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ERemorandum

Toy Superintendent, Saratoga National Historical Park
From: Assistent Regional Dirég:tor, Fegion One

Subjects Hi:torical Research Neport

V. have carefully reviewsd listorian Shedd's completed re-
ssarch report entitled "Burgoyne's Cbjective in the Second Battle of
Saratoga, Qctober 7, 1777." It i3 & most exeellent report in every
respect, vell written and scholarly in treatment. Mr. Shedd's reason-
ing is shrewd, evidently based upon a mastery of the available primsry
and secondary source materisl. The report will be most valuable in
furthering interpretive development, as well as general develonment at
the park. HMr. Shedd is to be commended on its preparation.

Tor our omn part (and we certainly are not Saratoga "experts"),
we cannot quite down the feeling that General Burgoyne's move was a recon-
nalgsance -— with enough force to exploilt whatever advantage presented
itself; s reconnaissance that could turn itaelf into a full attack or
breakthrough if such seemed practicable. This seeas to follow, especlal-
lys, from Durgoyne's lack of detalled imowledge of the terrain and his
contemptuous opinion of the probable rmerican reaction to his move (that
is, they would stay in their entrenchments). :

Durgoyne's cwn reasons (page 4), admittedly ambiguous, do
not deny the foregoing interpretation. He did not speak definitely of
wforcing” and "dislodging,® but only of "discovering' whether such was
possible. The reports of the Ceneral's council of war, cited in the
text, indicate his follow-up intentions. Incidentally, his reference to
neonvenience of retreat” may possibly have reference to the convenience
to the British of an imerican retreat. As Lr. Shedd points oul on page
38, Demis Heights was probably the last point above Albany at which (from
the nature of the terrain) the Americans could hope to aake a successful
stand. 4n Ameriean retreat therefrom would, indeed, have been a con- ‘
venience to General Burgoyne, trying to make contact vith Sritish forcea
moving up the river. Uearwhile, if the heavy reconnaissance proved that




an attack was not feaaible, nishtfall woyld indeed, as Lieutenant
Anburey pointed out ~- have pravided the necessary “insurance” for
a withdrawal to the astablished Uritish Iinz. “ith regard to forare

- ot least this waz the minimum purpose of the expedition -~ it was
a "goeding' factor which certalnly had 10 be alleviated in some way,

(SIGNED)

Laniel J. Toldn
Assiatant Hegional Director

Copy tor Direvtor, w/ce incoming
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BURGOYNE'S OBJECTIVE IN THE SECOND BATILE OF SARATOGA
October 7, 1777

INTRODUCTION

On October 7, 1777, 17 days aftor the first batile of Saratogs,
British General John Burgoyne bcmnitted 1,500 piocked t roops and 10 pieces
of artillery to a movement arouni the Americsn laft‘ flank on Bemis Heights.
The move was contested by the Am'o‘ricana and in the ensuing asotion Burgoyne's
troops were hurled back into their field fortifiocations and compelled %o
retreat. Ten days later Burgoyne surrendered the remnants of his expe=~
ditionary force at Saratoga, the preaant'village of Sohuylerville, New
Yorks | '

The motives for or the objectives of the abortive move on
Ostober 7 have never been satisfaotorily understood or interpreted,
The flank maroh hes been callad by some historians a "reconnsissance
in force", while others indicate that the move was an attempt to n;ize
ground from which an attack oéqld be launched against the fortificatlons
on Bemls Heights. ‘One outstanding authority on the Saratogs campaign
‘nriei‘lﬁ,r discusses the possible motives for the movement and dimmisses
the subjeot by declaring l"'rho whols thing was vaguc."l

To interpret olearly the battles of Saratoga the forward
movement of the British army on Ostober 7 must bs analyzed in order
to make a reasomsble, docuriented estimete of its :1gn1ficanbg and
purpose. This report is an attempt to correlats useful informsation
from primary and secondary sources which will provide & conclusion

based on interpretation of available knowledge.



Burgoyns's Self-defenss
On Octobef 4, Burgoyne had called & ocouncil of war to disouss
the amy's next move, followling two weeks of inaotivity after the
battle of September 19. Gexerals Phillips, Fraser and Riedesel were
the officers called to the commender's hoadquhrtort. Burgoyne praposed
that the entire army, except for 800 camp gu#rds be cormitted to an
attack on Gates' left flaxk and rear. The plan was a bold one, entirely
too bold for the liking of Burgoyne's subordinates. The council adjourned
without teking deoisive action. The Great Ravine area was inspected,
and it ﬁau the opinion of the army's leaders ltha.t 1t could not be held
bjr the 800 men proposed by Burgoyns. Then a't; a war counclil on Qotober 5
the atolid Riedesel proposed a retreat north to the Battenkill where
' the invaders had crossed thé B;zdson. Hers, he reasoned, the army could
cover its comnux‘ﬂcationl‘ﬂ’oh éahada, while walting fdr‘encouraging news
from lSirb Homjy dlinton, whose forces were known to be advanoing up the
Hudson from New York City. Fra;.er seconded Riedesel, and Phillips with;
held oomt’gnt.z |
Burgoyne was adamant against retreat. In his order of June SO.
~ ordering the am& to move forward, he had closed with the stirring ime
Junotion "This Army Must Not Retreat.”> The order still held. Burgoyne
still seemed to fesl that the Americans could not stand sgainst the dise
oiplined charges of his regulars, despite the solonials® showing in the
bloody drawn battle of September 19.
At this point Burgoyne's own statements made then and later

should be exsmined for a olue as to his intentions. From his own remarks,
adnittedly colored by after-knowledge, Burgoyne appeared to have placed

"conslderable reliance on Clintén's force moving up the river toward
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Gates' rear. In his published narrative Burgoyne stated:

«seseon the gsecond day after the asction, I received
intelligence from Sir Henry Clinton, of his intention to
attack the highlands about thattime /two days after the
firet battle / and I was hourly in expeoction, I thought a
Justly founded one, of that measure operating to dislodge
¥r. Gates entirely, or to oblige him to detach a large por-
tion of his force. Either of these cases would probably
have opened my way to Albany. In thess circumstances, ocould
the preference upon these alternatives admit of & moment's
refleotion? To weit so fair a prospect of effecting at.laest
the great purpose of the campaign, or to put a victorious
army, under all the dizadvantages of a beaten one, by a
difficult and disgraceful retreat; relinquishing the long
expected cooperation,. in the very hour of its promise, and
leaving Sir Henry Clinton's army, and probably Sir Williem
llowe's, exposed, with so much of the season of the campaign
to run, to the whole force of Mr. Gates, after he should
have geen me on the other ride of Hudson's River.”

In a letter written Yo Clinton on October 25, Burgoyne referred
to ths lack of cooperation which hed wrecked the plan of invasion and
reﬁarkod without apparent rancor "...I saw the desperate state of things
and fhnt nothing but a successful action could enable me to advance or
retroat."?

Burgoyna's reasoning against a rotroét appear valid enough,
when it is remembered that he was unaware of Clinton's pldnl, and could
only assume that the original plans for the juncture et Albany were still
in foroo. This belief on the part of the British commander that no matter
how ocircumstances altersd during the osmpaign hiz orders were to effect s
Junction at Albany with British forces from the south contributed in no
small measure to the final disaster. Thg order; drawn up by the King
and hisg oounci]:ors were inflexible in many ways,e bu% their intent ocere
tainly ias not that Burgoyne should lead his army to destruction while

blindly following a course drawn up far from the scene of sotion.



Although Burgoyne made no mention of it, the bloodleas
sonquest of Fort Ticonderoga early in the oempaign undoubtedly had
neade & great impression on him. By taking advantage of Ameriocesn
blunders and mounting artillery on nearby Mount Defiance, Bur'goyne,
by the mere threst of & camnonsde, had forced the evaouation of the
"gibralter of the North.® Xs he pondered on his next move sgainst
Gates, the British commander must have weighed the possibility of
another such coup against the Yankees, Ina letter £o Lord George
Germain, the British Colonial Seoretary, Burgoyns wrote;

"...p.when no intelligence having been received of
the expested cooperation, and four or five days for our
limited stay in camp only remesined, it was judged edvisable
to make & movement to the enemy's left, not only to dis-
cover whether there were any possibtle means of foroing a
peasage should it be necessary to advance, or of dislodging
hinm for the convenlence of a retreat, but also to cover &
forage of the arm¥ which was in greatest distress on account
of the scaroity." '

In his narrative of the expcdition Burgoyne voiced his belief
in the aucoess of this move when he stated ".....Confident I am, upon
ninute examination of the ground since, that had the other idea been
pursued /i.e. had Gates received the attack in his entrenchments 7,

I should in & few hour; have gaim& & position, thet in spitc of the
eneny's nusbers, Would have put them in my powers n8

More revealing than Burgoyne's statements quoted above was the
composition of the detachment detailed for the expesdition. Inoluded in
thia force wers 1500 of Burgoyne's best troops and officers. Desigmted
to make the move against the Ameriocan left flank wers the follows.ng units:

The right column = The British Light Infentry and the 24th regiment;

=de



with Breymann's Chasseurs, Jagers and Grenadiers; the ocenter column -
_ detachments of the Germen regiments of Ricdos;I, Rhetz, Specht and .
Hesse Hanau and & dstachment 'of' the Roysl Artillery; the left column =
The British Grenadisrs, with picked troops from the British 9th, 20th,

