”

-in 1848 (Lossing 1851; Neilson 1844:15- 18; Reeve and Snow 1975)

 The British works fared better, or at least were around longer as a few traces remain today
In the rmd-mneteenth century, it was discovered that local sand was very sultable for use in sand
castlng of iron. Mining operations destroyed many archaeological resources, particularly in the
area of Burgoyne's headquarters. Other areas seemed to escape sand mining and repeated
cultivation. As late as 1886, the fortifications about 500 yards southeast of the headquarters were
apparently in good condition. The “Old Woods” was probably not cultivated after the battles, and
surficial vestiges remain today. Similar conditions maintained at the Tory camp north of the
Breymann Redoubt, although no surface evidence can be seen there (Nellson 1844; Reeve and
Snow 1975)

In 1828, the construction of the Champlain Canal 51gmﬁcantly altered the area at the base
of the river bluffs at Bemis Heights, and northward. The canal ran from the south end of Lake
Champlam to the junction of the Hudson-Mohawk rivers where the Erie Canal began. It provided
easy and inexpensive transportation for the area. In the vicinity of Fish Creek, below the final
British camp, the canal brought prosperity. Within a few years cotton mills, warehouses, taverns,
and other canal-related businesses turned the area into a thriving community. In 1831 the
community was incorporated as the village of Schuylemlle '

The canal also had an impact on the battlefield. As part of the canal operation, the lower
course of the Kroma Kill, running through the Great Ravine, was developed as a slack water
turmng basm ‘The area was used for turning canal barges and as a transshlpment pomt for local
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produce At least one mill was built on the Kroma Klll and it is probable that smaller, canal- 1

\ “related enterprises were also built. /
. 9% To commemo; ate the centennial of the battles of Saratoga the Saratoga Monument was
“erécted in Victory s: The monument was a granite obelisk, 154" feet tall, designed by Jared

* C: Markham. Co ction began on October 17, 1877. The monument was completed 1895. It
- was acquired by the State of New York in 1897. In 1887, the Benedlct Amold monument was
: erected by John Watts de Peyser :

£ ’t ( [ ’
> 2

Twentleth Century wig Blal iy cowin ! mi apme st Besvytanes
. s R LT ..-’=§;‘"‘=' ‘ ' ‘ £
Whlle farmmg continued to be 1mportant there was a 50% county w1de reductron in farrmng
acreage between 1925 and 1959 (Thompson 1966: 510-511). Farming remained important at the
battlefield site well into the twentieth century. Except for canal-related structures, nineteenth and
- ¢ twentieth-century strictures on the old battlefield were homes or farm buildings. The population
- of Stillwater, which had remained relatively unchanged since the late nineteenth century, grew
raprdly after World War II; following the trend for Saratoga County as a whole. At the same
: time, the village of Schuylervﬂle peaked at over 16,000 in the first three decades of the twentieth
- century and thereafter remained at a fairly stable level of between 12,000 and 15,000 (Figure 7).
&od&The 1777 ‘road system in the battlefield area evolved to a more cornphcated system by, 1927.,
,me “road corridors remained essentially, unchanged although it is not known if they were used.;
contmuously, betweens 1777 and. 1927 Sections of the; 1927 New: York Route 32, the_Phillips
Road ‘and’ the lower part’ of Lohnes Road (today’s lower Entrance Road), follow the _same
ahgnments as’ somg “of thé Toads in 1777 (Snow:1976). btz 5 bsvoiqas camuo"l A0 L G
iﬁ; For a relatrvely brief period—1901-1928—an electric rallroad ran along the river flats. Early
Sl the"(‘ state? parklused this: trolley: line for: access. : The; long; abandoned. railroad
"~ embankment can still be seen east of U.S: Route_ 4:; The ‘canal and railroad constructron Toad -
'+ relocations} and farmmg activities ‘on the flats probably destroyed archaeolog1cal resources and
¢ altered the lower courses of thé three streams draining. the battlefield (Snow, 1977b:10).5-516 %5
-5 b flz,Untrl residential’ development destroyed most_of the works, remains, of, the British_final
""encampmentpabove old Saratoga fared well. In_ 1919, one writer reported Morgans breastworks
I northwest of the Saratoga Monument were still, v1s1ble and in the woods south of the monument
were. ”hundreds of feet of British breastworks in an excellent state of preservatron (Brandow fEe
“H 1919: 504) Today, only ‘archaeologically, unverified “rifle pits”, remain in these, woods.,.J7
ahteh Elnally there .are_ nUMerous indications of past activity on. the battlefield. Low,, ndges and
i dltches may be the ‘remains of military activity or may be field lines and dramage dltches Other
£ remamsL maykbe linked to activity while the area was a state park.!g.;
. The Saratoga Battlefield Association, Inc., organized in 1923, campalgned in eamest for the
preservatlon of Saratoga Battlefield. In 1926 the state of New York authorized a temporary
- Advisory, Board to study Battlefields and Historic sites. New York also authorlzed funds to
purchase sites and/or make improvements on state owned lands. ., o T
saxoig The; followmg-, year;; New,, York: appropriated $150,000. for the commemoratlon of the
N Sesqulcentenmal of the Burgoyne Campaign. That same year, the state also acquired the, Freeman
- . ¢ Farm, the Sarle Farm, the Neilson Farm, and the Gannon Farm, totalmg nearly 655 acres for the
- Battlefield In 1928, New York approprlated what was eventually nearly $90,000 for the purchase :
5 of an addrtlonal 2,084 acres. The total additional acreage was apparently neyer fully purchased.
State' operatlon, contmued(_untll( 1941 when® “the, Umted States accepted the, donation, of -
& approxrmatelyxl ,430. acres,ﬁom New. ,Xorki Thrs transfe_r, or;ﬂonahon had beemauthonzed by
5 N_ew(York in 1938:151e04 bovmqm $35 15 A oAD adi 1o finU Blalk alefl a3 t0 qoiosa -
oolfe Durmg the penod of State admrmstratlon_—l926-194 . 1—many thousands of visitors toured the i
battlefield For example in 1936 there were more than 33,000 reglstered visitors, w1th the f
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‘. number of actual visitors estimated at eight times that figure (letter from J.F. Gannon to A.S.
" Hopkins 11/16/36).-Also during this time, considerable change ‘occurred to the Park. Grounds
ewere cleared up ‘and undesirable buildings were rémovéd. iThree miles of .gravel roads were
‘completed, a highway bridgé Was'constructed across the Middle Ravineé, and_extensive parking
'lots were prepared near the Block Houise.”A memorial pavilion was erected at the cemetery near
““the Block House,and the' Genéral Benédict 'Amold headquarters building near the Block House

was constructed. The house on Freeman Farm was repaired by :the:DARY Six sfield icomfort - -
stations were built at various points. The American powder magazine southeast of the Block -

House was constructed. Picnic areas with fireplaces were laid out. Evergreen trees were set out
around the cemetery plot. Over 3,000 forest trees were planted in the vicinity of the Middle
‘Ravine. The Neilson House was restored, and new monuments, memorials, and markers were
“efected. By August 1938, the Conservation Department had spent an estimated $186,000 for land
purchase and $63,000 for development. | @ oot i i alitn
- While the disposition of some of the features and developments undertaken by the state is
known, the location and disposition of others are not known. No comprehensive inventory or
investigation on the ground by archaeologists has been done. The extent of disturbance to the
‘archaeological features needs to be systematically studied, documented and analyzed. Potential
for gaining twentieth-century information would seem good. For example,‘a letter from J.F.
-Gannon to ‘A.S. Hopkins dated 6/24/36 mentions a five-day encampment by the second battalion
‘of the 26th infantry on'the battlefield, after which trash was collected and burned, and “all pits
#which had been dug for fireplaces Were filled in.”:Such pits’ may still remain ‘as archaeological
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- _In 1926, Congress approved a study of battlefields that included Saratoga. Before the United
“States ‘actually acquired the Park lands, New York Staté and the National Park Service cooperated
i’ studies carried out ‘af the Battlefield."Congress, in 1930, authorized $4,000 for a study and
!survey of the Battlefield for commemorative purposes (46 Stat. 490).¢ iz ri6a sssyplasdii-
b 2By ‘an “act approved June 1,71938, Congress ‘authorized the establishment ‘of Saratoga as a
National Historical Park (52 Stat.’608). In that year, New ‘York passed reciprocal legislation’ to
Itransfer'the lands to the United States. Later that year the Secretary of the Interior approved a
“boundary containing 2,600 acres:In 1941, the ‘Unitéd States accepted the' donation’or transfer of
inearly 1,430 acres from 'New York. The park was then officially established by an’Act approved
YJune 22, 1948 (PL734). Sitla insllsoxs ns i 2iowissid deiiid o 1231 Y0 ehavhaisd® s1ow
. The Civiliah Conservation Corps (CCC) conducted a topographical survey, and assisted with
"studies and projects in the late 1930s and early 1940s.'CCC crews obliterated old foundations,
‘ferice Tows, and hedges; hauled dirt fill to-obliterate road ‘scars, removed brush,’straightened
monuments, built and realigned trails, planted trees and shrubbery, built sewers and culverts, and
painted structures. The CCC also provided laborers for Robert Ehrich'’s archaeological excavations
“which were the first conducted at Saratoga under the auspices of the National Park Service.
i < The Schuyler estate continued to be owned by the descendants of George Strover. The last
private owner was Strover’s grandson, Mr. George Lowber. In March of 1950, the United States
~acquired the Philip Schuyler House and 26 acres of land as an additional unit of -Saratoga
‘National Historical Park in Schuylerville. A cooperative agreement between the Secretary of the
“Interior and the Old Saratoga Historical Association was concluded on January 21,1953 for the

‘operation of the Philip’ Schuyler House. < i

. ¢
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dditional property was acquired during the 1970s and 1980s. On December 23, 1974, the
'United States accepted as a donation from the A.L. Garber Company, a tract of 22.70 acres in
Victory Mills. In 1975, the Nature Conservancy purchased a 147-acre tract next to the eastern
sector of the Battlefield Unit of the Park. By an act approved March 5, 1980, Congress
“authorized the National Park Service to acquire the tract (P1 96-199). This was deeded to the
sefy fding ewdmey bopstzn 8§ oo W atssih ALV g sigosae fatinliin
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United States on June 29, 1982. On July. 23, 1980, New York deeded to the United States the
W Saratoga Monument and 2.82 acres in Sehu'y'lervrﬂ'er VIETORY
: The Saratoga Monument has not fared well during the present century. Moisture problems
“plagued the structure from the outset. It required frequent repairs and refurbishing. Even these
efforts were not enough to keep the structure safe. It was closed to the public for safety reasons
in 1970. In 1980, the monument was acquired by the National Park Service, and was reopened
the following year after extensive repair and maintenance. However, the structure was again
closed in 1987, after it was again determined to be unsafe. Extensive rehabilitation work has
begun with the goal of stablhzmg and restonng the structure SO that it can once agam be opened
- to the public (NPS ca. 1992).- 1 5 e
£, By an Act approved January 12 1983 Congress authorlzed the acqursltlon of tracts in the
- southern sector of the Battlefield Umt deemed essential to “effective management (PL 97-460).
. Funds not to exceed one million dollars were authorized to be appropriated after October 1, 1983
“'to carry, out the purpose of the- Act.. By:the Act: approved November 4, 1983, (PL, 98 146)
. Congress directed the National Park Service to reprogram $500,000 for Saratoga National
. Historical Park acquisitions. Then in the Act approved November 30, 1983 (PL 98-181) Congress
approprlated that amount as part of a larger appropriation from the Land and Water Conservation
: Fund; soril& prutngd iinosingsg edt gnnih sots adr o hovos ssittes has b dotu (s =0
"tw}q« The National Park: Semce has_conducted archaeologlcal mvestlgatlons at selected sites on-
. the Battlefield, Unit, the Schuyler House Unit, and at the Saratoga, Monument; The most recent
by Rensselaer Polytechmc Institute (RPI) on a newly: acqulred parcel has located the 31te of
", General Gates' headquarters during the American military occupatlon of Bemis He1ghts Together
'1w1tf1 CCG, work i in_the early. daygmd SU_NY Albany work in the 1970's the RPI studles have

e X e e e A T Y

- added to the data base. for historic_scene restoratlon mterpretatlon research and archeologlcaly x
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*'i'The Saratoga ‘area has been home to a ‘wide variety of cultural and ethnic groups,most
prominent among them: Native ‘Americans of the 'Mahican 'and Mohawk communities, ‘Dutch
'Settlers™and their descendants,"and English ‘and Anglo-American residents.! [08¢. nl GT€1 ai -
11425 Nativé ‘Amméricans have lived in and dround what is now Saratoga National Historical Park .
“for perhaps more than 10,000 years. Native people settled along the Hudson River, its tributaries,
“and around Lakes ‘and wetlands and other areas where abundant wild plants and animals could

be gathered and hunted. By the Late Woodland period they were also cultivating crops here in

‘the valley’s fertile alluvial soils. By the seventeenth century, the Mahicans inhabited the area.

