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U N I T E D  STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Saratoga National H istorical Park 

Stillwater, New York 
February 2, 1949

THE BALCARRAS ¿ND BREYMANN REDOUBTS 

AT

SARATOGA NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK

A Report on the Physical Appearance and Method of Construction 
of the Balcarras and Breymann Redoubts, about which centered 
the Second and Third Phases of the fighting of the Second 
Battle of Freeman’ s Farm on October 7th, 1777*

ty
Charles W. Snell 

Histo rian
Saratoga National Historical Park

Reference is  made to a Memorandum from Regional Director Thomas J. 

Allen for Superintendent Ivan J. Ellsworth, dated January 3, 1949, requesting 

research reports on the Balcarras Redoubt and the Breymann Redoubt for the 

purpose of bringing together a l l  the information that can be found on their  

physical appearance, method of construction, and a description of the m ilitary  

action which took place in and around them. The following report is  submitted 

in compliance with this Memorandum»

I* An Account o f the Nature of the Ground,of the Situation of 

the British  Entrenohed Camp, and o f the M ilitary Action of 

the 7th o f October, 1777.

To understand fu lly  the nature of the strategy and the course of the

action in  the Second Battle o f Freeman’ s Farm on October 7, 1777, it  is  necessary
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to have a clear picture of the ground and of the layout of the British  

entrenched camp. The Balcarras and Breymann Redoubts were erected after  

the F irst Battle o f Freeman’ s Farm, September 19, 1777, in the period o f 

September 20 to October 7, during which time the entire B ritish  camp was 

fo rtified . The great importance of these two redoubts and the part they 

played in the Battle of October 7, 1777, w ill be made clear from the fo l

lowing description of the British  Camp.

The British Camp September 20th to October 7th, 1777 

The front of the British camp was covered, in great part, by a 

strong series of ravines that begins in  the southern section of the Freeman 

Farm area and runs east to within a h a lf mile of the Hudson River, where the 

ravines then turn to the south. The sector o f the lines covered by these

large ravines was of great natural strength and the B ritish  found it  necessary
/

to erect only small scattered outworks along the edge of these ravines to 

render its  fo rtifica tion  complete. At the point where the ravines turn south, 

the B ritish  line continued east across a high plateau to the Hudson River.

The sector on the plateau was covered on the front by forests and the Royal 

Army further strengthened the position by constructing a continuous line of 

strong entrenchments across the plateau to the river. Along the river b lu ffs , 

north and south o f Wilbur’ s Basin the British  erected a series o f strong redoubts 

to defend the river road, the batteaux, the hospital, and the Park of A rtille ry . 

The rear o f the entire British camp was defended by a second series of strong 

ravines that ran from the river feast, ending in the northern section of the
V '

Freeman Farm area.



From the above description i t  can be seen that the front and rear

of the British  entrenched camp were strongly defended by large ravines and 

that the le ft  flank o f the Royal army was securely anchored on the Hudson 

River. The task that therefore confronted Burgoyne’ s m ilitary engineers was to 

find an adequate position on which to rest the right flank of the B ritish  army.

As there were no positions of great natural strength on which to anchor the 

right flank, the B ritish  engineers attempted to remedy th is defect by erecting 

on a series of knolls that runs north-south' in the Freeman Farm area a strong 

redoubt, now called the Baloarras Redoubt, to cover the right flank of the 

army. A study of Wilkinson's maps, together with a personal inspection of 

the ground clearly  indicates that the function of the Balcarras Redoubt was 

to close the gap between the southern and northern series of ravines in  the 

Freeman Farm area that covered the front and rear of the Royal army, respectively. 

The Balcarras Redoubt was f u l l e r  designed to covered the heads of the southern 

system of ravines that protected the front of the line, at the point where they 

tend to become mere creeks in the Freeman Farm area.

Just north o f the Balcarras Redoubt was a large area of re latively  

f la t  land, which, although intersected by 2 small ravines, s t i l l  gave easy 

access to the British  camp. This area was bounded on the north by a large 

and deep ravine that tied in  with the system of ravines covering the back of 

the British  camp. Also by this spot ran a road that continued on into the 

American camp*

To cover this fina l gap in the right flank, to prevent the Americans 

from sweeping across this f la t  area, and to cover the road, a second redoubt 

was erected, known now as the Breymann Redoubt. This also covered the right

-3 -



flank of the Balcarras Redoubt. The Balcarras and Breymann redoubts were 

thus two separate works, intervisible from each other* the short gap between 

them was covered by a rt ille ry  from both redoubts and was further protected 

by two small stockade redoubts or log cabins b u ilt  in the gap. "While the two 

large redoubts were separate works, i t  can be seen that their function was 

one and the same* to anchor the right flank of the Royal army.

British  Strategy on October 7, 1777

The nature of the ground and layout of both camps, in  turn, had a

decisive e ffec t upon the strategy of the British  in the Battle o f October 7.

As has been stated, the fronts of both the British  and American fo rtified  camps

were covered by a most intricate network o f deep ravines that rendered the movement

of a rt ille ry  impossible; and, when it  is  remembered that this area was covered

with heavy forest in 1777, i t  canb e seen that the fronts of both camps were

therefore practically impenetrable to a l l  but small bodies of troops. This

le f t  two feasible routes of attack fo r the B ritish  (and fo r that matter the

Americans) to choose from. F irst, there was the possib ility  o f an attack

on the American camp along the river road, but here the attacking army would

be hemmed in on a narrow flood plain, with the river on one side and high river

b lu ffs , which were securely in the hands of the Americans, on the other. It

was clear that the attacking force on this ground would be at a tremendous

disadvantage. The second feasible route of attack was to the west and south

of Freeman*s Farm. Here the ground between the flanks of both camps, although

largely in forest, was gerfe.y ro lling with only small creeks instead of large
A

ravines to be  crossed. It  was possible fo r both armies to move a rt ille ry  and 

large bodies of troops fa ir ly  rapidly across this area, as events were to prove.