2131; and 62nd regimentu.g

In addition 4o these troops, & ocontingent
of Indiens and provincials skirted the British right flank to divert
the Amerioans in that guarter.lO - |

It seems unlikely that the best troops in the army would be
selected by Burgoyne aimply to reoonmitor the Ameriocan position on
Bemis Heighta. or to cover foraging parties. ’

Probably the best olus to Burgoyna's intentions 1is the Msign-
ment of 10 pieces of artillery to acoompany the expedition of Cotober 7.
Only with the greatest difficulty could heavy ordnance be moved through
the wildernou. One British artillery officer remarked that "Dnoe &
12 pounder is remowd from: the Parlc of artillery -in America 11: was gons. ull
In these oircumstances it ‘ia not likely that 10 guns would. be taken on &
scout or roraging‘ expedition. '

" The guns detailed for the movemsnt inocluded six 8-pounders, .
two 12-pounders sand two howi'bzerak.lz These last nemed weapons were‘ -
espeolally ulofui against sntranched positions. Xore than any othor_ '
factor, the inoclusion of the fiqld guns and hqwlﬂtsors*providu st;rong
‘ovidanoo that Burgoyné fully intended an attack on the Amorio;n left
at Bemis Height:,s. Pogsibly his orders vere intentionally vague for
exporionoe had taught him thtt the wary Americans were quiok to learn
of any ocontemplated move on tho part of the invading army.  Another

axplamtion for the failure to state in 8 spocifio objeotive for thu



Ootober 7 move is the fear of failure that had been grwing' in the
British commander after the hard-fought battle of September 1S. He
may hdive declined to state an cbjective because, realliging the moﬁnting
odds ngain:t' aucce#a. he fesared that failure to gain that objective
would shake the morale of troops slready on half-rations and dessrting
in growlng mmbers. '

While'Burgoyna” did not et the time aasign & specific objective
to the movement of October ,7, he revealed more of his intentions during
the course of the Parlismeniary hesring intc the defent at Saratogm
which began in May 1779. During the course of the inquiry requested
by Burgoyne, many of the surviving officers of rank were examined by
Burgoyns and others, and their testimony published by the Gensral.,

The evidence, based on Burg‘oynt's narrative and the teastimony of his
officers, amcunted to a ‘vindication of the British Commanderts conduct
of the invasion of the nc;rthem colonies in 1777. From Burgoyne's
questions, and the enswers of the witnesses, a picture emerges of the
condition of the army betwsen the battles of September 19 and October 7,
and the motives behind the movement of Qctober 7, become incressingly
appa:;ent. | ’

In the :t:estimony of Captairi John XNoney, deputy quartermaster-
general of the expedi:bion, we find a hint of Burgoyne's intentions on
Octdber 7, and thoy artillery previcusly discussed becomes more imporbanf.
Following is & transeript of Menay"s testimony. Burgo&m acks the questions.

Qs Had you an opportunity, after you was prisoner, to see the
left of the enemy's entrenchments? s was that portion
of the Amerioan line extending southwéstward from Fort
Neilson on the highest ridge constituting Bemis Heights. /

A. I had. |



Q.
Q.

A.

Q.

A.

Qe

Ao

»

Was the ground within cannon shot of the left open and
commanding 1t?

All the ground I saw was cleared and entrenched.

Was there not ground within cannon shot thet would have
comnended that entrenchment on the left?

There was.
Had we geined possession of that ground, and been able to

erect batteries of our heaviest guns, would not the wholie
line of the enemy have been enfiladad?

The ground alluded to was entrenched, and cormended the
whole of the rebel camp and lines. If the army hed got
posseasion of that pround, I do not believe the rebels
would have stald one hour in their camp.

Did you ever hear, in conversation with rebel officers,
thet Genoral Arnold, forseeing that insconvenience, had
marched out of his lines, end attecked, without orders
from General Getes?

I did hear that (General Armold hed marched out on the 7th

of Ooctober, without orders from General Gates. I did also
hear that he advised the going out to meet General Burgoyne
on his maroh, and engaging him before he approached their
linea; and the reason he gave was this: If General Burgoyne
should ever come near snough their lines to be sble to make
use of his artillery, Lhet he would OSrtainly poEsess himaelf
of their oamp; Thet their T roops in THat case Would nsver
stand enywhere; but if, on the other hand, the rebeis should
be defested in the woods, the troops would, after that, have
confidence in their works, for which reaeon Arnold advised
risking an sotion in the woods Iioforo Gensral Burgoyne came
neer enough to see their works. 5

In his testimony, Captein obviously confused Arnold's actions

on September 19 with those of October 7, a&s it wes in ths former battle

thet Arnold suppo sedly porsueded Gates to meet the enemy in the field

rather than in the entrenchments on Bemis Heighte. However, loney's

statemonts indicate that there was an ewarsness in both armies of the

poasibllity that Burgoyne, following the successful tactios used at

" Ticonderoga, might render the American position untenable with artillery fire.



Burgoyns's questions as to the probable effect of artillery fire
on the American left, gives an sdditional clue as to his motives
for the flank m&mont, and especially to his reasons for inoluding
10 p‘ieoea of ertillery ir; the advance.

In examining this partioular extract of testimony, it seenms
probable that the ground referred to by Burgoyne and by Captain Money
as commanding the American left was the low ridge ruming north and
south at a distance of approximately 800 yards due west of Fort
Neilgon, the highest point of ground wifhin the American lines.

As shown on the acoompanying sketoh map, there were Ameriocan forti-
fications on this ridge, in advance of the main system of entrenchments.
If these weres the entrénciments mferredto by Money, and it appears
likely that they wers, he was quite right in his opinion that they would
commnd the American left, Tha.‘b ths American commanders were sware of
the tactiosl importence of this elevated ground ia evident in the faot
that fortifications were thrown up to prevent the enemy taking possession
of the ridge - the very move that Burgoyne contemplated, judging from

the statements in his Narrative of operstions and from the questions he
put to Captain Money. | '

Money, of course, testified thet he saw the entrenchments on the
American left after he was taken prisoner, but the cbmmandi'ng ridge itself
was undoubtedly known to Burgoyne prior to the second l;attle. Given the
conditions of forest and terrain in 1777, such & commanding elevation |
would be visible from the British lines. Additional confirmation of
Burgoyne'!s knowledge of the ridge west of Bemis deights is found in the
oontemporary meps of British Lieutenant W. C. Wilkinson which show ocome

manding hills in the sres referred to by Burgoyne and Captain Money.
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Up to this point, most of ths evidence exeamined has pointed
to Burgoyne's intention to seirze high ground west of Fort Feilson and
open with artillery on the Americans. The presense of 10 cannon with
the flanking force, and the exisboz;oa of the high g round, plus the
statements of Burgoyne and his officers do point to this intention
to employ artillery directly againast the American lines. The evidence
i1s strong too, thet the British commander dontemplated en attack on the
Amesrican left iyi.ng if artillery slone was not effootiyo iﬁ dislodging
| the "Yankees." '

Hore again & useful source of information on Burgoyne's intentions
on October 7 is the .transoript of testimony at Parllamentary hesring into
the defeat at Saratoga. Bixrgoyno'a own statement as to the reasons for
the move to the American laft have alfoady been quotad in thie report,

He mentioned "foroing a passage™ and = "dislodging" thé oﬁeuy for the
convenience of a' retreat. The latter remark is a strange one, for if the
enemy could be dislodged there probably would be no necegelty for a retreat,
But the terms "foroing™ and "ciislodging" are 'not onas thet imply a a.’unpio
recorneissance or foraging expedition. Neither would 1500 of the beet

men in the ermy end the oream of its officer corps be detailed for such
purposes.

It would be the height of folly to rest th.; case on Burgoyne's
words alone, for thet wordy and literate gentleman is not the most relisble
authority for his own or anyone else's eotions. 5till, he was a professional
officer of sill and experience, and his actions speak, 1f' not more loudly
at lemst, more accurately than his words as to his reasons for the attack.

There is additional testimony in the Parliamentary inqﬁiry whioch
in nearly every cass tends to substantiate Burgoyne's hints at some stroke

against the forces on Bemis Heights.
ge



First of the ranking of;t‘icors of the invading army to be
called to the witpess stand was the Earl of Balecarres, ocmmander of
the British Light Infantry during the cempaign. Lord Baloarres was
not & very cooperative witness, modestly demurring at many of the requests
for his_ opinions on Burgoyne's conduct of the cempaign. It is obﬁom
in reading his testlmony that he had no apecial désire to vindicate his
oo:ﬁmanding officer by statements inconsistent with the faote as ho saw
them, but those quea*bidna w‘hioh he did anawer 4‘50.1'0 replied to with honesty
and cénglor. |
The orux of Balcarrn; testimony on the action of October 7
is contained in the i’ollowi:;g, brief excha:nge; Burgoyne may have asked
the question.
816/, in polnt of prudence, or just to brave troops,
o had suffered severe loss, to attack an ensemy the

morning after that loss, /of September 19/ posted within
entrenchments, which it was impossible to reaconnoitre.