These ‘were the people who met the English traveler Henry Hudson in the first decade of the

seventeenth century, and they established trading relations with the Dutch for whom Hudson was

employed. Later in the seventeenth century, the Mohawks drove the Mahicans from the west bank
of the Hudson and took up what was at least a seasonal residence in the Saratoga area.

Descendants of these Mohawk and Mahican communities live today in New York State,

‘Massachusetts, Wisconsin, Canada, and elsewhere. 2@ 1 & lisepia s oot Lo g

Dutch traders and settlers arrived in the area during the seventeenth century. Although their

‘numbers were never large in the Saratoga area they included some of the regions first European
- slandownefts. English settlers followed in the eighteenth century and established farms in'what was
: ,‘.§Q6}i’t6":b'e§6fﬁ}:§;ﬂlé’Safat'bg"éi‘.battleﬁeld.‘1‘;’:“;:’2;'! 8 o (195) atutitent sindrorviod walvzansi (4
195 The Battlefield Unit contains archéological remains fassociated ‘with 'a diverse ‘groups of
";’sbldieff's' ‘and '¢amp followers including Native ‘Américans, ‘British,” Hessians,'and Americans of
‘various origins including African‘Americans. The soldiérs of 1777 included many British, Anglo-
~American, and Hessian soldiers. They also included Native Americans of the Mohawk,
- Stockbridge, Oneida, and other Nations, as well as people of Irish, Scottish Highlander, Scots-

- Irish, African, and Dutch descent. The battlefield also has relevance to Polish Americans, who

note with pride the contributions of several Polish officers who volunteered their services for the

Revolutionary cause. Saratoga, in particular, bears testimony to “the genius of engineer Thaddeus

Kosciuszko,” which was made clear only through archeological reconstruction of the American

position (Snow 1981:20). The eighteenth through twentieth-century domestic sites at what is now
_the Battlefield Unit contain an archeological record associated primarily with farmers of Anglo-
~ American ethnicity, with some Dutch-Americans and Irish-Americans as well. : ¥

* The Schuyler House may contain evidence relevant to the lives of the estate’s owners,—the

Schuyler and Strover families. It also has the potential to contain evidence of the work and living

conditions of the estate’s various tenants and enslaved workers, among them Af/ric/an,—Americans.
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PREVIOUS ARCHEOLOGICAL RESEARCH AT SARATOGA NATIONAL
HISTORICAL PARK: BATTLEFIELD UNIT

Evaluation of Archeological Research

Archeological research is evaluated based on reports prepared for the National Park Service
or other published reports. These reports are on file at the New England Museum Services
Center, Marine Barracks, Boston National Historical Park, Charlestown Unit, Charlestown,
Massachusetts and/or at the Saratoga National Historical Park library.

Archeological research for Saratoga National Historical Park has taken a variety of forms
and has focused on a variety of topics. In the years immediately preceding and following the
establishment of the Park, several reconnaissance surveys were conducted in search of traces of
fortifications and other military features and structures. These kinds of projects, small-scale
testing in various parts of the Park in order to locate specific structures, fortifications, graves, and
battlegrounds associated with the battles, have been pursued over more than 40 years. Their
overall goal has been to provide information for interpretation, although some (e.g., Cotter 1957)
also investigated areas in order to assess the effects of proposed construction on potential
archeological resources. More recently, archeological research has focused on testing areas that
have been slated for development, where the National Park Service has proposed undertakings .
such as the installation of utilities and landscaping, or in newly acquired parcels. *

~ The first criterion in evaluating archeological research projects is research objectives.
Research goals may be specific or general, simple or complex, site-specific or regionally oriented. -
Whatever the project goals may be, they must be clearly stated, logical, and appropriate to the
site or study area. If research objectives are informed by anthropological and/or archeological -
theory, the theoretical foundations of the research should be made clear. ey

Project goals are the principal determinant of project methods. Choosing the appropriate
methods, or constructing a research design, may also depend on factors such as preservation,’
previous disturbances, and conditions at_the site.. This_relationship had often_been clearly
illustrated in the archeology at Saratoga National Historical Park. Archeologists must decide
which data are to be collected, how data are to be recorded, how horizontal and vertical controls
are to be maintained, how precisely and accurately measurements are to be taken, how features,
sites, or regions are to be sampled, which artifact attributes are to be analyzed and recorded, how
data are to be recorded, and how artifacts are to be curated. Evaluating methods includes
assessing their appropriateness to research goals, the skill and competence with which the chosen
methods were employed, and the thoroughness with which methods were reported, explained, and
justified.

Within the Battlefield Unit, the locations of archeological research projects are given
according to their block designations. These are based on the master map in Dean Snow’s
Archaeological Atlas of the Saratoga Battlefield (Snow 1977b:11) which shows the Battlefield
Unit as it existed in 1977, divided into grid squares—or “blocks”—1,000 feet on a side, each of
which is designated by an alphanumeric coordinate (Figure 8). For example, the Park
Headquarters and Visitor’s Center are located in Block 3B. This gridded map was originally
developed by Park Historian Charles Snell in the 1950s (Snell 1951a).
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Archeological Reconnaissance of Saratoga National Historical Park (1941)

The first archeological research at Saratoga National Historical Park under the auspices of
the National Park Service was conducted under the direction of Robert Ehrich. Ehrich
investigated five areas:

American Lines, West Flank

American Lines, East Flank

British Lines, East Flank

Balcarres Redoubt (British Lines, West Flank)
Breymann Redoubt (British Lines, West Flank)

ol b s

in order to locate and assess any archeological remains associated with the battle within the
proposed boundary of the Park. Following the completion of his report on the reconnaissance
survey (Ehrich 1941a), Ehrich also made recommendations for additional archeological research
in a report (Ehrich 1943) he prepared in his spare time while serving in the armed forces in
World War Two g -

REPORT TITLES

1. Progress Report on the Archeologt‘eal Program of Saratoga National Historical Park. Oh
file at Saratoga National Hlstorlcal Park, Stillwater, New York. (1941)

2. Proposed Archeoiogtcal Program for Saratoga National Hlstorlcal Park On ﬁle
at Saratoga National Historical Park, Stillwater, New York. (1943) -

- 3. Ehrich also prepared monthly progress reports, several of which (e.g., Ehrich 1940a,
'+ 1940b; 1941b 1941c 194ld) are on ﬁle at Saratoga National Hlstorlcal Park, Stlllwater
NewYork. 71 4 Mgt By i s . .

.'\‘x
Fiod enniisl

AUTHOR: - . Robert W. Ehnch
DATE OF REPORTS The ﬁrst report is dated 1941. The second is dated 1943

DATES OF FIELDWORK Field work began August 26, 1940 and was halted at some point during
the autumn. Work resumed on April 16, 1941 and contmued through the late spring, summer, and
autumn of that year (Ehrich 1940, 1941a)

PROJECT GOALS: The general goal of the archeological reconnaissance was to determine the
quantity and quality of extant Revolutionary War-period archeological remains within the
proposed boundary of the Park. Ehrich’s survey was also designed to assess the fea51b111ty of a
more comprehensive archeological program (Ehrich 1943; Hamtlton 1944). Further, it was hoped
that his survey might yield data pertinent to development of historic properties—i.e., restoration
or reconstruction of specific battlefield features.

F e
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1.

Ehrich identified five objectives for his archeological “campaign:” . o

To check topographical identifications made on the basis of early maps and historical
“data; ! TG0 AT daunol i1 desoiaey u:d Je Hamsaus Isoigoloodne il ol
s dod Yoo acinstib sl shrr Baisnhand  epw 9oivin? ohe9 Tlsnobel o
. To define precise locations of fortifications and positions of which all surface traces haye
disappeared; - ok pr v At St
' : Aael’ 25W zoaid peoltemd i1
3. To learn about the nature of the fortifications and other historic features'and the technical
challenges involved in their excavation; o dasiti d2sd penld deitist &
(i Do b paper T odabyigt a8 povinatefl b

To acquire information needed to develop a comprehensive archeological program; and
R

. To acquire information needed to plan for future restorations and/or reconstructions

(Ehrich 1941a:1). These goals were to drive much of the archeology at Saratoga National
Historical Park for the next 30+ years. i3

METHODS: Ehrich excavated in five areas, each of which were tested with large excavation units.

SAREA % s Bl s, o - Block(s) e
“American Lines, ‘West Flank #3758 10 iy 0 in]3D 2500 B =i\l 16 ROy AVALh N
American Lines; Cénterand East Flank#![i1% “5-113E,13F, 14F ¥ sgolitse e sl -
British Lines, East Flank = ea 9L, 9K?, 71 andfor 7J i

Balcaites Redotibt (British Litics;"West Flank)” \J6E, 6F, 7E, TF losioth bisoqend & . -
‘Breymann Redoubt (British Lines, " West Flank) ~ ~4E | leohionitl leacis ’

LIy Pk

R

The five areas and their respective Blocks (see Figure 8, this report) are listed below: e
' ‘ RN TROSEN L

<

. 5Z0JE18Z,

suggested by the current landscape surface with battlefield features depicted in the abové models;
and (2) to establish locations of features which, though depicted in one or more of the above . -
models, could no longer be recognized as surface' features:ojv1 f4ift &l [BTAOSHA 50 STAG

“massive; some were as much as 200 feet in length. Standard width appears to have been 6 feet
'(Ehrich 1941a:46). Trenches were expanded laterally whenever subsurface archeological features
were encountered since Ehrich’s primary objective was to locate and define features.* Although
excavation procedures were not described in much detail, it seems possible that trenches were

“dug ‘with shovels and the dirt was not screened. '* " 17 1T B0 961 AGA i
“Wherever vestiges of fortifications were observed, feature restoration/stabilization measures

“were taken. Fortification ditches were partially backfilled, restoring what was presumed to be the
original grade. Remaining backdirt was banked to simulate earthworks. Postholes were lined with

‘hay before being backfilled (Ehrich 1941a:5,22-23). *.

d oyl yaswiae

YRR TSR nes e T 10

RESULTS AND INTERPRETATIONS: At the American Lines, West (Block 13D), parallel to the
northeast-southwest trending ridge, Ehrich intercepted and completely excavated a continuous
200-foot segment of what he interpreted to be a refilled Revolutionary War fortification ditch.
He noted both partially decomposed and charred wood in the ditch fill and suggested this might
constitute evidence that the earthwork that paralleled this ditch may have been supplemented by

-3

zionay od1 3&IA00 TOSLORY

*“Ehrich's survey consisted of background research, problem-oriented surface reconnaissance,

“and relatively large-scale subsurfacé sampling. Material provided by Putnam {(1777),"Wilkinson -
(1777a), Varick (1777), Neilson (1844), and Brandow (1919) served as models for the British = -
zone. Test excavation was undertaken: (1) to field check possible correlations between features = -

. Compared with the test trenches dug by subsequent investigators, Ehrich's test trenches were



an abatis. At its southwestern end, he found that the ditch terminated. A series of postholes and
a round-bottomed subsurface depression (perhaps an artillery emplacement) extended for an
additional 19 feet, beyond which no evidence of fortification structures was observed. To the
south of the ditch, in the presumed vicinity of Poor’s Brigade's encampment, no evidence of
Revolutionary War-period military occupation was observed (Ehrich 1941a:3-6).