-4->



The Battle o f October 7, 1777, F irst Phase

Thus on October 7th when General Burgoyne, accompanied by 1500 men 

and ten cannon, struck out in  a flanking movement to the southwest o f Freeman’ s 

Farm, he was taking the only route that offered any real possib ility  o f  success: 

he was approaching the American fo rt ifie d  camp on it s  weakest side at the point 

where it  could be most readily approached.

Major-General Horatio Gates resisted Burgoyne’ s advance by hurling 

a greatly superior force o f American troops at the British flanking column.

The Americans struck almost simultaneously the right, le ft  and center of the 

British  line and approximately fifty-two minutes after the f i r s t  shots were 

fired  or about 3:30 p.m. the British  flanking column was in fu l l  retreat 

abandoning six pieces o f a rt ille ry , thus ending the f ir s t  phase of the Battle 

of October 7th.

The Battle o f  October 7, 1777, Second Phase

The second phase of the battle began about 4 p.m. as the defeated 

British  and German troops retreated rapidly on their entrenched camp, leaving 

many of their o fficers and men dead on the fie ld  or prisoners in  the hands of 

the Americans. The mortally wounded Brigadier-General Simon Fraser, Burgoyne’ s 

second in  command, was one of the few wounded men the British were able to 

carry back into camp in  the retreat. These troops poured into the sector of 

the British  fo rtified  camp that was closest to the scene of the previous fighting, 

namely, the Balcarras Redoubt. Here the retreating troops, together with the aid 

of units already stationed in the redoubt, turned and met the fierce onslaught 

of the American troops on the Balcarras Redoubt. Although the American troops,



now led on by General Benedict Arnold, were able to penetrate the abattis

which covered the Baloarras Redoubt, they were unable to advance further into

the work. The Americans continued assaulting this work until after dark but

with no further success. Of this fierce phase o f the fighting, a British

o ffice r stationed close by the Balcarras Redoubt, wrote M...th e  Americans

stormed with great fury the post o f the light infantry, under the command of

Lord Baloarras, rushing close to the line , Tinder a severe f ire  of grape-shot

and small arms. . . . I n  order that you may form some idea with what obstinacy the

enemy assaulted the lines, from the commencement, at which time it  was dark,

t i l l  they were repulsed, there was a continual sheet of f ire  along the lin es..

In the House o f Commons, Lord Balcarras remar]© d of this attack that "The lines
o

were attacked, and with as much fury as the fire  of small aims can admit."

General Burgoyne in  his le tter of October 20th 1777 to Lord Germaine, wrote 

of th is attack "The troops had scarcely entered the camp when i t  was stormed 

with great fury, the enemy rushing to the lines under a severe fire  of grape- 

shot and small arms. The post o f the ligh t infantry under Lord Balcarras 

assisted by some of the line, which threw themselves by order into the entrench

ments, was'defended with great sp irit, and the enemy led on by General Arnold 

was fin a lly  repulsed..*"® In his Defense, General Burgoyne further remarked 

of this attack "And i f  there can'be any persons, who after considering that 

circumstance, and the positive proof of the subsequent obstinacy, in the 

attack upon the post o f Lord Balcarras, and various other actions of that day, 

continue to doubt, that the Americans possess the quality and faculty of figh ting ... 

they are of a prejudice that it  would be very absurd longer to contend with.
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After the f i r s t  assaults on the Balcarras Redoubt had fa iled ,

General Arnold rode to the north, between the cross-fire of both armies, 

to the vicin ity o f the Breymann Redoubt. This may be said to have ended 

the second phase o f the Battle of October 7 and although i t  was apparently 

unsuccessful, actually i t  made substantial contributions to the fin a l American 

success that day. In making up his flanking column of fifteen  hundred men, 

Burgoyne had drawn his men piecemeal from the various units of his force, 

and had le ft  only two hundred men holding the Breymann Redoubt. Y/hen the 

flanking column retreated, the men had fled  into the Balcarras Redoubt rather 

than to the positions where they had orig inally  been stationed. The fierce  

and rapid American attack upon the v ita l Balcarras redoubt had therefore 

pinned down a l l  the available B ritish  troops in that area and concentrated 

the attention of the British generals on this dangerous assault, while the 

Breymann Redoubt was s t i l l  le ft  in  its  weakly defended state.

Battle o f October 7tht Third Phase

When Arnold came out in  the vicin ity of the Breymann Redoubt, he 

found before i t  fresh units of American troops that had circled further to 

the north, after the retreat of the British flanking column, and who had 

taken no part in the attack on the Balcarras Redoubt. Noticing the slack 

f ire  from the two log cabins or stockade redoubts that defended the short 

gap between the Breymann and Balcarras redoubts, Arnold took a part of the 

American forces and smashed through the gap, driving out the Canadian troops 

that had been defending these two works. Arnold then turned northward and 

struck the le ft  and rear of the Breymann Redoubt while, at the same time, 

the main body of the Americans assaulted the redoubt on the front. Thafeombined



assaults drove the defending German troops rapidly out o f the redoubt and 

Arnold f e l l  wounded as he entered the redoubt. Colonel Breymann, the com

manding o fficer of the troops defending the redoubt, lay dead in his intrenoh- 

ment as his troops retreated. Darkness f e l l  and this together with the con

fused and exhausted state of the B ritish  army prevented any successful counter

attack to retake the Breymann Redoubt.

The Americans, on their part, sent in fresh units and a rt ille ry  to 

hold the Breymann Redoubt. By taking the Breymann Redoubt the Americans had 

gained an easy access to the right flank and rear of the entire B ritish  camp* 

The Americans had unanohored the British  right flank and now threatened the 

right flank and rear of the Balcarras redoubt, thus making that work also 

untenable. The heavy loss in  men and a rt ille ry  that day, the shortage of 

supplies, and the f a l l  o f the Breymann Redoubt rendered Burgoyne*s entire 

position most precarious and made necessary a radical ohange of front i f  

Burgoyne was to save his army from being cut in two. Accordingly, on the 

night of October 7th Burgoyne abandoned his lines and the Balcarras Redoubt and 

moved secretly to a new position along the Hudson in  the desperate hope of beirg 

able to retreat to Canada with his defeated and exhausted army.