"Qe ‘Doo:zour Lordship think it would have been edvisZble

"A. That attempt was tried on the Tth of October, and did
not sucased, "4

The questlon was probably put by Burgoyne, who after the dsfeat
at Saratoga maintained that anattack without adequate knowlodgé of the
American position would have been & blunder. The question seems framed
to demonstrate that the movement of October 7 was not an attack - sinoe
it failed -~ but was a reconnalssance of the American lines. Balcarres
did not fall into the spirit of the question and his blunt reply leaves
no dowbt that he felt that the movement of Qotober 7 was an attack ageinst
entranchmext s which had not been recommoitered and was not simply & recone-

neissance in force and certainly not just a foraging expedition.
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In the testimony of Captain Bloomfield, of the British
artillery, Burgoyné sgain indicates the cbjective of the advance of
October 7 when he asked Bloomfleld:

"Do you remember the position of the King's troops from
the time of the attuck on the 19th of September to the attack .
of the Tth of Ootober?

"A. Yos

"Q. Bad the army made & movement to gain the left of the
enemy's entrenciments without previously constructing
redoubts on the hights that commanded the plaim, would
not the batesux, provisions and hospital have been left
open to an attack from the enemy's right?

"A. They would have been left exposed undoubtedly, 16
Here agaﬁ:n Burgoyne declares his intention to "gain the left of
the ’onomy'n ent'runchménts," 'not just recomnoiter or forage, aﬁd, signifi-
cantly he refers to the “attack" of Gotober 7 The testimony of Burgoyne's
officers is Importent not so much- for the;!.r recollection of specific orders
oonoerzﬁng the attack of October 7, but for their reflestion of the mood
snd opinions of the srmy command as it faced ths problem of dil‘lodging
_ Getes' foroes from Bemis Esights. In & small professional army the
closely kuit éfﬁoer corps would undoubtedlyb ¢ aware of the intent 'and
motive for & movement of a large portion of the unﬁy, evan if such intent
and motive were not speocifically stated inwritten orders.
The next importsnt piece of testimony relating to the attaok
of October 7 was that of Lieut. Col. Kingston, adjutant general of the
«rmy and seoretary to Burgoyne. | ‘
"Q. From your conversation with the chief engimnser, and
from other ciroumstances, heve you resson to know,
that every possible means were used after the actlon
of the 18th, to cbtain a knowledge of the ground on

the enemy's left? / The entrenched ground southwest
of Fort Nellson.

“1le



"A. I had frequent conversations with the chief engineer
on that subjeot, I believe hls attention was given
to that point almost every day, &nd & knowledge of that
ground I understoad to be very difficult to be obtained.

"Q. Was not the right of the enemy deemed impracticable?

"A. I had no opportunity nyself of seeing the right of the
enenmy; but I understood from others, that the position
was too strong to be attacked with any prospeot of success.

"Q. Did you conceive that the chief purpose of theat movement
was to attain a knowledge of the left of the enemy‘'s
position, and if expedient to attgck them there?

"A. I understood it was."S

OTHER PRIMARY SOURCES

Turning to the large body of primary source material on the
Saratoga campalgn, it is surprising to ﬂnfi'ao 1ittle information of
value on‘thb'movement of October 7. Most of fch@ partioipmt;, Anerioan,
.British and German, who recorded their impressions of the battles deal
with the mors obvious aspects of the attack of October 7. The Americen
attack ﬁn the British detachment and the strugé,lo for the Baléarrca and ‘
Breymann redoubts are @-oribed in conside;'able detail, but the motivation
for the Britlish advance on Gctcm;r 7 has been obscured by the more dramatio,
colorful evenh; which foll@ed; However, for purposes of understanding
contemporary opiniona and knowledge, the primary sources must be noted,
Vany of the participants interssted in preserving their sccounts of the
‘ batﬁn were men of intelligence and sincerity, honestly desiring to
give posterity a record of their stirring timess In zome cases the diary
or letters of lowly British conscript or an Amerioa;n backwoods militiamen
'are m;re valusble then the report of & field officar; in that they provide

an insight into the minds of the men who carry out orders. Often, what
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these men think and cbserve is & better olue to the intentions of the
general officer than the fomal r eports explemations and apologies

issued by the nan of commanding ranke.
Contemporary British and German Acoounts Relative to the lovement of
October 7, L7171

1, General Riedesel

Riedesel, commanding the Germant roops with Burgoyns, described
the problems confronting the British commander, and how he proposed
to solve them prior to October 7.

“In the evening of the 4th /of October/ he /Burgoyne/ hed a
conferonce with the generals, Phillips, Riedeasl and Fraser, in
respect to future operations. The subjJeocts of consultation were
the strength of the enemy, who outnumbered him four to one, his
ignorance of their position, the lateness of the season, the soarcity
of provisions, and the nonreception of intelligence from Goneral
"Clinton. Several plans were proposed by him by which he hoped to
extricate himself from these difficulties. Eis idea was as follows;

 To surround the left flank of the epsmy; and, &fter leaving eight
hundred men for the defence of the ground between bridges Nos. 1 and 2,

. [Bigh ground south of and covering the Middle Ravine and Great Redoubt
area on the Hudso endeavor to get in its rear. This proposition
caused considersble controversy; for the question arose whether eight

- hundred men would be sufficient for the purpose asaigned them. The
safety of the whole army depended upon this; for if this force should
be beaten and the bridges in its rear taken, then the entire sarmmy
would be completely out off; end even 4f this detachment held lts
ground the position might still be Ioat - asinne, ms thres or four
days were neocessary to get round throughthe woods and pathless
thickets, the enemy would have abundant of time to mess hiz force
on this spot, when he would, in all probsbility, oapture the men

. and degtroy the two bridges « the only meens of retreat. Sucha
hasardous undertaking muat be thoroughly considered; and it was,
therefore, agreed to inspect carefully on the next da¥ the fortie
fioations in that place and the sarrounding coumtry. ™7

Examination of the position tobe antrusted to the 800 camp guerds
found it too diffiocult to defend without additional luppbrt from the rest
of the army. Riedesel then suzgested that if it was impossible to get
in the rear of the enmemy in one day the army should fall back to 1ts old

position behind the Battenkill, the oreek just north of the village of
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Saratoga, where the Britlsh end Gsrmon f oroes had orossed the Hudson

on September 13. Hers, Riedesel pointed out, the army ocould open
comnunication with Leke George to the north, and could await the coming
of relief from the south. At first Burgoyne would hear of no retrograde
movemont but efter consideration mede a sounter proposals

"He said that on the 7th. he would undertake anothorgreat
reconnoitering expedition ageinst the enemy's left wing, to
ascertain definitely his position, and whether it would be
advisable to attaock him, Should the latter be the oase, he
intended to advance on the enemy on the 8th with his entire

rmy; but il he should not think an attack a dvissble, then he
uld, on the 11ith, march back to the Battenkill,

"At ten o'clock in the morning of the 7th, rations and
liquor for four deys having been previously iksued to the
army, General Burgoyns, with fifteen hundred men and eight
cannon ﬁlua two howitlerg], started on his reconmoitering
expedition, accompanied by Generals Riedessl, Phillips and
Fraser. The troops, on this occasion, were taken from all
the regiments except the 47th. All the Indians (ons hundred
and eighty) and the corps of provinoials crossed the right
flank in & lerge oircuit through the woods. The detachment
itself divided into three columns, advanced towards the right
to within a quarter of an hour's march of the enemy's camp.
The first picket, whichwas met near Weieser's house
Barber cabin, in 8 C on Historic Base mag?', and was driven
in, and the eminence, on whioh it had stood, occupled. The
British were then placed in such a position, that the smallness
of their number was concealed as much & s possible. In this
situation they remainsd for an hour apd & half, during which
interval the generals consulted together as to the manmer in
whioh the reconnolssance should be continued. Toward three
in the afternoon, the ylgers discovered near a house, that
lay & little way in edvence and was separated from them by
e ditoh (ravine), & smell body of Americans. The latter,
however, grew stronger and stronger; and Burgoyne, supposing
they nesant to oppose his further advance, fired his two twelve-
pounders at them seversl times, but without producing the kb ast effeoct.
On the contrary, they continued to increase in number. Finally at
four in the aftermoon, they attacked his left wing with great apirit,
soon foroing the English grenadiers, who were stationed in the woods
at thie point, .to retreat,"i8
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It eesms remarkeble that an experienced officer of Riedesel's
ability would not question the use of 1,500 men and 10 pieces of
artillery for a reconnaissance through an area he described sbove as
"woods and pathless thiockets." Stranger still is the contradistory
record left by his wife the Baronsss Von Riedesel, whose diary end
- letters written during the cempaign have given us one of the most
human stories in Saratoga literature. Writing on the 18th of October,
1777, the dey efter the ompitulation of the British army, Madsme Riedesel
set down her impreesions of the events loading up to the surrender. This
document was signed snd attested by all of the Germsn regimental and
battalion commanders. The Baroness wrote in part; -

"eecssGoneral Burgoyns, with whom it went hard to make a .

thoroughly backward movement, declared that, on the 7th, he
would make & reconnaissance)Bear as possible to the enemy's
loft wing, in order to asscertain whether or not it could be
attacked. In the first case, he would on that very day, the
7th, immediately attack the enemy; /Ttalics mine/but 1f, on

the contrary, the enemy's positionwas too strong, he wouldi
on the 1lth of Octcber, at onoe retreat to the Battemkill,"!9

' The discrepancy between the account of General Riedessl and that
of his wife ie an importent one'. Rledesel claimed that if an attack on
the American left wing was advisable, Burgoyne would bring up the entire
army for that -pﬁrposc on Ootober 8. The Baroness, on the other hanc'l,
states emphatically that if 'th& Arerican left could be attecked, Burgoyne
would do so "immdix;tely". The Baroz‘mss was in her husband’e confidence
throughout the gsmpalgn and her mocount, w}itten immediately after the
event probably had h;r husband's knowledge and approvel. Undoubtedly,
the General's owﬁ reoélleptiona were recorded sometime 1&&:, for during
and lmmediately sfter the hard-fought oampa:'?.g;n he hed 1ittle time to pen ~

his memoirse
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-Unknown German COfficer

Following the capitulation a+t Saratoga on October 17, 1777,
Burgoyne's captive army was marched to Cembridge, Massachusetts, where
it spent the winter. AIn & letter written on November 15, one of the -
German of ficers serving with Burgoyne wrote his account of the campaign
to a follm-coumman. Relative to the movement of Qctober 7, he wrote;

"0ur provisions continued to dcheue; the soldiers wers

reduced half a pound of bread and the same quantity of meat

per day -« a stats of things which they endured with patience.