Artifacts recovered from the ditch fill included animal bones, square-sectioned (possibly
handwrought) nails, a brass buckle, both halves of a brass button, and fragments of an iron vessel
(Ehrich 1941a:4). These might date from the American military occupation.

From the purported position of the American Lines, Center and East Flank (Blocks 13E, 13F,
and 14F) Ehrich recovered ambiguous traces of activity. Within the present tour road loop,
(Block E13, probably in the vicinity of the projected site of Lincoln’s Brigade’s encampment)
Ehrich noted no evidence of American east flank fortifications. With a series of trenches he
intercepted several subsurface features that included a number of “dead furrows” and two shallow
pits. Whether these pits, which contained “square-sectioned” (handwrought?) nails and charred
wood, derived from the American military occupation could not be determined (Ehrich 1941a:7).
These were the only artifacts reported from the series of trenches dug within Block 13E.

East of the present tour road loop, within Block 14F, Ehrich intercepted and excavated a 50-
60-foot segment of what he believed to be a fortification ditch. He suggested that this segment
was part of a zig-zag stretch of the American line (this supposition was later confirmed by Snow
[1974]). Features created by U.S. Army maneuvers conducted here in 1936 were observed in
three of the four trenches dug within Block 14F. Within this Block, all artifacts recovered appear
to have been attributable to the 1936 U.S. Army encampment (Ehrich 1941a:9-13). . = -

With one of the three test trenches dug within Block 13F, Ehrich intercepted a crescent-
shaped ditch approximately 40 feet long. He concluded that this ditch was a “lunette outwork“—a
remnant of one of several outworks constructed in advance of the American east flank. During
excavation of the lunette outwork, three items were recovered that according to Ehrich may have
been directly associated with that feature; those items were a small iron chain and two small iron
fittings to which the chain was presumed to have been attached (Ehrich 1941a:18-20). .. -

-~ At the British Lines; East Flank (Blocks 9L, 9K?, 71 and/or 7J), background research
suggested that nineteenth-century sand quarrying may have destroyed much of the remains of
British fortifications. In a long north-south test trench paralleling the river bluffs (Block 9L?),
Ehrich intercepted an east-west trending ditch which he determined to be about 65 feet in length.
The trench fill was reported to be rich in organic matter, notably decomposed wood. From its
relative location and orientation, Ehrich concluded that the ditch was a remnant of a detached
fortification (shown in Wilkinson's map [1777a]) manned by Hesse-Hanau Attillery, which
marked the eastern terminus of British east flank fortifications (Ehrich 1941a:20-21).

Approximately 300 feet to the west of the ditch described above (i.e., probably on the east
side of Block 9K), Ehrich observed a cluster of postholes. He reported that these were irregularly
spaced, and that they seemed to form no recognizable pattern. Although he found no evidence
to attribute this feature to the British, Ehrich tentatively identified the cluster of postholes as a
remnant of the most southerly segment of the British east flank (Ehrich 1941a:221-22).

All artifacts reportedly recovered during Ehrich’s investigations of the British east flank
appeared to have been recovered from the series of trenches dug in Block 9L. Among the items
recovered were a quantity of “square-sectioned” nails, several unidentified iron fragments, a few
projectile points (types not specified), and a relatively large quantity of flint chips. The flint chips
were reportedly recovered from both the humus layer and the ditch fill. None of the chips
appeared to have been reworked. Ehrich suggested that some of the chips may have been gun
flints, possibly from the British military occupation. However, he considered it equally plausible

that all may have been byproducts of projectile point manufacture, originally deposited during
precontact occupation of river bluffs (Ehrich 1941a:22).
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During the course of his investigation, local residents had informed Ehrich of a series of
ditches with flanking embankments in a heavily wocded tract immediately east of the north fork
“of Mill Creek (Block 7I). According to local tradition, these ditches and embankments ;were ,
‘remnants of British fortifications (Brandow 1919:498). Although these features were located in >
the vicinity of the most westerly segment of the British east flank (Wilkinson 1777a), Ehrich
vconcluded that they were more likely to have been associated with a sand quarrying operation.
{He recommended limited scale test eéxcavations in open stretches flanking the, jwpogs._Xththgri
he carried out these excavations was not mentioned and actual locations of these trenches . were
not reported. Ehrich failed to find any evidence of British fortifications in this area (Ehrich
1941a:23-24).! Thirty years later, Stuart Reeve and Dean Snow (1975:38-43) reached a ivery
different conclusion. They believed the woods were the more intact area and the open fields the
more disturbed. Their tests and later tests by other researchers in the “Old Woods” (Browne 1986,

"1987) identified segments of fortifications and portions of encampment areas: - e
' In the area of Balcarres Redoubt (British Lines, West flank; Blocks 7E, 7F, 6E, and 6F),
Ehrich was able to establish the locations of the eastern and western walls of the southern half
of the Redoubt in three or four test trenches extending eastward from the east side of the former
Freeman Farm road. In the southernmost of the four trenches, Ehrich intercepted north-south
trending ditches which he interpreted to be the eastern and western walls of the redoubt. From
the postholes in the western ditch, he suggested that the western wall had consisted of a timber
r¢ribwork barricade, probably banked with dirt from the ditch. ‘A double burial ‘occurred within
Thoth the eastern and the western ditches; six hearths were found between the eastern ahd western
ditches. Just inside’ the eastern wall Ehrich ‘observed subsurface eviderice of a'possible artillery
-emplacement ‘(Ehrich 1941a:25-37). 10018 miditw gob esdonan fest saul ot 1o ong fW 7 e s
#="AA ‘considerable quantity of Revolutionary-period military aftifacts was recovered, all from
“thé'four trenches extending from the ‘east side ‘of the former Freeman Farm road eastward, and
“all from within the projected limits of the redoubt.’Among ‘the items were lead bullets,-an‘iron . -
“¢anister,” uniform hardware, ‘and ball ‘clay pipe fragments.sUnidentified uniform jbuttons :were -
- recovered from both of the double burials (Ehrich 1941a:35-38).w siatis s foidw of zgaiitil o
f2tio Approximately 120 feet north of ‘the projected southeast .corner of the 'redoubt, /Ehrich
lintercepted a ditch he interpreted to be a remnant of the east wall of the structure. Within, the
‘ditch,’ he “observed vestiges “of what ‘he believed was the bottom log of @' timber ‘cribwork
“barricade; ‘Finding no evidence of the western wall, Ehrich suggested there'may have beén'an
embrasure at the point where he intercepted the projected alignment of the western wall (Ehrich
le941a:'39-41),‘u.r.:'u'z':fy.' & 26w riotih st dads bebuionos dohidd mobaiasho bas noissol svilsly

fsidwA pproximately 320 feet north of the projected southwest corner of the redoubt, Ehrich again "~
observed subsurface ‘evidence of the western wall. ‘As was the case to the south, what he
observed was a north-south trending ditch and seven postholes within the ditch. The ditch fill was

rich in organic matter, primarily decomposed wood. Ehrich inferred that here, too, the redoubt
“wall probably consisted of a timber cribwork barricade banked with a dirt from the ditch. Other -
‘features observed included a possible gun base, plow scars (in the shale bedrock) and what were
presumed to be recent fence postholes. Approximately 500 feet north of the projected southwest
-corner, Ehrich observed more ambiguous evidence of what may have been the western wall. This
“was a furrow cut into bedrock that appeared to be more or less in line with the two segments of

the western wall observed to the south (Ehrich 1941a:41-43). - ** ¢~ 75 20w b nst

One test trench was extended west of the former Freeman Farm Road in an effort to (1)

intercept a westward jog in the western wall, and/or (2) locate the “"Bloody Knoll” outwork. The
trench uncovered two domestic refuse pits, but located neither the western wall nor the outwork
(Ehrich 1941a:47-48). Gt n L L K Vi L
sty b faoi ooy st oo sbushiongyd nsort evait ¢ain e jen
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Domestic refuse and building debris presumed to date from the post-Revolutionary War

period were recovered from within the projected limits of the redoubt, as well as from the two
refuse pits (Ehrich 1941a:45-48).
- Ehrich'’s efforts to locate the Breymann Redoubt (Bntlsh Lines, West Flank; Block 4E) were
confined to the former site of the Arnold Monument (i.e., to the knoll shown near the west side
of Block 4E). Vestiges of Revolutionary War-period fortifications were observed in one of the
three test trenches (Ehrich 1941a:49-55). Within that one excavation unit, Ehrich was able to
distinguish two sides of an approximately 10 x 12-foot cut and leveled occupation surface. He
noted less clearly defined traces of a smaller but otherwise comparable feature immediately to
the west. Within the limits of the larger occupation surface, he observed two refilled pits (one
apparently a hearth, the other a Revolutionary War-period refuse pit), an arc-shaped line of three
evenly spaced postholes, and an artillery emplacement. Parallel to the south side of the larger
occupation surface, Ehrich observed subsurface ev1dence of a possible fortification ditch (Ehrich
1941a:50-55)." =

Ehrich reported observmg possxble vestiges of fortlficatlons within hlS second test trench, an
east-west trench about 150 feet south of the first. He observed a refilled, north-south trending
linear depression. Although nothing indicated the depression had been a part of a fortification
system, he speculated that it could have been used to hold the footmgs of a timber cribwork
: bamcade (Ehrich 1941a:55-56).
1=+ Ehrich recovered probable Revolutlonary War period artifacts from all three test trenches.
He recovered a lead bullet, lead drippings, brass wire, and unidentified iron fragments from the
apparent refuse pit. From elsewhere within the same excavation unit, he recovered lead bullets,
lead drippings, canister shot, musket parts, uniform hardware, and what appeared to be post-
Revolutionary War period bottle glass. Canister shot and a lead bullets were recovered from the
second trench, two lead balls were found in the third trench (a north-south trench transecting the
south side of the knoll) (Ehrich 1941a:50-57).

RECOMMENDATIONS: Ehrich developed a proposal for an ongoing archeological program at
Saratoga while he was serving in World War II. When the Civilian Conservation Corps Camp,
through which his excavations had been funded and staffed, was abolished in the spring of 1942
(Hamilton 1945:14), the ongoing archeological work was halted and his recommendations for
further work were not carried out. It was not until the late 1950s that archeological research was
resumed at Saratoga National Historical Park.

Ehrich’s proposal was ambitious. Its goal was to determine the exact location and nature of
the fortifications, works, and other features in order that they might be restored to their
appearance at the time of the battles. He also expected the archeological research to reveal new
evidence about the events of 1777, as the archeological data could complement, contradict, or
comment on the documentary evidence, and contribute to knowledge of such specialized fields
as military history and eighteenth-century technology (Ehrich 1943:1).