From this account it  can be seen that the Balcarras and Breymann 

Redoubts played a v ita l and central role in  the second and third phases of 

the Battle of October 7th and around them centered the fiercest as well as 

some of the most dramatic action of the day. These two redoubts constituted 

the key to the entire British  fo rtified  camp.



I I .  The P h y s ic a l  A ppearance and M ethod o f  C o n s tru c t io n  o f  t h e

Bale arras Redoubt..

CONTEMPORARY BRITISH AND GERMAN EYE-WITNESS ACCOUNTS OF 

THE BALCARRAS REDOUBT

The o ffic ia l and standing order on the method and type of fo r t i f i 

cation to be used by the British  army in the Burgoyne Campaign of 1777 was 

issued by General Burgoyne at Sandy B lu ff, Lake Champlain, on June 20, 1777. 

.It r eads:

General Orders:

•’Officers of a l l  Ranks commanding Posts, and Detaohmeirts, are 
constantly to Fortify in the best manner the circumstances of the 
place, and the implements at hand w i l l  permit. Felling Trees with 
their Points outward, barrioading Churches and Housest Breastworks 
of Earth and Timber, are generally to b e e fleeted in  a short t ime, 
and the Science of Engineering is not necessary ■fcoTind and apply 
such resources."®

1. Burgoyne, Earl o f Balcarras, Earl o f Harrington.

An examination o f the Testimony of General Burgoyne, the Earl of 

Balcarras, and o f the Earl of Harrington in the House o f Commons proved to 

be disappointing. Lord Balcarras confined his remarks to the severity of 

the American attack on the Balcarras redoubt (noted on page 6 ante.) and 

to a discussion of strategy.

The Earl o f Harrington, who served as a supernumerary aide-de-camp

to Burgoyne on the campaign, discussed the British fo rtified  camp a s follows:

" Q. How was our army employed between the 19th of September and the 7th of 
October?

A. The army i t s e l f  was employed in strengthening its  position.
Q. Did i t  take the army eighteen days to strengthen its  positionbefore  

i t  made any movement?
A. I  can’t  exactly say. They vere working a l l  the time.
Q. What works were executed in that time?
A. There were numbers of redoubts erected} the tete-du-pont; lines before 

the camp; outworks to the lines, in  which guards and picquets were 
placed} and batteries.
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,r Q. How many redoubts were erected?
A. I  think in  a l l  there must have been five or six."*^

General Burgoyne also confined himself to the discission of strategy, 

tactics and the fierceness of the American onslaughts on the British  

lines (note -  see page 6 ante.) throwing l i t t le  light on the method or 

appearance of the British fortification . His le tte r of October 20, 1777 

to Lord Germaine thus describes the British  camp at Freeman’ s Farm;

nThe army lay upon their arms the night of the 19th, and the next 
day took a position nearly within cannon shot of the enemy, fortify ing  
their right, and extending their le ft  to the brow of the heights, so as 
to cover the meadows through -which the great river runs and where their 
bateaux and hospitals are placed. The 47th regiment of Hesse Hanau, and 
a corps o f Provincials incamped in the meadows as a further security ....
On our side i t  became expedient to erect strong redoubts for the protection 
of the magazines and hospital, not only against a sudden attack, but also 
for their security in  case of a march to turn the enemy’ s flank.®

2. Anburey.

Thomas Anburey was a young volunteer who served in the Grenadier 

Company of the 29th Regiment of Foot. He fought in both battles of Freeman’ s 

Farm, and was stationed on guard duty a short distance from the Balcarras 

redoubt when i t  was attacked on the 7th of October by the American forces. 

Although he gives a fu l l  and colorful account of both actions and of l i f e  

in  the B ritish  camp, he throws l i t t le  light on the subject of fo rtification , 

(see ante page 6). However, one o f his remarks throws some ligh t on the 

general nature of the British  fortifications at Freeman’ s Farm*

"TShatever favorable opinion the General had entertained of our 
late encampment, after this attack (on the Breymann Redoubt) he thought 
our flank liab le  to be turned, and i t  would be impossible to accomplish 
an honorable retreat, fearing the only security of the army would consist 
in  an ignominious flig h t , a£ our works would by no means resist cannon shot. 
Before we quitted them, we heard the enemy bringing up their a rt ille ry , no 
doubt with a view to attack us at day-break.. . . ”
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Anburey does describe one redoubt he vías stationed in at Saratoga from October 

10 to 17.

’’Upon our arrival at Saratoga, three companies of our regiment, 
one of -which was that I belonged to, were posted in a small redoubt, 
close to the creek...This post was a small square redoubt, constructed 
with logs breast high.. . .

3. Digby.

Lieutenant William ^igby of the 53rd Regiment of Foot, fought 

in both Battles of Freeman’ s Farm. In his journal he gives a b rie f description 

of the fortifying of the British  camp, which reads:

"Sept. 20th -  About 12 the general reconnoitered our post and 
contracted the extent of ground we then covered to a more secure one 
nearer the river, which we took up in the evening -  our le ft  flank near 
the Hudson River to guard our battows and stores, and our right extending 
near two miles to the heights west of the river, with strong ravines, 
both in our front and re a r . . . .

"Sept. 23 -  I t  was said we were to strengthen our camp and wait 
some favourable accounts from Gen. Clinton, and accordingly began to fe l l  
trees for that purpose.

"Sept. 26 -  We s t i l l  continued making more works."

4. Lamb.

Sergeant Roger Lamb, also served through the entire Burgoyne 

Campaign in  the British army. His only mention of fo rtification  is  as follows: 

"20th (o f Sept.) The army moved forward, and took post nearly 

within cannon shot of the American’ s fo rt ified  camp. Here the English 

strengthened their camp by cutting down large trees, which served for breast 

works.