“ﬁ hile, although the enemy had it in their power to attack
udzronr times as many men as we had, they showed no inclimation
to do so, Toretreat seemed too hard lines for General Burgoyns.
In Albany we had plenty of friends willing to reinforce us; and
for this reason the General resolved to attack the enemy mnd
endeavor to force his way through their lines We could only
attack the enemy on their flank; and in order to hew a way for
our columne and artillery, and at the same time reconnoitre their
position, an expedition of 1500 men under command of the several

leaders of the army, with & number of heavy cannon, was under-
teken on the 7th of October,"<0

This officer was obviously not well informed as to the reception
"~ the invaders would receive in Albany, but his statements on the movement
of Ootdber T are interssting. ' In this gocount, es in Baroness Riedessl's,
X Burgoyﬁo is shown ae being personally umwilling to retreat, not on
strictly military grounds but because he could not bring himsélf to

turn his back on the enemy after such high hopes for success. The.
General begins to emerge as an officer lacking the moral courage to
retreat, |

Captain Pausch

One of the best contemporary desoriptions of the flank movement:
of October 7. ig that found in Captain Georg Pausch's journal of his
service with Burgoyne, Pausch comranded the Hesse Hamau artillery during

the expedition, Of the movement of Ootober 7, Pausch wrote:
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¥Oct. 7th. In the foremoon, I recaived an order to have in
readiness two 6-pound cannon with the requisite ammunition: also
my Brigsde, prepared to march immediately at & given signal.
dbout 10 o'clock, there gathered in front of the camp and on the
Place d!' Ammes of the left wing of the Germam troops, & division
consisting of all those portions of the Germsn regiments there
represented. Altogether, these numbered sbout three hundred men
under the leadership of Lieut. Col. Specht /Fausch means Speth,
not Specht. Brigadier-General Specht was commander of the
Regiment jp-oht. Speth was Lieutenant Colonel of the Regiment

Riedesel,/ the commander of the Infentry regiment of Riedessl.
To this latter regiment, the Regiment Hesse Hanau furnished 1

© officer, 6 subalterns, 1 drummer, and 75 privates under the
command of Cept. Sohoel. Ve defiled %o the right in front of
our army towards its right wing as far as the Brigads of Brig.
Gen. Fraser, where we halted. Here I found slready assembled,
smong other regiments, the English battery of light infantry
grensdiers, the Albenimn end Cansdian volumteers, and the mmall
remnant of our Indisns' who were in readiness for the march.
The English Artillery furnished two howlitzers, two 12 pound
and our 6 pound cennon for the right wing of our battery, under
Lieut. Dufais. Everything being quiet along the lines, I went,
myself, with the first named two cannon of my Brigade, on this
expedition, ‘

"Behind the entrenched ocamp of Fraser, where we halted and
where we wers cbliged to walt for further orders, there were
collected in Fraser's tent the Generals of the army. After
first holding in it e council of war, the Generals went to
another tent, in front of which the Savages were gathered,
and announsed to them (as I suppose, a ccording to the usual
Indian custom, whioh to me is utterly unknmown and unintellipible)
the order of toeday's march and the duties required of them,
This conference lasted, in all, two hours, when we agein resumed
our march; and the reassembled corps once more started. There
were xiow sdded to the German Division the small remnsnt of the
‘Brunswick company of Yigers consisting of about 100 men, and as
many more of the Brunswiock Grenadier Battalion. The latter con-
stituted the entire force of thie small corps, now reduced to
sbout fifteen hundred men in all."2l

Reading of these sxtensive preparations, and lengthy councils of
of war, the expcdifion vannot be’ dismissed as & mere recomneaisssnce exe
pcq;tion. The Indimns and Amerioan and Canadian voluntesrs mentioned
by Pausch, sbove,were ideally suited for scouting in the heavy forests;
it was not msoessary for the commending Generals to accompany them with

the elite of the army. Granted thet the savages and prorvincials were not
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trained observers whose opinions of the enemy's position could be relied
upon,‘ théy novrérthoius could have provided a protective screen for
experienced engineers and artillerymen reconnoitering the entrenchments
on Bemis Heights. Buréoym had pointed out at the Parlismentary hearing
that his Indians and provinoifala were inferior to American riflemen, but

he had comtinued to employ them throughout the campaigne®? Pausch con-

iinuu his narrative with a dessription of the msrch from the sntrenchments,

"We followed the road farther for fully helf an hour, during
which we halted several times both for the purpose of sending out
the woluntesrs and Indiens onreconnoitering expeditions, and of
making the road passable for the Artillery over the bridges. The
reports of the advancs=guard continuing fevorable, and their re-
peated mesaege, sasuring us that as yet every thing was all right,
we continued to march for the length of time above mentioned,
4?&11‘ an hour/ when we found ourselves in front of the extended

ef't wing of the hostile army, of which, however, we oould not

aee anything whatever, on acocount of the dense woods and the
distance, @ :

Here we find the volunteers and Inciians ocarrying out the type of
assigment i;or which tl,:xey wera best sulted, scouting inadvance of the
regulars, The advance was a ea;trtioui one and e speclal care was taken to
kesp the artillery olosed up on the main'hcdy. This ponderous sdvance

‘now sppedrs even less like a reoonnaissanca and more like & full scale
flank attack. Confirmation of the fact that actionwas contemplated
~ even before ‘the American "broops struck, is found in Pausch's sccount

when he states:

"Meanwhile, work was still progressing on the entrenchments
of our two wings; and it took, by the way, 3/4 of &n hour to merch
from ons wing of our army to the other; during which march, not
the lesst sign of the enemy ves seen, nor were we molesied by him
in the least. Presently, by order of Mejor Williams of the English

- Artillery, the two 1Z2-pound cennonwere brought up and placed in
front of the sbove nemed house, é’n sbandoned cebin in the field
whers the advance had halted while a mmall body of troops moved
cut to reconnoiter./ and after being meade redy, they were loaded.



"No one knsw what all these arrangements meant; but I shortly
aftorward learned from CRpt. Jen. QUArLer-lester Gerlach, that
it was intended to make & diversion at this polnt; and that the
oorps was for the protection ol the geuneral stalrl,

What the diversion referred to sbove wes to be or what it wes
intended to accomplish is not stated by Pausch, but it is probable that he
had reference to the flank march by the British Rangers, Frovincials and
Indians, ordered by Burgoyune. Pausch's position, end that of the German
contingent was in the center of the advanced line. A diversion at that
point, probablyrby wetns of heavy artillery fire also could serve to

support the advance of the British troops on sither flank,
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Coxtemporary British Accounts of the Movement of Cotober 7, 1777

Burgoyne's own narrative has been oited éarlier in this report,
but there ere several accounts left by British perticipants which help to
olarify the situation leading up to the abortive attack of October 7,

Lieutenant Digby:

This officer of the §3rd regiment of British Greuadiers remained
with Burgoyne while the most of his regiment was left bshind to gerrison
Fort Ticonderoga. Digby wﬁs « careful obzerver with more than ordinary
literary talent. In hia classic sccount is the following description
of events on October 7.