Ehrich (1943) proposed a ten-part prioritized archeological research program. The ten parts
were: (1) Balcarres Redoubt; (2) American Lines, West Wing; (3) Breymann Redoubt (4) British
River Redoubts; (5) American Lines, Center and East; (6) American Lines, Miscellaneous (e.g.,
powder house, Gates' headquarters, hospital, camps); (7) British Lines, Center and East; (8)
British Lines, Miscellaneous (including the Taylor House site); (9) British and American
Outposts; and (10) American and British Cemeteries and Burial Trenches. For each category,
Ehrich discussed reasons for excavating and reconstructing, recommended procedures, listed
expected features, and estimated time and personnel requirements. For categories where the
location of the targeted features was uncertain (e.g., outposts, cemeteries, and burials), he
suggested likely locations or topographic features that might be associated with the features.
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In his initial progress report, Ehrich (1941a:23) noted that excavation in sandy areas of the
battlefield presented problems that would have to be solved. In particular, he noted that when
sandy soils dried, excavation walls slumped and color differences among strata became invisible.
He recommended that some form of treatment and stabilization procedure be developed before
“further excavations. In his later proposal, he specifically recommended that when archeological
 *frénched encountered fortification trenches, that the archeological trench be backfilled to the edges
“of the excavated fortification ditch, that the surplus soil be piled on the appropriate side as an
' “éarthwork, and that the result be sodded and seeded to prevent erosion (Ehrich 1943:3-4). 4216
0} latusibsina grutast sidnisiin et mlioma s Yo eeoen beaitob vhwsly ezsl balon 7
‘EVALUATION: Ehrich was successful in locating many important featurés relating to the battle -
even though his field crew consisted of untrained Civilian Conservation Corps laborers. He cited
*fluctuating crew size and high personnel turnover as additional factors influencing the quality and
quantity of work done. Unfortunately, map(s) showing locations of his test excavation units have
been lost. Recently, Snow (1973, 1974) and Reeve and Snow (1975) relocated and mapped a
number of Ehrich's test excavation units. Ehrich’s success is all the more remarkable in light of
the fact that on several occasions, later researchers were unable to locate some of the
fortifications that he uncovered (e.g., Cotter 1960). This fact also makes the disappearance of
Ehrich’s maps that much more of a loss. o wrad Bloos § te:dr botsloosgs sd msley
-, Ehrich’s recommendations were ambitious and well argued. ‘Unfortunately,;«World War 1I
“appéars fo have interrupted the development of the archeological program at Saratoga."When
“archéological ‘research 'began again, beginning " in’the ‘Jate ¥1950s, 'many! of the /areas the
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Archeological Investigations at the Neilson House and American River Lines (1957)

In the late 1950s, John L. Cotter, then Regional Archeologist for the North Atlantic Region,
conducted subsurface testing at two parts of the American lines—the Neilson House and the
American River Lines. Cotter was assisted by Park Historian John Luzader and other Park
personnel.

REPORT TITLE: Result of Archeological Tests, Saratoga National Historical Park: 1. The Neilson
House location; 2. The American River Lines. Report on file at Saratoga
National Historical Park, Stillwater, New York.

AUTHOR: John L. Cotter
DATE OF REPORT: October 1957
DATES OF FIELDWORK: Field work was conducted in September and October of 1957.

PROJECT GOALS: Cotter’s first objective was to relocate the original site of the Neilson House,
built in 1777 and moved to a more southerly location in 1927. His investigation constituted one
phase of a more ‘comprehensive investigation (Gjessing 1958; Luzader 1957, 1958a) which
culminated in restoration of the structure. His second objectlvc was to deterrmne whether
proposed construction of Tour Stop 3 facilities would impinge upon archeological remains of the
Amencan foruﬁcatlons ovcrlookmg the Hudson River. .

n-“

METHODS Cotter’s mvestlgatlons focused on two areas (Flgure 9)

L Nellson House (Block 13E)
II Tour Stop 3 (Amencan River-Overlook Fortlﬁcatlons Blocks 14H and ISH)

Cotter des1gned hJS field mvestlgatlon of the Nellson House bascd on documentary research
conducted by Park Historian Luzader (Luzader 1957, 1958a). Photographs taken of the house and
grounds in 1902 and 1925 served as models for approximating the locations of the house and
adjoining structures. Three areas were selected for subsurface sampling on the basis of inferences
derived from the above models and informal reconnaissance.

In his reconnaissance of Tour Stop 3, Cotter appears to have used Snell’s (1951a) Historic
Base Map as a model for the location and alignment of the American river lines. The degree to
which Cotter’s survey strategy may have been contingent upon that model is not clear. It appears
that subsurface sampling (six test trenches located within a 60-acre tract) was preceded by
informal surface reconnaissance. The six trenches were 3 feet wide and varied from 18 to 90 feet
in length. They were laid out in such a manner as to intersect the route of the proposed roadways
(Cotter 1957:3-7).

Details of the test excavation procedure were not reported. Probably at both the Neilson
House and Tour Stop 3 test trenches were dug with shovels and backdirt was not sifted. Cotter’s
report contains no reference to recovery of artifacts at either location. Field notes on file at the
Museum Support Services Center indicate a quantity of artifacts were recovered during
‘subsurface sampling of the Neilson House site. Horizontal provenience was recorded by reference
to 10 x 10-foot squares and vertical provenience by reference to arbitrarily designated strata.
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RESULTS AND INTERPRETATIONS: The Neilson House area exhibited a complex history of
alterations. The original Neilson House, which stood in 1777, was moved some 200 feet south
in 1927. A second Neilson House was built in the nineteenth century and was later destroyed.
A headquarter house was constructed by the State of New York after the original house had been
moved and the later house destroyed (Cotter 1957:1).

At the Neilson House, Cotter’s investigation initially focused on a visible depression. Here,
a building foundation and a deposit of building debris were unearthed. These were located north
and northeast of the current Neilson House restoration. The foundation—Structure A—was
determined to date from the last half of the nineteenth century, and was therefore most likely
associated with the later Neilson House, which had been situated to the east (Cotter 1957:1). Park
Historian Luzader subsequently located a second foundation west of Structure A and north of the
current Neilson House (Figure 10). Noting that the form and dimensions of this second
foundation were more compatible with the surviving Neilson House superstructure, Cotter
concluded that this second foundation was that of the 1777 Neilson House. The first foundation
was presumed to be that of an outbuilding shown in photographs noted above.

Excavations at the American river lines (Figure 11) yielded no artifacts of any kind.
Stratigraphic evidence of earthworks was recovered in three places. Trench A revealed a ditch
and embankment feature at its eastern end which the author felt was “strongly suggestive of a
Revolutionary War defensive earthwork” (Cotter 1957:4,6). Trenches B, C, and D revealed no
evidence of earthworks. Trenches E and F showed a ditch and bank feature below the crest of
the slope facing the river (Cotter 1957:6-8).

RECOMMENDATIONS. The author noted that the ori ginal Neilson House foundation was somewhat
smaller than the frame structure. Therefore, when the house was to be replaced on its original
foundation, its clapboard sides should extend several inches beyond its foundation walls (Cotter
1957:1-2).

' Since none of the identifiable traces of the American river lines would be threatened by the
construction of either the roads or parking areas, no recommendations were offered for the
protection of these features. It was suggested that the traces of the lines that do remain could be
easily marked on the ground for interpretation (Cotter 1957:8).

EVALUATION: Cotter’s identification and description of the Neilson House appear supported by
such evidence as was presented. However, no artifactual evidence was presented that might either
support or call into question his assertion that this was the eighteenth-century Neilson House. In
fact, no artifact finds were discussed at all. In addition, the description of the locations and
relationships between the various structures was confusing and apparently in error. The report
read that the original foundation was located “east of the east comer of the present headquarters
house,” when the map and other parts of the text indicate that it was located west of the west
corner. In such a potentially confusing situation, it is very important to make sure that all
directions and distances are accurate.

The description and interpretation of ditch and bank features was thorough and well
illustrated. Cotter also was careful to consider alternative explanations for these features (e.g.,
differential erosion around fence lines and plantings) and to consider post-depositional processes
in his interpretations. Although the test did establish that the roads and parking area were
unlikely to encounter and disturb the earthworks, it did not demonstrate that the proposed
construction would not disturb any significant archeologlcal resources other than the American
river lines themselves. The potential for other resources (e. g., activity areas, encampments,

burials, Native American sites, etc.) was not considered in the research de51gn for the
investigation.
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Archeological Testing of Proposed Tour Road Construction near the Site of the
Great Redoubt and the Grave of Brlgadler General Slmon Fraser (1958) .

*iofivri sl I

i

REPORT TITLE: Report of the Excavation at Saratoga National Historical Park, Stillwater, N.Y.,
tx -u"‘\ ,

P
A

: ta dons1T ;

,_*»;;r' =

iAUTHOR. ' GalenB. Ritchie e &

: ;DATE OF REPORT: August 14, 1958 j ' |
DATES OF FIELDWORK: Field work was conducted between July 1 and July 31, 1958.

PROJECT GOALS: The goals of this research were: (1) to locate and define the extent of the

Great Redoubt fortifications; and (2) to locate, if possible, and uncover the grave of the British

Brigadier General Simon Fraser (G. Ritchie 1958:1). Park Historian Luzader had previously

determined that the site of the most southerly component of the Great Redoubt probably lay in

the vicinity of the proposed park tour road route. Luzader had hypothesrzed that the center of the
: Great Redoubt was the location of General Fraser's grave site, but conceded that glven the
: hlstorlcal evidence available, either the southem or the northern component could be an equall

» .in Search of the Great Redoubt and the Grave of Brigadier General Srmon ;
. Fraser. Report on ﬁle at Saratoga Natlonal Historical Park, Strllwater New

iplausible location (Luzader 1958b 1958¢). Ritchie's task was to field test the area slated for tour =

road construction (Memorandum: J.L. Cotter to Regional Chief of Interpretatron 9/3/58) and .
conconntantly, to field test two areas that Luzader had detenmned t0 be probable sites of the
Great Redoubt-South and the Great Redoubt-Central. Both areas were presumed to be possrble
: 1ocat10ns of Bngadrer General Slmon Fraser's grave 51te (G “Ritchie” 1958 D).

METHODS The areas mvestlgated were referred to as Redou t 1te 1/Hrll 1 an R ou t Slte
_2/Hill 2. Hill 1, situated just above the bluffs overlookmg the Hudson, _was described as’ north
‘of and 1mmed1ately adjacent to the Great Ravine running roughly east “and west.”-Hill 2 was
descnbed as similar in elevatlon located northeast Hill 1 and separated by a shallow wooded

R

trench appears to have been dug within the area now occupied by Tour Stop 9 parking facrhtles
To the southeast, at Hill 1, Ritchie laid out a 65 x 15-foot grid of 5 x 5-foot squares and dug a
series of mterlockmg test trenches in the projected site of the Great Redoubt-South (G. R1tch1e
11958:3). i
©  In an effort to locate archeological remains of the Great Redoubt-Central (Hill 2), he
transected the area southeast of the present Tour Stop 10 with a long (545 feet long by 5 feet
wide), east-west trench. Just above the bluffs, and perpendicular to the east-west trench, he dug
two shorter (30 and 70-foot long) trenches. A number of 4-foot square test pits were also dug
(G. Ritchie 1958:13-14). Although Ritchie did not plot their locations, at least thirteen of them
are plainly visible on aerial photographs accompanying his report.