5. Riedesel.

Major-General Baron Friedrich Adolph von Riedesel was the commander 

of the German contingent and fought in  both Battles of Freeman’ s Farm. An 

examination o f his Memoirs yields the following information:
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"Accordingly, on the 20th, he (Burgoyne) inspeoted, with his other 
generals, the entire region o f the country ■which had "been hitherto occupied 
by his three columns. The result o f this inspection was the posting of 
the Army from Freeman1 s farm aoross the woods and h ills  as fa r as Taylor’ s 
House, in front of bridge No. 2, and hence to the Hudson. At the same time -  
fo r  the defense of the right wing, a redoubt was thrown up on the late 
battle fie ld  near the corner of the woods, that had been occupied by the 
enemy, th is side of the ditch Qfavin0. The defense o f this ditch was 
entrusted to the corps o f Fraser, who were to occupy the same position  
that the Germans had done on the day of the Battle (September 19th),
The reserve corps of Breymannwas posted the other side of the ditch 
(ra v in g , both for the protection of the right flank of Fraser's division  
and for the defense of a road leading from this point to the rear o f the 
enemy.

"....T h e  entire front was protected by a deep marshy ditch (ra v in g ,  
with an undergrowth -  outposts were made, these consisted of triangular 
redoubts. Palisade barricades of immense trees were cut.

"....T he  work o f fortifying the camp was continued daily. . . . I n  
front o f the line (on the plateau near the rive:0 trees were fe lled .to  
within a distance o f 10G paces. More than 1000 men were employed for 
fourteen days on this work."

The Journal mentions that on October 4th the troops were s t i l l  

constructing more lines and i t  speaks of the Balcarras Redoubt in the Battle 

of October 7th as follows*

" . . . .th e  detachment was nearly surrounded when Burgoyne determined 
to retreat to the great redoubt, on the right w ing."!^

In his le tte r o f October 21st, 1777, written from Albany to his 

Serene Highness, the Prince of Brunswick, General Riedesel refers to the 

Balcarras Redoubt (in  the original German) as "Fraser’ s great redoubt" and 

states that the fortificationwas defended by "about 1500 men" on October 7th 

when the Americans attempted to storm the work.

In the same letter, General Riedesel gives the following description 

of the fo rtifica tion  on the 1b f t  wing o f the army (This acoount is  translated  

from the original German of le tte r)*

"As the greatest part o f the army stood in the middle of a wood, 
a ll  of the trees were cut down, and lines and points (Flechen) of trees 
ana, earth were made, so that our positionwas very strong. "■L̂
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6. Pausch

Captain Georg Pausch was the chief of the Hanau artilhry that 

served in  Burgoyne’ s army in  the campaign o f 1777, and he fought in both 

battle s of Freeman1 s Farm. Although he was stationed on the le ft  wing of 

the B ritish  camp, he yields considerable information on the method of con-' 

struction of redoubts in that area, which may perhaps also apply to the 

Balcarras redoubt»

"20th Sept....The dead were buried on the fie ld  of Battle, 
instead of on the h i l l ,  because breastworks were thrown up there.

"24th Sept.. .  »An entrenchment o f newly fe lled  trees la id  on top 
of each other has been made. The battery forcannon and howitzers is  
placed on the h i l l ,  and the* openings between the trees are f i l le d  in  
with earth. On the outside, too, earth is  thrown over them!

Pausch was attached to the flanking column in the f i r s t  phase o f 

the Battle of October 7th and upon the retreat of the column, he came upon 

one • o f  Burgoynets advanced pickets on the right flank, which Pausch describes 

as follows*

" I  presently came across a l i t t le  earth-work, eighteen feet long 
by five feet high.

7* A German Officer.

A letterof a German O fficer present in Burgoyne’ s camp during the 

Second Battle of Freeman1 s Farm, gives the following information on the 

Balcarras redoubt*

"The beaten corps tookrefuge within the large intrenchment of 
Fraser’ s division, and although the enemy attempted to scale and enter it ,  
they were met with such a determined resistence that a l l  their efforts  
proved vain ."15
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Contemporary British  Maps

Two contemporary British maps, both drawn by Lt. W. Cumb. Wilkinson, 
Asst. Engineer, of the 62nd Regiment of Foot, who was with Burgoyne in both 
Battles of Freeman Farm, and both engraved by Win. Faden in  1780, show the 
Balcarras Redoubt in some detail. They are (1 ) The Encampment and Position  
of ihe Army under Lt. General Burgoyne at Sword.* s House and frreeman* s Farm 
on Hudson’ s River near Stillwater W i , and (2 j Flan' o f the Encampment and 
Position of the Army under his Bxcelly, Lt. general Burgoyne at Braemus 
Heights on Hudson*s River near Stillwater, on the 20th. Septr. with the 
Position o f the Detachments etc, in the Action o f  the frth o f Octr. anti 
•fche Position of the Army on ihe 8th of Octr. 1777. -̂6

While both maps o f Wilkinson seem to indicate accurately the general 

plan of the B ritish  camp from September 20th to October 7th, together with the 

outstanding topographical features of the area ((jUs opinion is  based on a care

fu l study of the British and German contemporary accounts, the excellent study 

of the ba tt le fie ld  by Jared Sparks in 1830-1, and the archaeological work of 

Robert Ehrich in 1941), there is  reason to believe that the maps are not 

actually in  accurate scale. Many of the distances between known topographical 

landmarks on Wilkinson’ s map are inaccurate; the scale o f Wilkinson’ s maps 

would indicate that the front covered by the Breymann Redoubt was 400 yards 

long while an actual measurement of the ground shows that the front between 

the two ravines that Wilkinson indicates as narking the lim its o f the redoubt 

is  only 210 yards. The scale on his maps also indicates that the Balcarras 

Redoubt was only 466 yards long from north to south, which would make i t  only 

slightly  larger than the Breymann Redoubt, yet when i t  is  remembered that a l l  

the contemporary British  and German accounts refer to the Balcarras Redoubt 6s 

the Large or Great redoubt, and that none of them refer to Breymann in  such a 

manner, i t  would seem again that the scale of Wilkinson’ s map is  o ff. Ity 

conclusion is  then that while the plan o f the Balcarras Redoubt shown on these 

maps maybe generally correct, the scale o f it  is  not*
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An examination of a l l  the other journals such as those o f Hadden,

the Baroness Riedesel and the material from the Canadian archives, etc., 

fa iled  to y ield  any further information on the Balcarras Redoubt.

CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN EYE-WITNESS ACCOUNTS OF THE BALCARRAS
REDOUBT

I  have examined a l l  the American journals, d iaries, orderly books, 

and letters in the Parkfs possession for information on the Balcarras Redoubt 

without success. Most American accounts record the attack on the Balcarras 

Redoubt with the words, "Today we attacked their works.”

Two accounts give some hints*

1. Mattoon*

Ebenezer Mattoon of Amherst, Massachusetts, served in an American

a rt ille ry  company that saw action in the second battle  of Freeman’ s farm.

In 1835, he gave the following account of the British  camp:

"On the 7th of October....The B ritish  army, with it s  le ft  resting 
on the river, commanded by Philipsj their centre by Gen. Redhiesel, and 
the extreme right extending to the heights,was commanded by Lord Balcarras, 
where he was strongly fo rt ifie d .

2. Variokt

Colonel Richard Varick had served as Secretary to Major-General 

Philip Schuyler prior to Schuyler’ s removal from the command of the 

Northern Department on August 19, 1777. After Schuyler’ s removal, Varick 

served as a supernumerary aide-de-camp to General Arnold. Col. Varick 

continued writing to Schuyler throughout this later period, giving Schuyler 

information on the fo rtification  o f the American camp and the movements of 

the B ritish  and American armies. Varickwas in  the American camp at Bemis 

Heights from September 13th to September 26, at which time he was forced
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to leave because of the quarrel between Arnold and Gates. His reports

or letters to Schuyler are fu l l  of information based on American

reconnaissance reports, which seems to have been very good. The

following excerpt is  taken from a letter o f Yarick to Schuyler dated

Camp Sept. 25, 1777; 7 o’ clook p.m.t

" The Enemy are strongly inoamped & fo r t i f ie d .« . » I t  is  said the 
Enemy have fo rtified  tlhe Ground we fought on with a work o f 12 or 14 feet
hi i f c r * « ----------------------------------------------“----------------------------------------------------------

CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN MAPS

There is  in existence one known contemporary American map showing 

the B ritish  and American entrenched camps at Bemis Heights. This is  the map 

of Colonal Rufus Putnam, entitled "An Orthographical View of the American and 

British  Annies on the 7th & 8th o f October 1777." Col. Putnam was in command 

of a Massachusetts Regiment that took part in the Second Battle of Freeman’ s 

Farm.

This map indicated that the Balcarras Redoubt was a large enclosed 

work defended by outguards, but there is  no scale to the map, and no e ffo rt  

was made to depict the actual plan of the Redoubt. The map gives no information 

as to the method of construction or appearance.

NOTE? See the extract from Putnam’ s Journal on page 3.? of th is report
in which he refers to the Balcarras Redoubt as the enclosed redoubt.

LATER ACCOUNTS

In the years that followed the Revolution, many people visited the 

scene o f the Second battle o f Freeman’ s Farm, and some of them le ft  accounts 

that throw sane light on the nature o f the British fortifications.
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1. Silliman, 1819

The following account of the v is it  of Professor Silliman to the 

Battleground -  although he was not a participant in  the ta tt le  -  has value, 

from the fact that his relation  is  derived mainly from his guide, Major Ezra 

Buel, who was in  the conflict.

"On our way to Freeman’ s Farm, we traced the line of the B ritish  
encampment, s t i l l  marked ty  a breast work o f logs, now rotten, but retaining 
their forms; they were at the time covered with earfch... .This breastwork, I  
suppose to b e a part o f the line of encampment, occupied by General Burgoyne, 
after the battle  of the 19th of September, and which was stormed on the4 veiling 
of "the 7th of October."

Speaking o f a B ritish  redoubt at Saratoga, Silliman writes:

"When I  was here in  1797 I  examined i t  particularly. It  was then 
in  perfect preservation ( I  speak of the encampment of the BRITISH troops upon 
the h i l l  near the Fish k i l ) ,  the parapet was high and covered with grass and 
shrubs, and the platforms of earth io  supporb the f ie ld  pieces were s t i l l  in  
good condiiion."20 "  ———  "

2. Stansbury: 1821:

P. Stansbury, a native o f New York City,KB.s a person who obtained 

some celebrity at the time by making a pedestrian tour of over 2,000 miles 

through New York, New England, and Canada. In his v is it  to the Battle fie ld  

he was guided by Ezra Buel. He wrote:

"The entrenchments o f the two camps can to this day be traced, 
almost razed in  some places, and in  others overgrown with bushes and t a l l  
forest trees. The line o f Burgoyne’ s camp, which lay north of the Americans, 
is  v is ib le  and dailywashin 
composed the breastworks.1*

away and exposing rotten logs, which, in part,

3. Hoyt, 1825:

In 1825 General Epaphras Hoyt, historian, bora in  1765, visited the 

Battlefie ld  and was guided over i t  "by one o f the heroes o f the battle of 

the 7th o f  October." Hoyt writes:
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’’Passing the small ravine south o f Leggett’ s barn we rose an 
elevation, the post with another on a knoll a l i t t le  further west, strongly- 
fortified., and the woods cleared o ff by Burgoyne after the battle of the 
19thi iheee elevations were occupied by Lord Beloarras’ light infantry 
after their retreat from the f ir s t  position.•••the battle of the 7th of 
October, and here, towards the close o f the day, Arnold with Poor’ s and 
Patterson’ s brigades, made his desperate attack, and was repulsed, and he, 
with his horse, entangled in the surrounding abattis, from which, with the 

/ utmost d ifficu lty , he extracted himself while under a heavy fire  of grape 
qnd cannister from the British  batteries .”22

4. Sparks, 1830:

In 1830 and again in 1831, the eminent historian Jared Sparks 

visited the ¡Saratoga ba tt le fie ld . He was guided over the area by Major 

Ezra Buel and Mr. Charles Neilson. Both of these men had served through 

both battles of Freeman’ s farm and had resided in the area since that date. 