"7the . e oA detachment of 1500 regular troops with two 12
poundsrs, two howitzers and six 6 pounders were ordered to move
on a secret expedition and to be paraded at 10 o'clock, though
I am told, Major Willisms (Artillery) objected much to the ree
moval of the heavy guns; saying, onoe & 12 pounder ig removed
from the Park of artillery in Americe (meaning in the woods)
it was gone. From some delay, /due, no doubt, to the council
of officers and the 'pow wow' with the Indians desoribed by
Pausch above/ the detachment did not move till near ons o'clock,
and moved from the right of our camp; soon after which, we gained
an eminence within half e mile of their cemp, where the troops
took post; but they were sufficiently prepared for us, as a

- deserter from our Artillerywent over to them that morninpg and
informed them of our design.....About 3 o'oloock, our heavy guns
began to play, but the wood being thick, and their exsct knowledge
of our small force, ochtused them to advence in great mumbers,
pouring in a superiority of fire from Detachments ordered to
hang upon our flanks, whioch they t ried if poasible to turn."25

Digby thend escribes the route of the British and German forces,
and offers his omn opinion of the fatal flank a ttmoks

"Some here did not soruple to may, General Burgoyne's manner
of acting verified the rash atroke hinted at by General Gates in
his orders of the 26th; but that was & harsh and severe insinuation,
as 1 have since heard his intended design was to take post on a
rising ground, on the ieft of their oamp, == the 7th -« with the
detachment, thinking they would not have acted on the offensive,
but s tood to their works, and on that night our main body was to
move, soes to be prepered to storm their limss by day break of the
€th; and it appears by sccounts since, that Gen Gates would have
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"aoted on the defensive, only for the edvice of Brigadier Generel

Arnold, who assured him from his knowledge of the troops, a

vigorous selly would inspire them with more oourages then ewaiting

bahind their works for our attack, and also their knowledge of the

woods would conmtribute to ensure the plan he proposed."28

The rash stroke which General Gates hinted at appeared in his
congratulations to the amy for its conduot in the battle of September 19,
Gates pmdioﬁed that the enemy would have to regain ;111 he had lost by
one rash stroke or fail completely.®” The overwhelming succdss of his
prediction probsbly surprised Gates as much as aenyone elss. In the
statement above, Digby falls in'to. the sam® error that Captain Money
made in his testimony before the parliementary inguiry. It wes in the
first battle thet Arnold supposedly exerted his influence to have
Burgoyne met in the field before he could attack ths Ameriocans in their
entrenchments. The greatest impoz;tanéo of this extract from Digby's
- narrative is his agrsement with the view taken by others in the srmy
that tﬁo march of October 7 was the prelude to offensive eotion. .If
it is true that the remainder of the army, that portion left behind to
cover the fortified cemp, was to join in a dawn attack oh the Amerioan
linss it sesms more probable than ever that the artillery ascompanying
the expedition would be used to keep the colonials pinned down in their
lines while the rest of the British end Germant roops could be brought
}' forward for the attempt. This aoccount agrees with Riedesel's, that if
the expedition found the szitustion favoreble, the entire army would be
used for the atteck. See above, page 14.
Anburey '
Thie officer, a lioutenant in the 24th regiment is the author

of & series of remarkeble letters in wAhich he desoribes his t ravels

through Americe with the army of Burgoyns. Of the aoction on Oct. 7, he wrote;
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"The day after the date of my last letter, a detachment
of 1500 regular t roops, with two twelve-pounders, two howitzers,
and six six-pounders, went out beiween eleven and tvwive o'clock.
The reason, no doubt, for the General's marching at this time,
rather thenearlier in the morning, was, that in case we should
not prove vistorious, he had the night to favor his retreats

. "The intention of this detachmentwas to make & movement
to the enemy's left, not only to discover whether there was a
possibility of foroing a passege, if necessary to advance, or
dislodge the enemy, in order to favor a retreat, bubt likewinse
to cover the forege of the ermy, through the scarcity of which
we were in great distress. Thls being a project of much importance,
Geperal Burgoyne took with him Generals Phillips, Riedegel and
Frager, as officers best qualified, and with whose asslstance he
had every hope the plan would succeed, "28

The ressons given by .&nburey for the movoment of October 7 are,
elmost word for word, those advanced by Burgoyne in his letter to Lord
Georgé Germaine from Albany follanin'e;r the surrender at Saratoge. See
page 4 ebove. Aunburey's book of letters was first published in 1789,
and it is probable that inediting the letters, Anbﬁl;ery injeoted meterial
whioch ‘\;aa not known to him during the Sarstoge cempaign. The claim that
the expedition was for the purpose of covering a ‘foraging; party is & weak
one. In light of the e'vido'me slreoady presented, the gathering of forage
was only inoidental to the broader objectives.  In the first paragraph
ebove, howevoxf, Arburey irdicates 't".hat some asgzréessive action was intended
when he comments that the purpose in beginning the merch fairly late ;’.n the
dey was to give the army the protective cover of night if it was forced t.c;
retreat. This observation is a superficial on;s, for darkneas would work
equally well for the Americens if they ware beeten and forced back. In
spite of its cbvious after-thought, however, Anburey's narrative does

imply that of fensive action was contemplated.
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Sorﬁoant Lamb:

Sergeant Roger Lamb, & ¢ rooper with Burgoyne, left a wvaluable
account of h;ln experiences during the ill-fated expedi‘bio:; from Canada,
but he, too, apparéntly relied on Burgoyno's‘lxplmtiona for the fatal
movement of Octbber"r. Wrote Lamb in a book‘publishpd in 1811;

"Matters were drewing at this time to & orisis - Qur
picquets and advanced parties were almost continuslly firing
and skirmishing, so much so that the officers and men refreshed
end slept while exposed to the enemy's fire. All rested in their
cloaths, and the Field-officers were always patroling. We could
dietinotly hear the Americans felling end outting trees; and they
had a piece of ordnance whioh they used to fire as & morning gun,
s0 near us, that the wadding from it sometimes struock ageinst our
works. General Burgoyne was now most unfavourably posted, and a
retreat, if possible, was highly expedient. In this idea he sent
out a dotachmenb of 1500 men, with two twelvs-pounders about noon,
to perosive, if it were practicable, to force s passage; by dis-
lodging the enemy, and covering the forage of the army, which became
scarce. On this Mportant arfair he was accompanisd by Generals Phillipn,
Riedesgel, and Fra;sr
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Contemporery Americen Accounts Relative to the British Movement of
October 7, %7"7

.

Wilkinson:

The ooxrtrovel;sla; Ja.murwnkinuon, serving at Saratogs as
adjutant general to Gates, has recorded in his Memoirs ons of the most
detalled accounts of the campeign against Burgoyue. Tho;zgh his aocount
tends always to glariiy his own role in the Saratoge story, an adequate
study of the British advance of Qétobor 7 must také into consideration
Wilkinson's narrative. Of the Octcber 7 advence Wilkinson wrote;

¥, esso0n the afternoon of ths 7th of October, the advanced
guard of the centre beat to arms; the alarm was repeated throughout
the 1line, snd the troops repaired to their alarm posts. I was at
head guerters when this happendd, and with the approbation of the
General, mounted my horse to inquire the cause; but on reaching )
the guard wherse the beet commenced, I oould obtain no other satise
faction, but that some person had reported the enemy tobe advanoing
against our left. I proceeded over Open g round, and ascending a gentle
poclivity 4n front of the guard, I perceived sbout half a mile from
the line of our encampment, several columns of the enemy, 60 or 70
rods from me, entering s wheat field which had mot, bsen cut, and
was separated from me by a small rivulet; and without my gless
I ocould distinetly mark thelir every movement. After entering the
field, they displayed, formed the line, and sat down in double
ranks with their erms betweon their legs. Forsgers then proceeded
to out the wheet or standing straw, end I soon after observed .
several officers, mounted on thé top of a cabin, from whence
with their glasses they were endeavouring to recomoiter our
left, whichwas concealed from their view by intervening woods.

Having satisfied myself, after fiftéen minutes attentive
obgervetion, that no attack was meditated, I returned and reported
to the Gensral, who & sked me what eppearsd to be the intentions of
the enemy. "They mre foraging, snd endeavouring to recomnoitre
your left; and I thik Sir, they offer you battle."30

The halt in the wheat field, witnessed by Wilkinson, had a

purpose not comprehended by that American Officer. Burgoyne in his
letter of Ootober 20 to Lord Germeine had desoribed how his troops
were formed béfore the Ameriocan left while the British rangers,

provinolals and Indians were ordered to work their way thré‘ugh the woods

-24e



into the rear of the American end then mske s demonstration to draw
attention f rom the frontsl a dvence of the main body. The halt in the
wheat field probably was to give this force time to take its position
in the American left flamk. Obviously, this phase of the plan was
clumsily conceived and executed, .basod as it epparéntly was on the
conviotion that the American armywould wait in its entrenchments
while Burgoyno)expoacd his forces in plain view.
Boardmans '
This Conneotiocut nilitieman served 4in Arnold's didivion
during the Barstogs campaign, and his terse mcoount of the action’
of Qotober 7 contains a pisce of information which fills & gap in
the confused picture of events on that day. Boérdmunn-oto in his
Journal: - ‘
"Tueady 7th....This afternoonabout thres 0 Clock Burgoyne's
flying csmp, commanded by Frasier, Advano'd wWithin ebout helf =
~mile of our advano'd Picquet ‘to Drive them from a Hill where
Capt. Blague and fifty men & myself one of the Number were posted,
at which they kept a mmart Capnnonade for a Quarter of an Hour,
while our MNen mustertd along & sent & party to oome upon their
Backs, where they soon fell at it on all sides, & Drive the
Enemy from their Artillexy upon the full go to the Hessian Camp
where our Genrl, Little thought of Danger, fors't his way through
& Spered none till a Ball Break his leg & kill'd his Horse,"Sl
This unpretenticus aoccount contains infomation out of proportion
to its length. From it we learn that, as referred to earlier in this
report, there was an American outpost onthe left of the fortified line
snd in advance of the main works. This American picket may be the ons
referred to by Gomfal Riedesel who dsscribed the bombaydment of Americen
troops separated from the Britlsh line of battle by & ravine - see page 14

of this report. A revine south of the £ield in which the British and
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',Gcmnn troops were formed may be seen today; aofu&lly it is the western
extension of the Middle Ra.vix;o which ssparated the opposing armies between
the battles of September 19 sud October 7. One faot is clear; there was
an American e ntrenchment or outpost on elevated ground visible to the
" British, end it came under the fire of their artillery, - Bgrgoyna wes
not moving forward completely unlnr; of the opposition in his fromnt,
and made no move to fall back or enfnmh the ground he had gained.
Obviously he meant to move fomx;d toward his objective

in spite of enamy resistance. A

_ From other accounts quoi;od and analyzed in this report it h;a
been diffioult to identirfy the nature of the target of the British guns
which opsned fire from the wheat field, buyon;d Riedesel's statement that
saveral shots were fired at a small body of Americans. From Boardman's
account it is evident that an An{erioan outpost in the British line of -
sdvance was fired upon prior to the Ameriomn counter-attack. It 1;
unlikely that Burgoyne would have imvited atta'\ok by thiz bombardment
if he did not intend to fight if n'eocuury. Probably as Riedesel sure
mised, the British commander opened fire with his srtillery to drive away
troops which might have opposed his further advance toward the prized
high g round toward which he was movinge