All test trenches were reported to have been dug one 5 x 5-foot square at a time. Excavatron
of each 5 x 5-foot square proceeded until underlying glaciolacustrine clay was reached. Further
details of excavation procedure were not reported, however, photographs which accompany the
report indicate that most excavating was done with shovels and the dirt was not screened
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;- Test excavations .appear -to, ‘have been .the only technique ‘applied during Ritchie's . .
investigation. One trench was dug to test the area “slated for the tour road construction. That

ravine (G. Ritchie 1958: 1) These hllls were located within Blocks 7M and 6M (Figure 12). *§~ :
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Horizontal provenience of artifacts was recorded by reference to square numbers. Occasionally
horizontal provenience was recorded in more precise fashion. In most mstances Vertlcal
provenience was measured in situ (G. Ritchie 1958:3). - i

Preliminary analyses of historic-period artifacts were perforrned by Regronal Archeologlst
Cotter and Park Historian Luzader. Native Amencan artlfacts were analyzed by ‘William A
Ritchie (G. thchre 1958 2 7(,15) Sy e 2 1R {" b

\ ik DA t ks 8 ; o A% &
IL;tESULTs thchre did ‘not locate Fraser’s grave “site. No ev1dence of e1ther the Sou hem or the AR
Central component of the Great Redoubt was found, nor was evidence recovered of ,any Brltlsh
military occupation. All cultural features were attributed to the post-Revolutionary perlod These
included a horse burial and a number of slope-oriented depressions within the purported site of
Great Redoubt-South at Hill 1. The latter features appeared to be runoff channels mtentlonally
filled at some time dunng the nineteénth century (G. Ritchie 1958:6-7,13,17). = = % i\

Two broad categories of historic period artifacts were recovered during Ritchie's
investigation: domestic refuse (ceramics, bottle glass, etc.) and building debris (nails, brickbats,
etc.). Cotter and Luzader examined this material and determined that all dated to the nineteenth
century. At the purported site of the Great Redoubt-South (Hill 1), a badly defaced copper coin .
tentatively identified as an eighteenth-century English half penny, could have been originally
deposited during the elghteenth century, and may have been dep051ted by a Bntlsh soldler (G

‘Ritchie 1958:7-13,15-17). 4, ! 7 4 ¥

|| In the vicinity of the pI‘OJeCth site of Great Redoubt Central (Hlll 2) thc}ue recovered two :
basal fragments of projectile points. William A. Ritchie 1dent1ﬁed o'1e as a stemmed point of the ;
Laurentian tradition (Late Archalc penod) and the other as a possrble sem1 ﬂuted pIOJeCtlle pomt

7(G thchle 1958 15) i\ '

RN, | Ai i i 4 g e e
INTERPRETATIONS From the result of R1tch1es mvestrgatlon Cotter (memorandum ”to Chlef of
Interpretation, 9/3/58) concluded that proposed tour road construction would have no adverse
effect on archaeological resources. That conclusion appears to have ‘been based upon the apparent
absence of archeologlcal Temains within_ the 1mmed1ate area proposed for the' tour road

Sonstruction. T, 1.t r sl T T et s I“i“
P Ritchie's recovery of two Native American prOJectlle pomt fragments near the suppo.

of the Great Redoubt-Central raises questions pertaining to the precontact and more recent history
of the area.’ Ritchie (G. 1958 17) attributed the occurrence of these items to " preh15torlc

v151tatlon”—1 B the items werie deposrted incidentally as precontact natlve people moved through
the area. | o aas . B i A i

Both prOJectlle pomt fragments were recovered wrthm a cultlvated area. (G ~R1tch1e
1958:Plates 22-24; U.S. Army Air Corps 1927). Given the depths at which both items were
recovered, it is thus improbable that either was recovered from its primary deposition context.
Also both items were recovered near the surface of a landform which has been steadily eroding
since the draining of Glacial Lake Albany. Erosion may have been accelerated by historic-period
agricultural practices. Park personnel (personal communications, August 8, 1978) have indicated
that surface erosion continues to be a problem in this area. Given the inherent instability of the
landform upon which these projectile point fragments were deposited, it seems equally plausible
that:

(1) as Ritchie suggested, they were indeed, members of sparsely and/or randomly
distributed populations of artifacts, 1nc1dentally deposited as native people moved
through this area; or
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(2) they were peripheral elements of more concentrated distributions of artifacts -
deposited during actual occupation of the area where they were recovered, all but these
peripheral elements having been incorporated within Hudson River ﬂoodplam sedlment
as the landform upon whlch they were dep031ted receded. :

RECOMMENDATIONS: In his memorandum of 9/3/58, Cotter suggested that further attempts to
locate the Fraser grave site and the remains of the Great Redoubt might be made: (1) atop the
promontory immediately north of the two that Ritchie sampled; and (2) in an area east of the
proposed tour road route, but northwest of the areas that Ritchie sampled.

ADDITIONAL MATERIAL: The 18-page report includes a 1:1200 topographic map showing locations
of excavation units, 24 black and white plates, including 3 aerial views of areas excavated, and
a catalog of artifacts recovered.

EVALUATION: Despite extensive excavations, Ritchie’s investigation failed to achieve its goals.
In 1973, Snow resumed the search for the Fraser Grave Site (Snow 1974). Immediately north and
south of the trench with which Ritchie transected the projected site of the Great Redoubt-Central,
Snow found what he interpreted to be Fraser’s grave, and a number of other subsurface features
which may have been associated with the British military occupation. It does not appear that
- Ritchie’s negative results at the project site of the Great Redoubt-South can be attributed to
insufficient sampling. If any vestiges of fortifications existed within the area sampled, it seems
“improbable he could have missed them purely by chance. All of Ritchie’s test trenches appear
to have been dug to ‘a sufficient depth to intercept any. vestiges of fortifications. Although
improbable;. it is nonetheless conceivable that if Fraser were buried within the southern
component thchle could have rmssed the grave sne purely by chance
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Preliminary Testing at Freeman Farm and Balcarres Redoubt (1960)

fasseiine ol oot wvist oot G e Latieaaount ased geived 2iaomals loodahsg \
REPORT TITLE: Freeman Farm -- Balcarres Redoubt Preliminary Tests, - June ; 15-29, l1960, -
~ Saratoga National Historical Park. Report on file at Saratoga National Historical

irtanis suoia Park, Stillwater, New York/ \¢ 1o mubasioms aid o0 1@UOITAUMEMIOITA
‘3” Golz (1) :obsui od slghm fluoba sevi®D adi Yo enismat o) bus s1te vvirg wam™ sdygisool @ L B0
SAUTHOR: 4% :John "L'? Cotter slgrnis? sifonsl fedt owy it 16 ! visisibommd viokomoig o

RS bt mnn A A i g % 2 : 3
538 10 zaan 8 ¥o teradion it siuot bent o honof

'DATE OF REPORT: 1960

33} I ST AT 1A ACITHIN S

'DATES OF FIELDWORK: Field work was conducted between June 15 and June 29, 1960. » -
s PSRN S b iRl s
PROJECT GOALS: Cotter's objectives were: (1) to locate the site of the original ca. 1777
Freeman Cabin; (2) to locate archeological remains of Balcarres Redoubt; and (3) to locate and
map test trenches that Ehrich had dug nineteen years earlier (Cotter 1960:1,5).
METHODS: Cotter, assisted by Jackson Moore and several laborers, excavated in the area of the
! Freeman Farm/Balcarres Redoubt (Blocks 6F and 7E, see ‘Figure 13). Cotter’s investigation
‘ consisted of background research, surface reconnaissance, and subsurface sampling..Sources
consulted were not cited, howevér it was apparent that Ehrich’s (1941a) report :was_consulted.
1Since the ‘map showing 'the locations of Ehrich'’s earlier work had been lost, Cotter could not at
-~ rthe ouitset basé his stratégy upon some prior estimate of the location and alignment of Balcarres
Redoubt. In his report, there were a number of references to historical markers’erected by the
New York State Parks Commission. ‘Although the ‘surface’ reconnaissance ‘procedure iwas not
~ reported, it was apparent that some sort of walkover survey had been carried out at some point -
- in the investigation. o5 St e E R e g

Cotter dug sixteen test Géhéhes, dcsigriétedﬂ Testl-Test 16, "éll 5 feet in width. Two of these

~ (Figure 14:Test 10 and 11) were relatively short trenches extending from the east ‘and west -
foundation walls of the extant Freeman House. Built ca. 1820, this Freeman House appeared to .
have stood 50-75 feet northeast of the present Freeman Cabin reconstruction. Another relatively -
short trench (Figure 14:Test 12) extended northward from the north wall of a foundation
adjoining the north side of the Freeman House (Cotter 1960:4). e R NG e

Eleven of the remaining 13 test trenches were dug within an area approximately 100-300 feet -
south and southeast of the Freeman House (i.e., within an area extending no less than 200 feet
south of and no less than 200-250 feet west of the present reconstructed Freeman Cabin (Figure
14:Test1-9,13,14). Cotter’s fifteenth test trench (Figure 14:Test 15) was an east-west trench that
transected “Balcarres Redoubt Hill,” the prominent bedrock ridge which rises about 225 feet to
the south of the Freeman Cabin reconstruction. The sixteenth trench (Figure 14:Test 16) was a
north-south trench with which Cotter hoped to transect the south end of Balcarres Redoubt and/or
one of Ehrich's test trenches (Cotter 1960:5).

Details of excavation procedures were not reported. From photographs in the report, it
appeared that sod was removed in large chunks, excavation was done with spades and shovels,
and the dirt was not screened. From the text of the report and field notes on file at the Museum
Support Services Center, artifact provenience was generally recorded only with reference to
excavation unit numbers, although occasionally it was recorded with reference to soil horizon.

TR 2
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Figure 13. Location of archeological tests at Freeman Farm and Balcarres Redoubt, 1960,
Saratoga National Historical Park, Battlefield Unit (Source: Cotter 1960).
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RESULTS AND INTERPRETATIONS: Cotter concluded that there was no evidence that any of the
observed features were from any earlier than the nineteenth to early twentieth century. The
features were a barn foundation (Figure 14:Feature 1), stone footings of a smaller outbuilding
(Figure 14:Feature 3a) and a domestic midden (Figure 14:Feature 3). The stone footings were
designated Feature 3 in the text of the report, but were not labeled so on Cotter's map. The
midden was not given a feature number in the text but was designated "Feature 3" on Cotter'’s
map. Figure 14 shows the stone footings labeled “Feature 3a” and the midden with Cotter’s
original “Feature 3" label. Stone foundations with a cellar were also reported adjoining the north
and south foundation walls of the ca. 1820 Freeman House (Figure 14). Cotter interpreted a
localized, near-surface deposit of charcoal and building debris which was observed as the former
Freeman Farm road was being graded as remains of a burned structure (Figure 14:Feature 2).
South of the reconstructed Freeman Cabin, Cotter observed a more diffuse scattering of charcoal
and building debris at the sod/bedrock interface (Cotter 1960).

The only physical evidence that might have been a vestige of Balcarres Redoubt was a slight
increase in topsoil thickness to the east of the barn foundation in Test 3 (i.e., within an area 20-
80 feet south of the Freeman Cabin reconstruction). No evidence of the redoubt could be
discemed in the trench dug across “Balcarres Redoubt Hill.” There, bedrock occurred within a
few inches of the surface. In the one trench dug to locate the south end of the redoubt, no

evidence of the redoubt and no evidence of Ehrich’s excavations were encountered (Cotter
1960:2-3,5-6). - i i 7 B v ¥ e e il it airire 308 =iy
Domestic refuse and building debris recovered were presumed to derive from nineteenth to
early twentieth-century Freeman Farm occupation. Building debris, particularly brick chips and
nails, were widespread, although highest densities of those items appear to have occurred within
the immediate vicinity of former structures. Cotter reported that the distribution of domestic
refuse was more localized, one domestic midden (Figure 14:Feature 3) was observed about 80
feet southwest of the Freeman House. No artifacts were reported to have been recovered from
the trench dug to locate the south end of Balcarres Redoubt (Cotter 1960).

¥ %

e i =3

EVALUATION: Cotter failed to achieve his goals of locating either the original Freeman Farm, or
Balcarres Redoubt, or Ehrich’s excavations. Preparatory to his subsequent, more intensive search
for the site of the Freeman Cabin, J: Duncan Campbell (1963) determined from documentary
sources that this structure was indeed a log cabin (Luzader{1958d] found evidence that there were
two log structures, presumably a dwelling and a bam). Campbell therefore postulated that any
archaeological remains of the cabin would have been deposited near surface and may have been
thinly distributed. In short, it seems quite possible that the subsurface sampling technique that
Cotter employed would have been too imprecise to assure recognition of archeological remains
of the Freeman Cabin.