Aided by Buel and Neilson, Sparks drew an excellent sketch o f the American 

camp a t  Bemis Heights. He did not draw one o f the British  fo rtified  camp 

for i t  was his opinion that Wilkinson’ s maps gave an excellent picture o f the 

plan of the British camp and o f the action o f both battles. Sparks* journal 

reads as follows:

"Burgoyne’ s camp

After the action of Sept. 19th Burgoyne took possession o f the 
Heights between Freeman’ s Farm and the River, where he established his 
camp, and fo rt ified  i t  as well as he could. A few remains o f the old • 
breastworks are v is ib le , •‘■hey were formed of timber and earth. His 
division was posted nearest the ftiver; Frazer* s next; and then Balcarras 
on the southern part of Freeman’ s Farm. The Germanwere s t i l l  farther 
onward, and to the northwest of Freeman’ s Farm. A ll these loca lities  
wre represenfced with great aocuracy on Burgoyne*s ¿ffilkinson* ¿) drawing 
of the second action. ”22»

5. Neilson, 1844:

Charles Neilson, the early historian o f the Burgoyne campaign, 

writing in  1844, treats the Balcarras Redoubt in  the following fashion;
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"This long and bloody contest was now oarried on between the 
British  behind their works, and the Americans entirely esposed, or partia lly  
sheltered by trees, stumps or hollow at various distances.. .  .In  the midst 
of this dreadful scene o f blood and carnage, Arnold at the head of a band 
of brave fellows, from Poor's and Patterson’ s brigades, Hashing like tigers, 
into the camp of Lord Balcarras, and encountering the British  troops at the 
point of the bayonet, dealt death and destruction in eveiy q u a r te r . . . . "^

6. Lossing, 1848:

In 1848 the famous historian Benson J. Lossing v isited  the battle

fie ld , gathering material for his Field Book of the Revolution. He gives the 

following description o f the Balcarras Redoubt and British camps

"Burgoyne was equally busy strengthening his position. His camp 
was pitched within cannon-shot o f the American lines. Across the plain  
to the river h i l ls  a line of entrenchments, with batteries, was thrown up, 
crossing the north ravine, not far from its  junction with the Middle Ravine 
or M ill Creek. The intrenohments extended northward on the west side of 
Freeman’ s Farm ....In many places these works may s t i l l  be traced, especially  
by mounds and shallow ditohes in the w oods....”

”The ligh t infantry, under Ear l  Balcarras, with the choicest portion 
of Fraser’ s corps, flanked on the le ft  by the grenadiers and Hamilton’ s 
brigade, occupied the vicinity of Freeman’ s Farm ....”

"With a part of the brigade o f Patterson and Glover, he (Arnold) 
assaulted the works oocupied by the ligh t infantry under Earl Balcarras, 
and at the point of the bayonet drove the enemy from a strong ABATIS, 
through which he attempted to force his way into the camp. He was obliged 
to abandon the e ffo rt, and dashing forward toward the right of the enemy, 
exposed to the cross-fire  of the contending armies, he met Learned’ s brigade 
advancing to make an assault upon the British works at an opening in  the 
ABATIS, between Balcarras*s light infantry and the German right flank 
defense under Colonel Breyman. "^5

7. Stone, 1877:

William Leete Stone, who devoted his l i f e  to the study of the 

Burgoyne Campaign, wrote in  1877 of the British c amp and the Balcarras Redoubt:

"Accordingly, the d ay that was to have witnessed a renewal of 
the action of the 19th, Burgoyne devoted to the laying out o f a fo rt ified  
camp. He made the site o f the late battle his extreme right, and extended 
his intrenchments across the high ground to the river. For the defense of 

the right wing, a redoubt (known as the Great redoubt) ^ a lo a rra s  Redoubt^ 
WAS thrown up in  the late battle fie ld , near the corner of the woods that 
had been occupied by the Americans'Turing the action, on the eastern edge



of the Ravine* The defense o f this position was intrusted to the oorps of 
Fraser. The reserve oorps of Breymann were posted on an eminence on the western 
side of the ravine for the protection o f the right flank o f Fraser’ s d ivision ."

Stone writes o f  the attack on the Balcarras Redoubt:

"With a part o f  Patterson’ s and Glover’ s brigades he (Arnol'H) 
attacked, with the ferocity of a t ige r, the Great redoubt (Balcarras 
Redoubt), and encountering the light infantry of Balcaijas, drove them at 
the point of the bayonet from a strong abattis within ■the redoubt i t s e l f . . . .  
Then, spurring boldly on, exposed to the cross f i r e  of the two armies, 
he (^rno lj) darted to the extreme right of the British c amp."*®

8. Trevelyan, 1907:

In 1907, the famous B ritish  Historian George Otto Trevelyan, without

revealing his source o f information, wrote o f the Balcarras redoubt:

" . . . .th e  open space in front o f Freeman’ s Farm was searched by 
/  the fire  o f a redoubt, with walls from twelve to sixteen feet in height,

flanked by strong entrenchments behind which some heavy guns were mounted."¿7

9. Brandow, 1919:

John Henry Brandow, the author o f The Story o f Old Saratoga, 

describes the British camp and the Balcarras redoubt in  the following terms:

"Burgoyne.. .began the construction of a fo rt ified  camp. The right 
embraced the Freeman farm, and also took in a h i l l  about sixty rods to the 
northwest of the Freeman cottage, sinco called Breyman’ s h i l l .  On th is a 
strong redoubt was erected; another placed about fifteen  rods north of the 
cottage, and the spot is  now marked by a granite tablet; another called  
the Great Redoubt was located on a knoll a few rods Southwest o f the old 
battle  well £this is  a different well from the one now so marked). This 
defended the southwest angle of the camp. Others were located at proper 
intervals from th is point east across the plain to the crest o f the b lu ffs  
near the river. These redoubts were connected by strong entrenchments.
The interval between Breyman’ s h i l l  and the next redoubt to the southms 
defended by a breastwork of two para lle l tiers of ra ils  la id  uja between 
perpendicular posts and the space between f i l le d  with earth, (in  this last 
sentence, Brandow gives no sources and it  seems to be an original idea of his 
owñ^"

In describing the action of the Balcarras Redoubt in the Battle of

October 7th Brandow writes:



"The British  in retreating to their defense were hotly pursued 
through the woods by the Americans, who assailed the front and entire 
right flank of Fraser1 s camp. ..He (Arnol^T) drove the enemy through and 
beyond the abatis at the point of the bayonet and then made desperate 
attempts to scale the works, but was fin a lly  beaten o ff  with loss. This 
place proved to be a veritable "bloody angle" to the Americans, because in  
assaulting the redoubt they found themselves exposed to the fire  of a strong 
battery shotted with grape and canister, and with l i t t le  shelter to themselves 
save stumps and brush....Arnold seeing l i t t le  chance for success here, recalled 
the men and then darted o ff  alone northward toward the extreme British right 
in search of a more favorable opening."28

10. Nickerson, 1928:,

Hoffman Nickerson, the author of The Turning Point of the Revolution, 

described the British camp and the Balcarras redoubt in the following wordst

"The army from Canada began entrenching the position they had 
taken up on the 20th, including Breymann’ s post the main line of resistance 
was more than two miles long. Accordingly no attempt was made to hold 
continuous lines, especially  on the right. Here was the most exposed part 
o f the position, especially the angle at Freeman’ s farm, in which stood t he 
British light infantry under Balcarras, sone of them facing south and other 
west. To preserve the communication between Balcarres right rear and 
Breymann thejfTras only a redoubt feebly garrisoned by the handful of 
sp iritless Canadians...."

"The reader w i l l  remember that the right o f Burgoyne’ s entrenched 
camp had been held by Fraser and Breymann. Westward from the North Branch 
the British  grenadiers had been posted and next to them the 24th Regiment, 
with Balcarres and the British light infantry strongly entrenched both in  
front and flank at Freeman1 s farm on the extreme right of the position.
About half a mile north and a l i t t le  west of Balcarres, Breymann and his German 
advanced corps had entrenohed themselves on a l i t t le  knoll, while the draw 
between them and Freeman’ s farm was held only by the sp iritless Canadians 
posted in  a couple of Log cabins."

Niokerson thus describes the attack on the Balcarras Redoubtt

"Arnold and the Americans already engaged, following the fugitives* 
arrived opposite Balcarres’ post and promptly attacked. Although without '  
a rt ille ry  they pressed forward through a heavy f ire  both of musketry and 
of grapeshot from the British  cannon....Under his (Araold’js) leadership 
the abatis in  front o f Balcarres’ line was stormed and a determined attack 
made upon the breastworks themselves. Nevertheless their strength, together 
with the fact that Balcarres’ ligh t infantry had b een reenforced by the sur- 
vivdrs of the reconnoitring detachment, brought the assault to a stand. 
Notwithstanding the British  a rtille ry , the Americans continued a hot-fire  
fight at close range, sheltering themselves as best they could behind trees 
and stumps, or in  hollows of ground within a hundred and twenty yards o f the 
enemy."29
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11* L a t e r  Maps o f  th e  B a lo a r ra s  Redoubt

The secondary maps that proved of some use in  locating sites on the

battle fie ld  contain no information on the Balcarras redoubt. The maps fa l l

into two classes* the maps of Neilson, Lossing, Stone and Nickerson have only

general symbols to represent the fortifications and no effort was made to

depict the actual nature o f the works. The second class of maps are those of

Brandow and Ruth Graham,who made a study of the battles of Saratoga for the War

Department (her maps are in the Park L ibrary). Their maps follow  those o f Lt.

30Wilkinson in attempting to represent the Balcarras Redoubt.

CONCLUSION

The writer has carefully studied a l l  o f the available contemporary 

American and British  journals, diaries, documents, and letters. He has 

examined as well the numerous secondary accounts on microfilm, photostats 

and books in the Park’ s possession. A ll o f thejevidenee that yields any 

information either on the general nature of the British  fortifications or 

on the Balcarras redoubt has been extracted and presented in this report. 

Thejevidenee is  admittedly scanty but this appears to be due to the fact that 

the men involved in  the Two Battles o f Freeman’ s Farm gave rather fu ll accounts of 

the action but paid l i t t le  heed in  their written accounts to the nature o f their 

fo rtifications. An examination o f the secondary authorities, Neilson, Lossing, 

Stone, Brandow and Nickerson, reveals that they, too, found themselves con

fronted with the same lack o f evidence. These historians have therefore made 

no attempt in the ir works either to describe the Balcarras redoubt in detail 

or to relate its  appearanoe or method o f construction.
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The writer has also carefully examined, the Progress Reports of

Archaeologist Robert Ehrich concerning his work at Saratoga National

Historical Park in  1941. Armed with information from these reports and

the two Wilkinson’ s maps, the w riter has made the following attempt to

establish the approximate north-south distance covered by the Balcarras

Redoubt. By a careful study of the ground and of Wilkinson’ s maps, i t  is

not d ifficu lt  to determine the approximate northern end of the Balcarras

Redoubt. Having selected this point, the writer, aided by Ranger Edward J.