Confirmation of the significance of the shelling of this advanced

picket is contained in a. statement by J. M. Hughes, ;n ailde de camp of
General Gates during the bat-;tloa of Saratoga. In a manuacript duoribing

the ocsmpaign of 1777, Hughes wrote:
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" "Both armies, after this, continued in a state of preparation,
but without anything important happening, until the 7th of
October, when it was perceived by the advanced picket, about
twelvé o'clock at noon, thet the enemy were in motion, and
thet a body of troops with artillery end intrenching tools
were disposed to fix themselves on an eminence that lay opposite
to our left, whioch would have annoyed our lines if they had
been successful. Upon this information, General Gates ordered
an attack to be made, the srmy then being et the lines,"33

Hughes'mentlon of entrenching tools is the only referente to
such equipment being oarried by Burgoyne's troops. If, indeed, they
dld have such tools, the implication is stronger than ever that
Burgoyne did not intend simply to see what he could of the American
left and then withdraw to him own fortificetions. From Hughes' acoount,
and this offiocer was an aide to Gates during the campaign, 1t eppears
that Burgoyne had every intention of remdining on the advantageous
" ground he plammed to seize.

Glover:

Brigadier General John Glover, & portion of whose command t ook
part in the action of October 7, throws edditional light onthe com-

. manding ground whichwas Burgoyne's goed in the advance of the 7th.
Glover's account was written in a letter to Ceneral Williem Heath of
October §,by which time he should have had ample opportunity to get
the facts of the action two deys before. However, his description
is a unique one in its interpretation of. the opening clash. Glover
wrote:

"eesson Tuesday last the enemy advanced from their right

with a design to tske post on our left. Our scouts were drove
in-~they continued advancing.
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"Three r sginment s over probably mesns the brigades of
Learned and Poor, and the Virginle rifle corps and light infantry
commands of Korgan and Dearborn/ were ordered out, who met them a
mils from our lines, a small eminenae between them, each rushed
hard for it--our troops gained it. The atiaock began at 4 o'clock,
P.M., oontinued till dark, without sny intermission, during which
we drove them two miles, and at last entered their works sword
in hand. "¢
Glover's desoription of the rush for the "mmall eminence"
betwesen the lines does nc;t agree with other acoounts of this aotion,
as, according to other contemporary sources, the British had hglto-d
in the wheatfield when the Amerioan attsck struck. However, his reference
to the eminence betwesn the lines is another confirmation of the existencs
of elevated ground near the American left i’lunk, and this brief ascount
indicates that the American forces wers sensitive sbout this position.
The rush for the hill mentioned by Glover may hsve been his inter-
pretation of the artillery sotion during which Burgoyne's guns fired
on the outpost held by Oliver Boardman end his companions.
Blake, | . |
Lieutenant Thomas Blake of the First New leampshire regiment kept
& Journal of the movements of the American army during the Sayatogza campeign.
Unddr the entry of Ootober 7 Blake confirms the bombardmeunt of the Amerioan
advance guard by British srtillery, as recounted by Militisman Bosrdmen
sbove, Blake wrote:
"Oct. 7 - A detsiment of the enemy marched out upon the
left of our army, sonsisting of the grenadiers and light infantry,
with 8 fleld pieces, and posted themselves on & mmell height in
& cleared field sbout a quarter of & mile from our advanced guard,

where they began a cannonsde upon the riflemen, snd the three
Hampshire regiments were ordered out to. attack them...."S5
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The Britisha rtillery fire directed against the American outposts
he.s been emphasized here I;eoauiie of its sgnificance in determining
Burgoyne'sintentions in the advance of dotobcr 7. The fire from British
guns was not defensive. The .Amer‘ican oounter-attack hed not begun when
the English guns opened apainst the American riflemen posted on the
slevation inva dvance of the colonials' left wing. If, na has been
genorally accepted, Burgoyme's flank movement was simply & reconnsissance
-and forsging expedition, it dow; ﬁot appear likeiy that the British
artillery would have opened firebefore anadequate ides of the Americsn
position had been galned.  However, it may heve besn that the firs from
the Briti;h line of battle formed in the wheat £3ield was intendsd as &
diver;ion to cover the advance through the woods of the provincials,
rengers and Indiens, sbout to be éliupatolnd by Burgoyne to get in the
rear of the Ameriocan left. The avidence is strong, however, that in
drawing up his line of battle and opeﬁimg with his srtillery Burgoyne
expeoted the Americsns to withdraw into the main entrenchments on Bemis
Heights, whers they could be pinned down by artillery fire. Burgoyn;
hints strongly 'éhat suchvas his intention when he quizzed Captain Koney
80 closely d uring the parliamomiy'inquiry. Burgoyne asked Money,

"Had we galined poasession of that .ground @.’.e. high ground commanding

the American left wing/, and hedn eble to srect batteriss of our heaviest

guns, would not the whole line of the enemy have been enfilad_od?" Ceptain

Money was in oomploto’agrument with the statement,>®
ﬁuforo,any fimal conclusions are drawn from the oont@porary

evidence availsble, ane xamination must be made of a nmumber of secondery

sources relative to the Eritish a dvanoe of October 7. A great mmy of these
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secondary accounts which can be disregarded in this report give only
Burgoyne's stated motives for the advanoce, w hichw ere "not only to
discover whether there were any possible means of forcing a passage
should it be necessary to a dvance, or of dislodging him for the con-
venience of a retreat, but also to cover & forage of the army whioh
was in greatest distress ona ocount of the soarcity." Other historians,
however, have examinsd the problem with pore ettention to the composition
and movements of the oxpeﬁitiomry foroe in order to determine its real
purpése. Most of the secondary acoounts quoted and discusded below are
those which at least attempt to go beyond mere acceptance of Burgoyne's
vague statemeént in an effort to asoribe the motive for and objective
of the fatal udvanqé of Ooctober 7.
Brooks;
~ "It has been necessary, Hr some time, to send out large
parties to cover auy provisions destined for the British ¢ amp;
General Burgoyne determined, therefore, to select a heavy de-
tesohment of his best troops, for.the obstensible purpose of
“oovering a forage, which should move Tc the 16ft of the American
lines, and, after making a reconnolssance 5127, endesvor to

dislodge the Americans, or force a passage through the entrenchments;
in the event of being successful, the whole army was to follow,"S7

Lossing:

This Ameriean historian of the 1Sth century sometimes was guilty
of accepting local t radition and “recollections™ of eyewitnesses as
historical faot, but his work has stood the tex_st of time perhaps better :
than most of his contemporaries, Lossing visited the historic sites
of the American revolutionand smployed this personal obszervation in
interpreting the events which he desoribed. 1In his narwetive of the
Saratoga ocampaign, Lossing wrote the following relative to the British

advance of Octcober 7;
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"Time rolled om, and Burgoyne heard nothing further from
Clinton/Following 6linton's letter of September 12, in whioh that
officer informed Burgoyne that forces from New York City would
eadvance against the Hudson River forts in Gates!' roa£7. His pro-
visions began to fail, and on the lst of Qotober he waa obliged
to put his tropps on short allowance. is ocourred on October 3,
not 1,/ Yot a man or a biscuit was allowed to reach him from any
quarter. The militia were floocking into Gates's ocamp from all
directions, and perils of every kind were weavinz their wéeb around
the proud Briton. At laast he was reduced to the alternative to
fight or fly. The latter was both impracticsble and inglorious,
and at & council of officers it was resolved to fight. /This
statemont is misleading. For an account of thes counoil of officers,
ses poge 14 of this report,/ : :

"On the morning of the 7th of OGotober, Burgoyns, at the head
of fifteen hundred regular troops, with two twelve pounders, two
howitgers, and six six pounders, nmoved toward the American left,
to the northern part of a low ridge of land ebout tiires fourths
of & mile northwest irom the ALSrican o amp, where they formed &
1ine In double ranks. He wasa seconded by FPhillips, Riedessl, and
Fraser. The guard of ‘the camp upon the high grounds was comaitted
to Brigadiers Hamilton and Specht, and that of the redoubts end
plain near the river to Brigndier-general Oall. This movement
was for a two=fold purpose, to cover & foraging party sent out
to supply the pressing wants of the camp, and, if the prospect
was favorable, to turn the left &f the Americen army, and fall
upon its flank and rear, Small parties of loyalists and Indians
were sent aroujd through byepaths, to hang upon the American rear
and keep them in check,"58 ,

De Fonblangue:

This sympathetic biographer of Burgoyne might bs expected to
snalyge the British advance of October 7 secking justifioation for the
ettempt. His amoount, however, ;La disappointing, although it does pose
an interesting question as to Burgoyne's hope ‘of bresking through to

Clinton in the south. '
"Days passed over wearily, while the English army lay inactive,
ewai ting tidings of that coe-operation whioh never ocame, end
Burgoyne at length determined to make a movement upon the enemy's
loft, to ascartain the chances of foroing & passage; &t the worst
to cover a foraging party sent out in the hope of supplying his
exheusted magazines, luch depended upon the result of the operation,

for although he was ignorent the smuccesass of Glinton, on t
Hudson /the capture B Forts brimtonan fontgonery, on’the Hgﬁlon,

-Bln



"south of Albany/, his breach of the ensmy's line, and further
advance townrds the gouth, must soon have glwven the two generals
tidings of sach cother's movements, and a Junotion would have been
assured, for the advanced guard of the southern expedition was
now sotually within forty mfss of Albany."S?