Further assessment of the results of Cotter’s investigation has been hampered by the lack of
compatibility between his map and Snow’s (1973, 1977) more precisely oriented maps of
Balcarres Redoubt. Although locations of Cotter's excavation units have been projected into
Snow’s 1973 maps, the potential error inherent in these projections is sufficient to preclude
independent verification that Cotter’s negative results indicated that all traces of the cabin have
been destroyed. In sum, not only was Cotter unable to verify the presence of the features for
which he was searching, he was also unable to verify that they were absent. -
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Archeologic‘al Investigation of the Neilson Barn (1 960) G

s Al 2 5 10 ( ZFETIN LR : SEith """) bl wind 5o g,}
At the same time that Cotter was searchmg (rn varn) for traces of the original Freeman Farm

and Balcarres Redoubt, archeologist Jackson Moore was investigating the Neilson Barn,’ “near
2where Cotter (1957) had previously searched (successfully) for :the orlgmal Neilson ,House
(Flgure 15). Thrs investigation was done as part of the Nerlson House restoratxon ;m,gFL
sition oy arininibe batogst 03la s1ew wlios # v raatiabuined ans3® Tode! “Eanilesd® Isn e

REPORT TrrLE Archeologrcal Exploratlon of the Nellson Barn Site, Saratoga National Historical

¥ i) 28 Park Report on ﬁle at Saratoga National Hrstorlcal Park, Stlllwater New York

i

o L §
1) ARG , ) CNORROY Y

AUTHOR: - JacksonW Moore Jr ada var Y ang’) "s's RIS I

it 3 61

1’ Qll"’

DATE OF REPORT: 1961 ort T

DATES OF FIELDWORK: Freld work was conducted over a nine-day penod in the summer of 1960
ol ot b HTIS SR

PROJECT GOALS Moore s goals were: (1) to locate the Nerlson Barn Wthh he believed was
isomewhere in the approximately 250-foot stretch between the Neilson House and the _present
parking lot, within which was located a reconstructed blockhouse and (2) to determme the size
\and shape of the'barn,'L 01 b 970251 § ; 21
hits Rt Pt Vi IRt g % Gl
METHODS ‘Moore excavated fo :
16) ‘No information was given concerning ‘excavation methods but 1t is presumed that dlggtng' iR
was done with shovels and that soils were not screened Stratrﬁcatron was observed in the trench .-

'walls and was recorded and mterpreted '
27090 e ;J, seshaf e

i:

*in T-1 was interpreted as reﬂectlng considerable’ landscapmg ‘Examination of photographs from
11928 showed that the ‘area had been occupied by a parking lot which extended t6 within 20 feet
vof the blockhouse. Trench'T-2 ‘encountered a concrete 'silo founidation between the blockhouse :
‘and the parking lot.’A possible intact land surface was'noted in’the southeast corner_ r'of T=1b at
<1.9 feet below grade and extendmg into T-3.This stratum yielded no artifacts (Moore ‘1961 3-4).
v No features that “might have been associated with the INeilson : Barn were 'encountered :
“Artifacts generally ‘dated from the nineteenth century. ‘A single clay pipe bowl ‘was ‘the ‘only
“possible eighteenth- ~century piece (Moore 1961:5-6). Moore concluded that if the Neilson Barn
‘had been located in the area between the Park Headquarters and the Block House then traces of
<1t would have been destroyed : : ©3 RILGEAL BT A SIONIERRes AN
i TR & \mr aginog
EVALUATION Moore farled to meet the goals of his research. However this failure may have
simply been due to the destruction of the Neilson Barn foundation at 'some ‘earlier 'time. The
trenching method, especrally when procedures are not detailed, was inadequate to demonstrate
conclusively that the site had been destroyed. It is entirely conceivable that the trenches as
excavated could have missed the barn foundation, ‘especially if portions of the foundation had
been disturbed or destroyed. The evidence of disturbance in T-1 certainly suggested that it was
unlikely the barn foundations had survived intact at least in this immediate area.
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Archeological Testing at Freeman Farm (1963)

REPORT TITLE: Archeological Investigation, Freeman Farm House Site, Saratoga National
Historical Park, 9-16 September, 1963. Report on file at Saratoga National
Historical Park, Stillwater, New York.

AUTHOR: J. Duncan Campbell
DATE OF REPORT: 1963
DATES OF FIELDWORK: Field work was conducted September 9-16, 1963.

PROJECT GOALS: Campbell’s investigation of Freeman Farm/Balcarres Redoubt (Block 6F, see
Figure 17) was designed to follow up Cotter’s 1960 reconnaissance survey. As in Cotter’s survey,
the primary objective was to locate the site of the 1777 Freeman Cabin. From the results of
Cotter’s survey and other background data, Campbell postulated that archeological remains of this
structure were unlikely to have survived the effects of post-Revolutionary War land uses.
Campbell applied this postulate as an informal null hypothesis. If he succeeded in locating the
Freeman House site, that hypothesis would be clearly refuted. If he failed, the viability of the
hypothesis would in large measure be a function of the rigor with which it had been tested.

METHODS: Campbell’s investigation began with backgrdund research. Among sources consulted

~were Wilkinson (1777a) and former residents of the ca. 1820 Freeman Farmhouse. The Wilkinson

map provided Campbell with one means of projecting the location of the cabin. He reported that
the location thus projected was in fact the traditional location as recalled by Mr. Gurney. Gurney
reported that a barn had been built upon that site in 1906 and rebuilt in 1916 (Campbell
1963:2,6). Re 3 TR S S "

On the basis of sources not cited, Campbell determined that the ca. 1777 Freeman Cabin was
indeed a log house or log cabin. Since construction of a log cabin required little surface
preparation, Campbell expected that archeological remains of the structure would be near the
surface and thinly distributed (Campbell 1963:7). : -

Since the Wilkinson map location and the oral tradition location of the cabin were essentially
the same, Campbell assumed that area to be the most probable location of the cabin site. That
area, designated “Area C,”and two other areas, one to the north of and one to the southwest of
the ca. 1820 Freeman House, were selected for intensive subsurface sampling (Campbell 1963:1).

Where Cotter had used trenches in his 1960 excavations, Campbell excavated a checkerboard
pattern of 1.5 x 1.5-foot squares at 5-foot intervals (Figure 18). The estimated areal coverage for
each of the three areas investigated was as follows.

Area A consisted of two groups of excavation units, one approximately 30-50 feet, the other
approximately 90-120 feet southwest of the ca. 1820 Freeman Farmhouse. Areas sampled
were estimated at 10.7-13.5 and 55.2-69.8 square feet, respectively;

Area B was tested with one group of excavation units, approximately 50-100 feet north
of the ca. 1820 Freeman Farmhouse; the area sampled was 62.3-78.8 square feet;

Area C was judged to be the most probable site of the Freeman Cabin. It was sampled
with one group of excavation units, approximately 185-240 feet southwest of the ca.
1820 Freeman Farmhouse. The area sampled was 53.4-67.5 square feet.
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The range of areal coverage reflects the range of excavation unit dimensions reported by
Campbell. In total, Campbell’s test pits represented approximately a 4-5 percent sample of the
area investigated.

Excavation procedures began with removal of sod, after which each square was trowelled e

down to bedrock, or to undlsturbed glaciolacustrine clay (Campbell 1963:3). Siisnc: i u
RESULTS Campbell reported fmdmg no conclusive ev1dence of either the Freeman Cabm or the
'Balcarres Redoubt. Other than a former park roadbed, no features were observed in Area A.IA -
‘single lead rifle ball, recovered from Area A, appears to have been the only artifact that might
~date from the Revolutlonary War period. From the caliber, Campbell inferred the ball could have
. been fired from an American rifle (possibly during the September 19 battle of Freeman’s Farm,
“or possibly during the October 7 American assault on Balcarres Redoubt). All other items
recovered appeared to derive from the late nineteenth-early twentieth century Freeman Farm
occupation. Building debris, domestic refuse and farm machinery parts were also recovered from
Area A (Campbell 1963:4).

In Area B, Campbell reported observing one surface feature—a spring encircled with stones.

The spring lay just to the north of the area that he sampled. It was presumed to have been
associated with a post-Revolutionary War Freeman Farm occupation. Within Area B, Campbell

.noted one subsurface feature, a series of dry-laid bricks which Mr. Gumney’s daughter said was
i .associated with Mr. Gurney's ca. 1910 garden. Other than the brlcks no_artlfacts were recovered

ifrom Area B (Campbell 1963:5). 5 8
- Area C was initially determmed to be the most probable locatlon of the Freeman Cabm ThlS
‘area was reportedly the site of a barn built in 1906 and bumed in 1916." Campbell found
' considerable evidence of the burned bam including building debris, notably, fire- tempered narls i
but hesfound no evrdence of the Freeman Cabin (Campbell 1963 6) : i :

2% ,x ( ;;'2\?‘! . ”v'.."ﬁ L4 l _,r“ :
INTERPRETATIONS Campbell concluded that given the negatrve results of hlS mvestlgatron 5t -
“was reasonable to assume ‘that no ‘evidence of the’ Freeman Cabin had surv1ved the ‘effects of :
_subsequent agricultural uses, The archeological traces of the cabin, which ‘Wwas built of logs, was
. without a cellar, and was located on or near a shale outcrop, would have been minimal, thin, and
“close to the surface to begin with. The nearly 200 years of continuous agriculture” and amm"al
“husbandry at and around the site had obliterated traces of dirt floors or foundation outlines and
.perhaps the household debris as well. The results of Campbell’s investigation had confirmed the :
“hypothesis that he had formulated at the outset of his mvestlgatron (Campb“ell 1963 7) by (
z
RECOMMENDATIONS: Based on his conclusion that the remains of the Freeman Cabm had not 1\‘0,3
survived, Campbell recommended that the cabin be reconstructed solely -on the basis of ) ﬁee
documentary evidence (Campbell 1963:7). His recommendauon has since, been carried ou y\l\ W\‘)\
EVALUATION: Although Campbell failed to locate the Freeman Cabin, his attempt was admirable w
in several respects. First, he used an alternative testing strategy that complemented and built upon
the archeological testing that preceded his. Second, he used documentary research and oral
histories to inform his research strategy and his interpretation. Third, he constructed a very
plausible argument as to why the cabin could not be found. It seems unlikely that Campbell’s
failure to locate archeological remains of the Freeman Cabin could have been the result of
deficiencies in his subsurface sampling procedure. Given the number and spacing of test pits, it
appears improbable that Campbell (and Cotter before him) could have missed it purely by chance.
Even though the results of Snow’s (1973) survey tend more to support than refute Campbell’s
conclusions regarding the Freeman Cabin site, Campbell s investigation should not be construed
as a definite test of his hypothesis. There remains the possibility that archeological remains of
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the cabin lie somewhere beyond the area that Campbell and Cotter sampled and somewhere
beyond the area that Snow (1973) subsequently sampled. On the basis of present information, the
areas that Campbell sampled cannot be precisely located. Campbell plotted locations of his
sampling units upon Cotter’s (1960) map; that map cannot be readily correlated with more recent
maps of the Balcarres Redoubt/Freeman Farm area. To date, the areas which Campbell
investigated in relation to (1) the present Freeman Cabin reconstruction, or (2) the alternative
Freeman Cabin site which Snow (1973) has projected, have not been determined. These are
technical problems. They can probably be resolved by firmly establishing the location of the site
of the ca. 1820 Freeman House relative to current landmarks.
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Archeologlcal Testmg at Balcarres and Breymann Redoubts (1972)

oienyal Be g fi s R .,.,;,)_-,_, W Vs ;.,,3, g Ziaagren ”; j i SR
After Campbell’s 1963 testmg of the Freeman Farm site there was no archeologrcal research
‘at the Saratoga National Historical Park during the remainder of the 1960s. When research began
“again in the early 1970s, with investigations at the Balcarres and Breymann:Redoubts, it was .. .
“conducted by the State University of New York at Albany’ under the ‘direction of Dean R Snow,'_'_: 2 ;
“an associate professor of anthropology. ‘Although Snow's research focus'had been (and remains =
to this day) the archeology of precontact Native ‘American peoples, he expanded his_research
interests into the field of historical archeology when he undertook a series of pI‘O_]eCtS at Saratoga
National Historical Park in the early-mid 1970s. Much of this testing took place in areas that had
already been investigated by Cotter and others in the late 1950s and early 1960s. Snow’s research
employed innovative methods such as use of aerial photography in searching for Revolutionary-
period sites. Unlike his predecessors, Snow produced important syntheses of archeological
findings including a detailed and comprehensive set of maps of the Battlefield Unit
(Archaeological Atlas of the Saratoga Battlefield [Snow 1977b]) and an article in the popular
archeology journal Early Man (Snow 1981).