Drakes

0f all the secondary sources examined, only one made a
detailed anslysis of the Britlish movement of October 7 1ogic'a.11y based
on the organization of the expedition. This author ressonsbly aﬁtaohgd
much significance to the artillery whioh Bﬁrgoyn§ deteiled to accompo.nyﬁ
his 1,600 regular 'broopa.. In his s tudy of the Saratoga oamgaign Drako.
wrote; .

"Burgoyne could mot bring himself to order a retreat without
first raking one rore effort for viotory. Ha dwelt strongly upon
the difficulty of withdrewing the army in the face of a0 vigilant
and powerful an eneny. He maintained his own opinion that even
in order to securs an honorsble retreat it would be necessary to
fight, end so it was determined.

"1t is evident that Burgoyne nourished a seoret hope that
fortune might yet take a turn favorable to him; otherwise, it
is impossible to account for his making this last and most
desperate effort, under conditionk even less favorable than had
attended him attack on the 19th of September,

: "Fiftesn hundred men and ten guns were choren for the attempt.
In plain language, Burgoyns started out to provoke s combat with an
onemy greatly superior in numbers, with less than half the force
his former demonstration hed been made with. His idea szeems to
have bsen to take up & position from which hie cannon would reach
the American works. After entrenching, 1t was his intention to
bring up hisheavy artillery, sand opsn a cannonade which he was.
confident the enemy could not withstand, &g Chelr defensive
works wers chiefly built of 1o0gs. And out of this state of things,
Burgoyne hoped to derive some substantial benefit,"40

It is unforturate that this hiatorian did not footmote his
study, although his sccount is obviously based largely on sources already
cited in this report, plus the author's own logical interpretation of
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Kickerson:

Hoffman Kickerson, author of what is probsbly the most valusble
historical work on 3aratoga, briefly reviewed Burgoyne'amotives for the
unsuccessful atteck of Ootober 7 but wag unsble to arrive at any t:m:r.'-~
clusion. However, his discuasion doss throw some light on the confusion
in the minds of hiatoriané attempting to ascribe & reason or excuse for
the flank movement of Qctober 7. Nlokerson writes:

"In proposing this reconnaisgsance Burgoyne's notives were
mixed and what he hoped to mocomplish is by no means olear.
Ee tolked aftorwarda of e hill commending Gates' left which
he proposed to cocupy in order to begin en artillery dusl on
advantageous terms. Xo such hill existe nor was the attempt
meds, while the reconnaissance was still unopposzed, for its
"main body to approach the nearest point of Gates' position
nearer than a mile. 8hould the reconnaissance show the rebel
left to be approachsble, then Burgoyne purposed on Yednesday
the 8th to attack in force. Should an stteck seem unwise, he
would retreat to the Battenkill /& stream flowing into the Hudson
from thé east, & short dictance north of Saratoge, now Schuyler-
ville/ on Saturday, October 1ll.....Théere was sone talk of
dislodging the enemy to facilitate a retreat. The whole thing
wag vagus. It 1g not even certain whethsr the lesser cb jectivs
of foreging was planned from the first, prave as was the need
of the invaders' animals for green forage."

In analyzing ¥lokerson's remarks one discrepancy is outstanding,
The historian states in reference to the commanding grdund mentioned by
Burgoyne that "no. such hlll existe.™ A hill, or rather a system of low
ridges west of Bemis Heipghts runs morth and south within oa.sy caennon range
of the American left wing.fn one of these elevations, was an Ameriocan
outpost already desoribed in this report. KXickerson is in error when
he states categorlioally that no hill exists, I"c cannot be documented
satiafactorily that theses elevatlons vere those mentioned by Burgoyne,

but the evidence indicstes that they must have been, -
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CONCLUSION

In drawing & conclusion from the primary and secondary souroces
ocited in this report one difficulty becomes immediately spparent. This
diffioulty lies in attempting to enalyze the imponderable state of
Burgoyne's mind between the first and seoond battles of Saratoga. Any
balanced study of the British flank maroh of October 7 must take into
account the British cormander's indecision between taking the advice
of some of hls subordinetes to retreat without risking a second motion
and his own desire to win glory and success by smatching victory from
the jaws of defeat.

Anexcellent insight into Burgoyne's thinking at this oritioal
time is the aocount of the historian Hoffmen Hickerson who wrate:

"Burgoyns himself, hoping ageinsgt hope, hated to give up

and retreat. Should he do 30 he feared for his career, for he
knew how the oowardly Germains /British Colonial Secretary/
detested anything smelling of overcautlion in his generals.
The thought kept running through Burgoyne's mind that the
minister might have meant the army from Cenada t6 be hararded,
perhaps even deliberately secrificed, in order to further
British action elsewhsre. Even 1f that were g0, he knew
Germaine's baseness too well not to fear the latter's turning
upon him should he meet disaster, and (aince his boast when
oroasing the Hudson) /I.e. 'Britons never rstreat'/ the 18th
of September and the hard logic of facts had pressed it in
upon him that disaster might come. Still, like the gambler
Gates knew him to be, he would play his cards to the end."42

Additlonal confirmation of Burgoyne's personal opposition to
what he feared would be a dighonorable retreat is found in the account
of Baroneas Riedesel, puge 15 , end the letter of German officer, quoted

on page 16 o+
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Thus "b_her‘ is good resson to believe that Burgoyne had no
intention of withdrawing until a second effort either broke the
Ameriocan lines or proved conolusively not only to the officers snd
troops in the field but to the suthorities in England that the
Yankdéa oould not be beaten by the forces avo.ﬂlhle. Fo matter
what the oppoai’cion or cost, the smbitious Burgoyno probably intended
to fight on October 7 - if not to gain vietory then at least to
honorably Justify e retreat which was so distasteful to him.

That the British commender intended to give battle on the
7th is borne out by the facts derived from the numerous primery and
secondary sources quoted and interpreted in this report. At the
counoil of nrﬂon Ootober 6 Burgo&no sot down the alternatives whioh
he believed would stem from the movement to be mede two days later.
{1) If sultable ground could be seized, an sttack would be launched
againat tﬁe forces on Bemis Hoigh‘n (2) If a succesaful attack seemed
out of the queation, the ammy wouid fallback to the Battenkil), north
of the villsge of Saratoga.

In the light of subsequent events, in the manner inwhich the
“reconnalssance™ was carrisd out, it seems probable that the latter
tlternative, retreat, was mentioned only to calm the fesurs of his
subordinates end enllst theiriholo-hoatted support for the forward
movement. It is the writer's opinion, basged on a careful r eview of
81l the evidencs, that Burgoyne had no intention of simply moving
forward on a stout and retreating if the situation was not ausplicious
for an attagk. Had he merely intended to recomnoiter, he would not

bave divided his amy to such & dangsrous extent in the face of a
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determined enemy, nor would he have sent 10 prioelésa field pileces

into the winderneass, with :bhe risk that they would have to be abaﬁdonod .
in the course of a retreat. Burgoyne with all hi: pomposity and vain
glory was no fool, vompletely lacking in military skill or experience,

If the movement was nothing more thaﬁ.a recomai ssance, it does not seem
probsble that the artillery of the oxpodttioﬁ.wculd have been ordered A
to open fire on the American putposts before éven the Britilh!angers;
provin#ia;: and Indians could work their way through the forest on the
American left flank, or before en adequate exeamination of the opposing
entrenchments was eocomplished. It is more likely that Burgoyn§ ;xpootad
to drive in the Amerioan outposts which were dug in on the high ground in
advance of the main system of entrénchments on Bemis Helghts, and follow
on their heels with his infentry and artillery while, by Burgoyne's own
ordirs, the rangers and provinciels would oreate a diversion in the rear.