REPORT TITLE: Report on the Archeological Identification of the Balcarres and Breymann T
Redoubts, Saratoga National Historical Park, 1972 Investigations. Report :
on file at Saratoga Natlonal HlStOI'lCal Park, Strllwater New York.": 2

'AUTHOR ; : Dean R. Snow
.:DATE OF REPORT: 1973

DATES OF FIELDWORK: Black and wh1te aerial photography was ﬂown in March 1972, andﬁeld
‘_work was camed out durmg the summer of 1972 ,

PROJECT GOALS: Snow’s reconnaissance survey was undertaken w1th the pnmary goa of
establishing the locations of archeological remains of Balcarres and Breymann Redoubts.”In = -
addition, Snow hoped to define the extent and determine the method(s) of construction of these =
relatively complex field fortifications. In 1941, Ehrich had located archeological remains of both . -
redoubts; unfortunately his map showing the locations of the features had been lost. Investigation =~
~of the sites of the Canadian Cabins was not one of the objectives specified in Snow’s 1972
contract, but rather was an outcome of fortuitous circumstances (Snow 1973:2-4).

METHODS: Three area were investigated:

I. Balcarres Redoubt (British West Flank; Blocks 6E, 6F, 7E, 7F)

II. Breymann Redoubt (British West Flank; Block SE)

[II. Canadian Cabins (British West Flank; Block 5E)

Snow’s investigation consisted of documentary research, aerial reconnaissance, magnetometer
survey, soil coring, and test excavation. Documentary research appeared to have been quite
limited in scope. Other than Ehrich (1941a), the only sources that appear to have been consulted

were Wilkinson (1777a), and Snell (1949a:28). In the case of Balcarres and Breymann Redoubts
Snow used the Wilkinson map as a predictive model.



Panchromatic aerial photographs, taken at low altitude, were used to prepare 1:480 scale
topographic maps of the areas under investigation. Viewing the photographs through a -
stereoscope, Snow discerned small-scale variations in surface relief which he tentatlvely
correlated with features depicted in the Wilkinson map. In some aerial photographs taken just
after a light snowfall, differential melting was used to indicate locations of features. Snow was
able to project locations of vestiges of Balcarres Redoubt, the site of one of the two Canadian
Cabins, and several of Ehrich's test trenches. Surface reconnaissance was undertaken to examine
closely the features discerned on aerial photographs (Snow 1973:7-8).

Additional remote sensing of the presumed sites of Balcarres and Breymann Redoubts was
carried out using an audio-output cesium magnetometer. The instrument was a portable model
developed by Varian Associates of Palo Alto, California, for use in archeological surveys. Snow
hoped to detect subsurface anomalies (e.g., refilled pits and ditches) and iron artifacts from the
British military occupation. Details of the remote sensing survey were not reported. It appears
that subsurface features were located by this mstrument only within the northem half of Balcarres
Redoubt (Snow 1973:8-9). i
" Soil coring was done (1) selectively, in order to further investigate features detected by
remote sensing technique(s), and (2) systematically, at regular intervals along assigned transects,
to locate features depicted on the Wilkinson map but not detected or inferred by other means.
Soil cores up to 18 inches in length were obtained with the coring instrument used. By using an
~ extension rod, deeper cores could be obtained. When soil cores were taken along transects, an- ,

: _alldade was used to record the surface elevation of sampling points. The sampling mtervals A
- employed during systematic soil coring were not reported (Snow 1973:9). :

g_’ . Snow’s survey strategy employed test excavation as a means of confirming or re]ectmg

posmve results obtained with one or more of the above techniques. In doing so, Snow hoped to

5 secure data on the current condition as well as on the original construction of these Bntrsh: 2
fortlficatlons Test excavations confirmed the site of Balcarres Redoubt and one of the Canadlan

Cabms it was the principal method used to locate the Breymann Redoubt (Snow 1973:10).

“Locations and lateral dimensions of all test pits and test trenches dug during Snow’s surveys : :

‘,of Balcarres and Breymann Redoubts were indicated on maps accompanying the report. Snow
neither plotted nor reported the number, locations, or dlmensmns of test excavation units dugf
dunng his investigation of the Canadian Cabin area.
i+ Details of excavation procedure were not reported. However in telephone conversatlons
Snow explained that the excavation procedure used in a given area was largely a function of soil
texture. Where soils were rich in clay, test pits and test trenches were dug with trowels and the
dirt not screened. Otherwise, pits and trenches were dug with shovels, and the dirt was 81fted
through '2-inch mesh screen.

Mapping Services of Elnora, New York did the aerial photography and photogrammetnc
mapping. Snow’s field crew consisted of 25-27 students enrolled in the SUNY, Albany
archeological field training program. Historic period ceramics and glassware were analyzed by
Alvin Blaise, with assistance from Paul Huey of the New York State Parks and Recreation
Department. Y T 8 4
RESULTS AND INTERPRETATIONS: L. Balcarres Redoubt (Flgures 19 and 20) Snow reported
observmg surface evidence for most ‘of the western wall of Balcarres Redoubt. Intensive
excavations along the southwestern portion of the redoubt yielded subsurface evidence of the wall
and an interior trench (Figure 21). Snow also encountered subsurface evidence of at least three .
points along the southeastern wall. He succeeded in relocating four of the five test trenches dug
by Ehrich! Snow noted that the configuration of points and segments of redoubt wall which he
had located’ could be readily accommodated to the Wilkinson model; he then projected the
locations and alignments of those segments he was not able to locate. The outwork shown
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immediately north of Balcarres Redoubt (Snow 1977b) was pI'O_]CCted from erkmson 1t was not
verified by excavatrons (Figure 19) (Snow 1973:10-20).

Snow did observe some evidence that the southeast wall of the redoubt was of double wall
construction, as Wilkinson had indicated. Around the projected northern end of this southeastern
wall, he observed that bedrock lay within a few inches of the surface. He conjectured that here
the redoubt wall had probably been of timber cribwork, constructed entirely above grade.
Although he was not able to determine the precise location of the southern wall of Balcarres
Redoubt, Snow used the Wilkinson map, limited soil core data, and amorphous surface evidence
to estimate the limits within which this wall was llkely to have been located (Snow 1973:14-15).

Snow, like Ehrich (1941a), reported that, in general, the archaeological evidence of the
redoubt and associated features became less distinct from south to north, between the eastern and
western walls. Within 150-200 feet north and south of the reconstructed Freeman cabin, artifacts
were more representative of * nineteenth-century domestlc activities than of Revolutronary War-
period military activities (Snow. 1973:6,17-20).." | i

Within the presumed limits of the redoubt Snow located a number of smaller features. These
included a burial (Figure 20:Unit 41), presumed to be of an American soldier killed during the
October 7 American assault, and two hearths (Figure 20:Units 29 and 30), presumed to be from
the British military occupation (Snow 1973:13-14,16-17). The burial (Figure 22:upper part) was
covered with decomposed logs. The body had been placed in a shallow pit, face down and
extended with the head to the northwest. Several buttons were present, and shot was recoveredl’
~ from around the legs head, and right arm. Osteological, and histological analysrs mdlcated a.

farrly old (40-60, years) mletdual of slight stature (Snow and Wilkinson 1986). i :

Approxrmately 150 feet south-southwest of the reconstructed - Freeman Cabtn the
'southeastern comer of a foundation was discovered (Figure 19:Unit 34). Snow (1973:18)
suggeste(i that”this foundatlon may have been the barn associated w1th the ongmal Freeman,
Cabin.  §.: 55 -;"'»*a" e

Four broad ca ries of h1stonc penod artrfacts were recovered cerarmcs glassware ball'
clay plpe stems; and ironware (mostly machine-cut nails). Two- tlurds of the ‘ceramic collectron

clearly dated to the nmeteenth—century occupatlon of the Freeman Farm. Buckshot, buttons and

a rifle buzllet “{ere found in dlrect assoctatlon w1th the burial (Snow 1973 16 28 31)

“““ 7'2!

FeY vE

II. Breymann Redoubt (Frgure 23 y Although Snow did not drscern surficial ev1dence of etther ,
_the. Breymann Redoubt or the outworks that ﬂanked it, he was able to approximate the location
of Ehrich’s test trenches within which’ vesttges “of the works were observed. When he prOJected
the Wilkinson 'map onto the current landscape; Snow thought the area Ehrich had investigated
seemed more likely to be the location of the northwest outlook rather than of the main
fortification. Based upon this premise, his survey strategy succeeded in locating evidence of what
he interpreted to be the main fortification, the north outwork, and an encampment area in
between (Snow 1973:20-25).

Historical evidence (Wilkinson 1777a) and contemporary descriptions cited by Snell (1949a)
indicated that the main fortification and probably the north outwork were similar in form and
construction to a worm or a zig-zag fence. Where he projected the main fortification to have
been, Snow reported finding a linear series of postholes and a feature he interpreted as an
artlllery platform (Figure 23). Comparing the post-hole pattern to Wilkinson's representatlon of
the main fortification, Snow concluded that he had located both the northern and southern ends
of the structure. He encountered a shallow burial north of the gun platform (Flgures 22 and 23),
and possibly a sally port (Flgures 23 and 24), approximately 80 feet north of the south end (Snow
1973:21 23) Tlié b‘tinal (Figure 22: Tower part) had been placed in a shallow pit in an ‘extended,
supine position with the head to the west. Cranium, hands, and feet were missing. This burial was
of a robust mdmdual estimated to have been’ about 30 years old (Snow and Wilkinson 1986).
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Snow’s projection of the location and alignment of the north outwork was based upon
unspecified evidence observed in a single test trench (Figure 23:Units 1 and 2). The location and
form of the northwest outwork indicated in Figure 23 was derived from Ehrich’s sketches and
Wilkinson’s map- (1777a). Snow appeared to have made no effort to test directly hrs
reinterpretation of Ehrich’s ﬁndmgs (Snow 1973:23-25). = '

Between the projected sites of the main fortification and the north outwork, Snow
encountered a number of hearths and a quantity of camp refuse. He concluded that the refuse was
a vestige of the German and Tory encampments (Snow 1973:24).

Two broad categories of historic period artifacts—glassware and ironware—were reported

‘recovered in the Breymann Redoubt area. The only items speCIﬁcally noted were several glass

bottle fragments presumed to be from the British rmhtary occupatlon (Snow 1973:30).

III. Canadian Cabin (Figure 25): On the aerial photographs, Snow observed, south of the

‘Breymann Redoubt, a tectangular outline produced by differential melting of the recent hght
“snowfall. He reasoned that the most plau51ble explanatlon for this phenomenon was some

patterned deviation from natural soil processes, and it might be an indirect expression of the
presence of archeological remains. This area proved to be the easternmost of the two Canadian

_Cabins. Snow also detected what he thought to be traces of a Revolutionary War-period road. He.
further noted that the location of the rectangular outlme relative to this road corresponded to that
fof the easternmost of two fortified cabins’ dep1cted by ‘Wilkinson (1777a) (Snow 1973:25-26) ). -

Test excavations exposed post molds, charred fragments” ‘and’ patches of discolored soil.
However nothmg correspondmg to the’ “outline detected from the photographs could be dlscerned

~.One post mold and a charred log were discovered fo the south”of the cabin sitex Thelr location

~ relative to the’ presumed cabin site;’ ~suggested that they mlght be remnanis of a pentagonal

' ffortrficatron shown on'. Wllkmsons (l777a)_, map No traces’, were;f_'ound of : a_second cabm

173 4 | - 2w
e """'l’ i ; P

'RECOMMENDATIONS = Snow. recommended that ' area around the southern, wall of Balcarres' :
‘Redoubt be investigated further. He also recommended additional mvestlgatlon in the part of 't - :%
Breymann Redoubt between the projected sites of the main fortlficatlon and the ‘north outwork, ' .

where evidence ,of German and: Tory, encampments was encountered Notmg that post-

_; Revolutlonary War perlod land use had made little impact upon ‘this"area; Snow recommended

that a more intensive investigation of the' encampments be undertaken: Bey ond “these areas, he

:EVALUATION The outlines of Balcarres and Breymann Redoubts and the eastemmost of the two

i#

» _ 'recommended that future research focus on other parts of the battlefield (Snow 1973 24 32)

] :? ¢ / i l’

Canadian Cabins shown in Figures 19, 20, 23, and 25 represent the results of Snow’s efforts to
fit the Wilkinson map to the archeological evidence. It should be kept in mind that some features
shown on these maps have been established on the basis of test excavation, soil-coring, and aerial
reconnaissance; others were projected from Wllkmsons (1777a) map w1thout benefit of
archeologlcal evidence. : 2 WC” : i

.)'_“_“_’

Ehrich had previously investigated. . Within that area, Snow directed more attention to the western
than to the eastern wall of the redoubt. Although within the framework of Snow’s survey, such
biased samphng was ]ustrﬁable one should nonetheless keep in mmd that the results of his

. LTS s
,'-J" 3L : S AR HAAG
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68

'I Balcarres Redoubt Snow secured sufficient physrcal evrdence of Balcarres Redoubt to
_establish the general validity of Wilkinson's (1777a) representatron of this complex fortlﬁcatlon s

Tl

i+ Of the 1,168 square feet of surface area tested, all but_100 square feet were within the. area that o
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investigation were products of biased sampling. In general, Snow’s evidence of Balcarres Redoubt
seemed to be generally consistent with Ehrich’s previous findings. 03

Snow made no reference to Cotter’s (1960) and Campbell’s (1963) investigations at Freeman
Farm. As previously noted, it is, at present, not possible to compare directly the results of Snow’s
investigations with those of Cotter and Campbell. If Snow’s projected location of the Freeman
Cabin lies outside the areas investigated by Cotter and Campbell, it may be worthwhile to resume
the search for the site. If Snow’s and Cotter’s maps can be more precisely correlated, it may also
be possible to evaluate more thoroughly Snow’s suggestion that the barn foundation he observed
was associated with the Revolutionary War-period Freeman Farm.