That Burgoyne had a definite cbjeotiva in nind is substantiated

by his repested referendes to the high ground ocommanding the American
left flank and by his persistent quoltiéning of Captain Money and other
officers at his parliamentary 1nqnify sbout elevated ground within
“cannon shot of the American left. That thers was highg round held Sy
Axerican forces s faw huﬁdred yards north-of tﬁa American entronéhnenta
1s attested to in the contemporary journal of Olivqr Boardman, oited
- above, who was one of & paréy of Anerican riflemen stationed on the
eloevation. More important is the faot that the British foroes were
aware of this high ground, a s demonstrated when*.thdr arhiliery opensd

fire on it,

T



The importance which Burgoyne attached to thls elovated
position is evident in his stawment that had Gates not counterattaocked
when he did "I should in a few hours havo gained a 'pasition, that in
spite of the enemy's numbers, would have put them in my power." While
this statement msy bo attributed to after=knowledge, events of Ootober 7,
1777, indicate that the British general did infend to selze the outpost
and the ridge whioh runs west of Bemis lisights. When this ground was in
his possession, Burgoyne oould use his oannon to good effeot. That this
is exectly what the Americans feared he might do is apperent in the
acoount of Gates aid-de-camp, J« M. Hughes, quoted on page 27 . The
evidence is unquestioneble that the Amerioan oommenders were sensitive
sbout the left flank, for they as well as Burgoyne. reslised that there
was the ons ohance for the enemy to achieve a ‘bfenkthrough.

Burgoyns, by his own :ta’gements, expsgted to defeat the
Americans if they remeined in their etrenchments until he could
bring his own forces into position. The puzsling halt of the British
advance.on Octobar 7 was probably to gi.vé the fnngera and provincials
time to work around the left of the American lines. This ill-advised
pause ln the wheatfield, and the opening of'the British artillery
sgainst the Americans perhwps confirms Burgoyne's implied boiiof
thet the Americans would not attack him in the field but would remsin
entrenched on Bemis Hoigh'ts. \Aﬁer his near-disaster of September 19 -
when the Americans had fought so fiercely around Freeman Farm, this

assumption wes extremely bad judgment.



The strategic implications of the advance are important. BHad
Burgoyne been shle to drive the Americens from Bemis Heights either by .
artillery fire or full-soale attack, his chancea of reaching Albany |
and of linking up with General Clinton to the south would be vastly
improved;. At the worat, he would at Iou%: be past the bottlensck
oroated by ‘the parrow defilo between Bemis Heights and the Hudson River.
The Ameriscan army would have had gfea‘c diffioulty in finding suitable
defensive terraine sloser to Albany. Ae events happened, the sdvance
of October 7 and the disastrous battle that followed were fatal to
Burgoyne's plen of conquest of the northern colonie s, although some
historians have a sserted that the campaignwas lost befors if began,
as & result of misunderstanding and sheer bumngling.

Prom the tao;:ioal standpoint, .howov'er, it seems olear that the
movement of October 7 was not "vague" in intent, although it was ille
t;lmed and awkwardly e xecuted. Based on the information gathered in
this report three principal facts smergs. (1) -Burgoyno did not intend
to make a mere reoonnausamé in force or cover a foraging party.

(2) He had & definite objeotive in mind, althoizgh this was not implicitly
stated. Thc objective was the elevuted g round west of B;mis Heights and-
within cannon shot of the Amerioan encampu&nt. (3) Burgoyne intended %o
use artillery to drive the Americans from their ocamp or to hold them in
their entrenohments un’cil the remsinder of the British and German forces
oould be brought up and a fullescale attack made, '

In the light of ell the evidence presented it is the writer's

opinion that the movement of the British army on October 7 cannot be
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dismissed as a vagus sort of recomnaissance in foroe. It was Burgoyne's
last desperate attempt to break through the Americen ermy in his path;

an attempt he had resolved to make before he would co;iaon‘b to a hupile

iating retreat,

Submitted by

W//M/ﬂ»

Charles E. Shedd, Jr.

Park Historian .
faratoga Nationel Historlocal Park
Decerber 15, 19562



REFERENCES

1. Hoffman Niokerson, The Turnin Point of the Revolntion or Burgoyno
in America, (Boeton and Wew York, 1928), p. 35

'2s TWilliam L. Stone, Trans. Letters and Journals Relating to the War of
the Revolution and the Cepture of the German Troops at Saratoga by
¥rs. General Riedezel, Albnny, 1867, p. 101.

S« E. B. 0'Callaghen, ed., Orddrly Book of Lieut. Gen. John Burgoyne
from his Entry into the State of New York until his Surrender 8%
Saratoga, 16th Oot., 1777, (Albeny, N. Y., 1860) p. 17.

4. John Burgoyns, A State of the Ezpedition as Laid Before the House
of Commons, by Iieutenant-Gemeral Burgoyne and vVerified by Evidenco,
{Tondon, printed for dJ- Almom, 1780) pe 16.

5. Sir Henry Clinton Papore, Williem L. Clements Library, University
of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Miech., Burgoyne to Clinton, Qotober 26, 1777.

18 %ﬁ% "‘Extrfiot of a Letter from Lord Goorgé Germain to General Carleton,
dated Whitehall, 26th March, 1777", Appendix, p. vii.

7. Burgoyne, State of the Expedition..., Appendix, p. L.

8. Ibid, P 17.

9. *"Diary of Joshua Pell Junior, an officer of the British Army in
Amorios, 1776-1777," The Magatine of American History, Vol. II,
part I (1878), p. 110. . ’ .

10, Willism L. Stone, ed, and trans., Memoirs and lLetters and Journals
of Major General Riedesel during his Residence in Amerioca,
Translated from the Uriglinal Germen of ¥sx von Eelking (Albany, 1868),
.Yol. I, p. 163. ‘ .

1l. James Phimey Baxter, ed., The British Invasion from the North, the
Campeigns of Generals Carlefon and Burgoyne from Canada,
with the Journsl ol Lleut. William Digby, of Ehe 53d ﬂegiment o
¥oot, (Albany, 1887), pp. 286-287.

12, Burgoyne, State of the Expedition, p. 1.

13. Ibid, pp. 43-d4.
14. Ibid, P 36e

15, Ibid, pe 71,

=40~



18.
17.
18.
19.

204

21,

22,
28.
24,
26.
26,
27,

29.

304

S1.

32.

33,

S4.

Ibiﬂ, Pe 8l.

Stons, Rledesel's femoirs, p. 161.

Ibid, pp. 162=163.
Stone, Hrs, Gemoral Riedesel, pp. 101=-102.

¥illlam L. 8tone, Trons. Lelters of Brunswick and Hessisn Officers
during the Asericen Revolutlon, (Albany, 1891), Ppe 119~120.

The Journal of Captein Psusch, Chief of the Hanau Artillery duri
the Burgoyne Campalgn, trensiated and Brmotated Dy Lilliam L., s'%z '
(Albeny, 1886) pp. 169-16l.

Burgoyns, State of the Expedition, p. 30.

220 Qitu, Pe 161.

Toid, p. 165.

Digby, Journmsl, pp. 286-287.
Ibid, p. 29).

Reuben Aldridge Guild, Chaplein Smith and the Baptists; or, Life,
Journals, Lel:tors, and Addresses of the Rov. llezekiah Smith, D.D.

of Haverhill, Wassachusetts, 17 787=-1805, (Philadelphia 1885), p. 216.

Thomas Azburey, Travels Through the Interior Parts of Aperics
(Boston and Few York, 1923), Vol. 1l, pp. 207-20B.

Roger Loxb, Yemoir of fis Own Time (Dublin, 1811), p. 199,

Censral Jemes Wilkinson, Memoirs of ly Own Times (Fhiledelphie, 1816),
Vol. I, PPe 267‘268.

"Journal of Oliver Boardman of Middletown, 1777, Burgoyne's Surrender,®
in Collections, Connecticut Historical Soclety, VII (Hartford, 1889),

P .
Burgoyne, State of the Expedition, p. 44.

"Notes Relative to the Campaign against Burgoyne,® by J. Y. Hughes,
aide-de~camp to lajore-Genersl Horatio Gates, in Proceedings
M¥assachusetts Historical Society, I1I1I, (Feb. 1868), pp. 355-279

William Heath Papers, Magsachusetts Historical Society, Boston,
Brigadior General John Glover to Beneral Heath, dated October 9.



ra
Ay

35."Lieutenant Thomas Blake's Journal,™ in Frederic Kidder, History of the
First New Hampshire Regiment in the War of the Revolution, (Albany,
1588) 5. 30-

36+ Burgoyne, State of the Exgeditién, pe 44..

37. "The Fields of Stillwater and Saratoge, in part from Original Documents,™
in Beorge N. Grahsm, ed., Uraham's Americen MONLHLY MAEALine Of
Literature and Art, exbellished with Meszotinb end Steel hngravings,
¥usic, ete. XX%, (Philedelphim, 1847) p. 209

38+ Benson J. Lossing, The Pictorial Field-Book of the Revolution (New
York, 1851), Vol. I, pp. 59-60.

39. Edward Berrington De Forblanque, Political and Military Episodes in
the Latter Half of the Eighteenth Centwry derived {rom the Life
and Gorrespondonce of the RIght Ho. John Burgoyye, general, Statesman,
Dramatist. (London, 1876), p» 292.

40. Gamuel Adsms Draks, Bu_r:%oyne's Invasion of 1777, with an Outline
Eketch of the American Invasion of vensde, L770-1776 (Boston, 1889),
pe L119.

41, kickerson, Turning Point, pp. $57-358.

42, Ibid, pp. 355=-366,

-42-




(e 1041) UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

_______________________ NATIONAL PARK

IMPORTANT

This file constitutes a part of the official records of the
National Park Service and should not be separated or papers
withdrawn without express authority of the official in charge.

All Files should be returned promptly to the File Room.

Officials and employees will be held responsible for failure
to observe these rules, which are necessary to protect the
integrity of the official records.

U, S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 16—22371-2

FILE NO.