Although remote sensing techniques proved effective in Snow’s research, his results,
primarily in the vicinity of the reconstructed Freeman Cabin, also demonstrated the limitations
of these techniques. In one instance, evidence of the fortification ditch and embankment was
observed in a soil-core transect (Figure 19) where evidence from both aerial photography and
magnetometer survey were negative. Within the area of the northern half of the redoubt, four
anomalies detected by the magnetometer scanning proved to be nineteenth-century refuse
deposits. In two of the cases, the refuse appeared to have been deposited in vestiges of
fortification ditches (Snow 1973:17-20).

II. Breymann Redoubt: Snow apparently succeeded in establishing both location and the
- alignment of the main fortification. The observed postholes appeared to be in direct line with
what Snow interpreted as an artillery platform. This alignment seemed to substantiate Snow'’s
argument that the postholes were from the British military occupation. From the limited data
presented in Snow’s report, it is difficult to compare the posthole pattern Snow observed with the
pattern expected from Wilkinson's (1777a) representation of this structure. The only area within
which Snow indicated the observed locations of postholes was the area of the sally port (Figure
s 24)si A o o souny ey Rig meangils notts ol ade Soillnna o Sy aviagd o ERA D

-+ Snow’s projection of the location and the alignment of the north outwork (Figure 23) was
based upon evidence observed in ore test trench. Although Snow argued that what he observed
was consistent with Wilkinson's representation of this structure, within his single test trench he
could not have observed more than a 2-foot segment of the structure. Given the limited amount
of archeological evidence observed, Snow’s projection of the location and alignment of this
' structure appears premature. .. o0 0 ' SRR e

III. Canadian Cabins: Snow concluded that the results of his investigation at the site of the
easternmost cabin provided sufficient basis for reconstructing both the cabin and the pentagonal
fortification that surrounded it. He suggested that the second cabin might be reconstructed entirely
from Wilkinson's representation (Snow 1973:27). The results of Snow’s investigation provide little
more than a blueprint for locating the reconstructions. Snow failed to define clearly the limits of
his test excavations or to substantiate his conclusions with a more detailed description of the
physical evidence. These deficiencies ought to be remedied whether the cabins are reconstructed
or not.
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Archeological Investigations of the American Line, the Great Redoubt and the Taylor
House (1973)

The summer following his investigations of the Balcarres and Breymann Redoubts, Snow
returned to Saratoga to investigate several other sites that, like the first two, had been investigated
before in the 1940s (American Lines [Ehrich 1941a]) and 1950s (American Lines [Cotter 1957]
and Great Redoubt [G. Ritchie 1958]). The Taylor House had never been investigated, although
it was one of the areas recommended for testing by Ehrich (1943). j S

REPORT TITLE: Report on the Archeological Investigations of the American Line, the
Great Redoubt and the Taylor House, Saratoga National Historical Park,
1973-1974. Report on file at Saratoga National Historical Park, Stillwater,
New York.

AUTHOR: Dean R. Snow

DATE OF REPORT: 1974

DATES OF FIELDWORK:‘ Black-and-white aerial photographs were taken in March 1973. Field

testing was conducted during a six-week period in June and July of 1973 (Snow 1974:1,4). -

"PROJECT GOALS: The project involved the examination of four areas:

I American Lines, east flank (Blocks 13E, 13F, 14F, and 14G)

Snow’s objective was to establish the location, alignment and construction of the American

~east flank fortifications between and to the east and west of points which Ehrich had previously

established. Of particular interest were the portions of the lines between the river bluff at Bemis

'fHeightsl and the Neilson Farm area (Snow 1974:4). - e R S 2

Il Great Redoubt (Blocl.cs-SM,‘ 6M, and 7M) ' dwe G NS

Here, the goal was to resume the search for the Fraser Grave Site and the archeologiéal
remains of the Great Redoubt. It appears that the central component of the Great Redoubt was

‘investigated primarily to locate the Fraser Grave Site. Reconnaissance of the northern ‘and

southern components appears to have been of secondary concern. ;

III. Taylor House Site (Block 6N) -
Another objective was to locate and sample the site of the Taylor House, one of the few
discrete landmarks referenced in the literature conceming the death and burial of Brigadier

General Fraser. ;i

IV. Champlain Canal (Block 6N)
Observation of a limited stretch of the eighteenth-century Champlain Canal was incidental
to work done at the Taylor House site.

METHODS: Investigations of the American east flank, the Great Redoubt and the Taylor House
site consisted of background research, aerial photography, and subsurface sampling. For details
of aerial photography procedures, see Snow (1973). Aerial photography and photogrammetric
mapping were done by Mapping Services of Elnora, New York. Dr. Dwight T. Wallace served
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as field director; the field crew consisted of twenty students enrolled in the SUNY Albany
Archeological Field Training Program (Snow 1974:1-2).

The survey strategy proposed for these investigations was comparable to that which Snow
had applied during his investigation of the British west flank (Snow 1973). Once field work had
begun, specific procedural decisions were left to the discretion of the field director. Survey
procedures employed during this investigation were described in considerably less detail in this
report than in Snow’s previous and subsequent reports. The type of coring instrument and soil
core intervals were not reported. Excavation procedures were not described.

In the investigations of the American east flank, the subsurface sampling strategy was based
upon the analysis of the aerial photography. Here, subsurface sampling was confined to six areas
where anomalous surface features had been detected on aerial photographs. Systematic soil coring
was reportedly done between the two artillery platforms. It appeared that selective soil corings
and test excavations were applied elsewhere along the American east flank (Snow 1974:4-6).

The Great Redoubt could not be detected on aerial photographs; thus Snow projected the
location of the Fraser Grave Site using bearings indicated in Johnson's (1834) Champlain Canal
Survey Map. In an effort to locate the grave, sod and humus were stripped from the area Johnson
had indicated as the grave site. Features exposed in this fashion were examined and recorded; a
bulldozer was used to continue the search for deeply buried, subsurface evidence. Excavation
proceeded in this fashion until undisturbed glaciolacustrine clay subsoil was reached. An area
west of the projected location of the central component of the Great Redoubt was sampled by
means of an unspecified number of soil core transects (Snow 1974:13-15,18-19).

. The Taylor House Site was first detected on an aerial photograph. The field check confirm

a topographic depression noted on aerial photographs. This proved to be a partially filled house
foundation. Two test trenches diagonally transected the foundation. Two 5 x 5-foot test pits were
dug to further sample areas of relatively high agt%facf densities (Snow 1974:20).

RESULTS AND INTERPRETATIONS: I American Lines, East Flank (Figure 26): Snow and his
associates succeeded in reestablishing the locations of the seven test trenches that Ehrich (1941a)
had dug to the east of the present tour road loop. They were able to approximate the locations
of the two trenches Ehrich had dug within (west of) the tour road loop. In a number of instances
they reported finding substantive evidence of fortifications where Ehrich had reported finding
less-than-definitive evidence (Snow 1974:5). « @ ~'.- i

© On the basis of surface and subsurface evidence, two of six anomalies detected on aerial
photographs were identified as artillery platforms (Figure 26). The zig-zag segment located
immediately west of the eastern artillery platform was also detected on aerial photographs, but
the results of subsurface sampling were negative. Efforts to identify vestiges of the American east
flank fortifications between the two artillery platforms using soil samplers were complicated by
the high clay content of the soil and the presence of features from the 1936 U.S. Army
maneuvers, a problem that Ehrich had previously encountered (Snow 1974:5-7).

A fourth anomaly proved to be the lunette outwork which Ehrich had excavated and restored
(Figure 26). Snow also reported possible remnants of fortifications to the southeast of the lunette,
along the neck of high ground northeast of and parallel to the projected line of American east
flank fortifications. This feature was not investigated further nor was it mapped (Snow 1974:4,9).

Results of the investigation of two anomalies noted within the present tour road loop appear
to have been negative. Much of the area within the tour road loop had been extensively
developed during the post-Revolutionary War period (Snow 1974:5). -
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Historical Park, Battlefield Unit (Source: Snow 1977:Maps 13E-F,14F-G).
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Snow cited two reasons why the fortifications to the east of the eastern artillery platform did
not show up on the low altitude photographs. First, Snell (1950a), suggested this stretch of the
American east flank had consisted of an extensive abatis, a form of fortification unlikely to leave
any surface evidence. Second, high-altitude aerial photographs (Tactical Air Command 1959)
indicated this area had been recently logged (Snow 1974:7-8).

Very few artifacts were reported to have been recovered. One gunflint was recovered from
the eastern artillery platform area, an unspecified number of nails were recovered from the
western gun platform area. A quantity of “modern refuse” was reported recovered from both
areas. Snow limited his discussion to artifacts that might have dated from the Revolutionary War
period (Snow 1974:5).

The delineation of American east flank fortifications (Figure 26) was a composite
representation of Snow’s efforts to fit documentary sources (presumably, Neilson 1844 and
possibly Putnam 1777) to archeological evidence. Noting that his surface and subsurface evidence
seemed generally compatible with Ehrich’s, Snow pointed out that the actual alignments of
particular segments, especially in the vicinity of the two artillery emplacements, appeared to
differ from those projected by Ehrich (Snow 1974:7).

Snow reported in sufficient detail to suggest that the Putnam and Neilson representations of
the American east flank fortifications were highly diagrammatic. Putnam’s representation of the
American east flank fortifications appeared to be consistent with the archeological evidence. .
The precision with which Putnam represented a given segment of the American Line may have
been a function of his familiarity with that segment. Colonel Putnam, an assistant military
engineer, commanded a regiment of General Nixon's Brigade. Nixon’s Brigade was stationed at
the eastern end of the American east flank (Snell 1950a; Varick 1777). Snow (1977b:14G) placed
- Putnam to the east of the eastern gun platform, presumably for the duration of the American
occupation of Bemis Heights. Thus Putnam’s representation of American east flank fortifications
east of the eastern gun platform should be the most reliable. Snow probably projected the
alignment of this segment from Putnam’s sketch. =~ : PR el

Snell (1950a) postulated that rather than terminating at the western edge of the ravine, the
American line jogged to the south paralleling the American river-overlook fortifications. Putnam’s
sketch did not indicate such a jog. ' ;

II. Great Redoubt (Figure 27): On aerial photographs of the area surrounding the projected
sites of the Great Redoubt-south and the Great Redoubt-central, Snow noted a number of surface
features which he attributed to the post-Revolutionary War pericd. These included two <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>