Schermerhorn, measured o f f  the distance to the southern-most trench excavated

by Archaeologist Robert Ehrich in 1941 on the Balcarras Redoubt. This is  the

trench in  which Mr. Ehrich discovered two converging lines of entrenchments

and hence believed himself to be somewhere in the vicin ity of the south limit

31of the Balcarras Redoubt. The distance from the northern limit to this  

trench is  1374 feet. The w riter theneKamined the area for a logical location 

for the southern end o f the redoubt. About 126 feet further south the ground 

begins to f a l l  away slightly  so the writer selected this as a probable limit 

| to the redoubt. The north-south distance of the Balcarras Redoubt was, therefore, 

1 possibly in  the neighborhood o f 1500 feet or 500 yards. The distance east-west 

from the top of the western slope o f the Balcarras Redoubt to the head o f the 

ravines which the work covered is  900 feet.

Gathering together now a l l  o f the evidence presented in th is report 

on the Balcarras Redoubt, i t  would seem to this w riter that the Balcarras 

Redoubt was undoubtedly the largest fo rtifica tion  that the B ritish  erected 

in their entrenched camp from September 20 to October 7th, 1777. Its north- 

south distance may have been 500 yards. It  was an enclosed work mounting 

a rt ille ry . Its  walls may have been from 12 to 14 feet high and its  front
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was covered by an abattis. Its walls were probably constructed of large 

trees, piled one upon the other, and these covered over with earth. Its  

rampartw, however, were probably not designed to resist prolonged a rt ille ry  

f ir e .

The reports and work o f Archaeologist Robert Ehrich indicate 

that the Balcarras Redoubt, which is  s t i l l  in an open area, is  readily  

subjective to successful'archaeological vrork; that in  1941 sections of its  

walls were located, together with gun platforms, fire  p its, graves and many 

re lios. I t  thus seems to the writer that an archaeological program carried 

out on the Balcarras Redoubt would render a very real service to American 

history by uncovering information that is  otherwise hopelessly lost. A ll  

surface indications of the redoubt have disappeardd, and a search o f the 

primary and secondary sources have not yielded enough information to make 

possible an accurate restoration of the Balcarras redoubt, but it  is quite 

possible that an Archaeological program w ill  f i l l  in  the large gaps in our 

knowledge of this fo rtification , which played such an important role in the 

Second Battle of Freeman* s Farm.
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I I I .  The Physical Appearance and Method of Construction of the Breymann Redoubt

CONTEMPORARY BRITISH AND GERMS ACCOUNTS OF THE BREYMANN REDOUBT

1. B ritish  Accounts:

As there were no tegular British  t  roops stationed at the Breymann 

Redoubt, the standard B ritish  account s of Ariburey, Digby, Hadden and Lamb give 

no information on the nature of that fo rtification  or of the action there on 

the 7th of October. They record merely that Breymann's works were carried by 

the Americans on the evening of the 7th and that Colonel Breymann was k illed  

in  th is attack.

The testimony of the British  o fficers in the House of Commons,

to be found inBurgoyne's State of the Expedition, also contains no reference

to the nature of Breymann* s works. Burgoyne's only reference to the action

before the Breymann redoubt is  stated b r ie fly  in his letter of October 20th

to Lord Germaine. After describing the fierce attack of the Americans on the

Balcarras redoubt and it s  fin a l repulse, Burgoyne wrote:

”....B u t unhappily the intrenohments of the German reserve, 
commanded by Lieutenant-Colonel Breymann, who was k illed , were carried, 
and although ordered to be recovered, they never were so, and the enemy 
by that misfortune, gained an opening on our right and rear. The night 
put an end to the action. 1,6

Uhe British  accounts in letters and journals of that time are therefore most 

disappointing and yield  l i t t le  or no information on the nature of the Breymann 

redoubt*

2. German Accounts:

The German accounts contain a fu lle r  narrative o f the action a t  the 

Breymann redoubt but also yield  l i t t le  information as to the method o f construction 

and appearance. The w riter has been unable to discover any journal in  the Park’ s
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lib rary  written by a. German o fficer or soldier actually stationed in the 

Breymann redoubt. As the journals in  existence, written by Germans stationed

on the le ft  wing of the army,are fa ir ly  fu l l  of information on their position 

and fortifications^ ¿C  is  quite possible that those written by soldiers

stationed in the Breymann redoubt might well contain much useful information.

A. Riedeselt

Major-General Riedesel gives the following b r ie f description of 

Colonel. Breymann’ s position and of the fighting at the Breymann Redoubt 

on the 7th of October:

”The reserve corps of Breymann was posted on the other side of 
the ditch (ravine) both for the protection o f the right flank of Fraser’ s 
division and for the defense a road leading from th is point to the rear 
of the enemy.”

“Another body at the same time attacked the ehbankmenbs of 
Breymann’ s division in  front and on the le ft  flank. The granadiers 
composing this corps fought bravely, but being only two hundred strong, 
and their commander -  the chivalric Breymann -  being shot dead, they 
were compelled to retreat. This la tte r misfortune was owing to the 
fact that the Canadian companies, belonging to the reconnoitering ex
pedition, were absent from their place, by the side of th is corps, part 
of them being in  the great redoubt (Balcarras) and the others not having 
returned to their position. Had they b een in their places i t  would have been 
impossible to surround the le ft  flank of Breymann."3$

B. Pausch:

Captain Georg Pausch, Chief of the Hanau Artille ry, was with the 

flanking party on the 7th of October and gives the following account of the 

Breymann redoubt.

”In th is confused retreat, a ll made fo r our camp and our lines* 
the entrenchment of Breymann was furiously a ssailedj the camp in it  set 
on f ire  and burned, and a l l  the baggage -  horses and baggage captured by 
the enemy. The three 6 pound cannon of my brigade of A rtille ry  were also 
taken..»The enemy occupied this entrenchment, and remained in it  during 
the night. The approaching darkness put an end to further operations on 
the part of the Americans. Meanwhile, everything was in commotion, and 
we were a l l  on the alert behind our entrenchment. ”34
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C. A German Officer:

A letter o f a German o ffice r gives the following information on 

the Breymann Redoubt and the attack on it j

"The corps of Fraser and Breymann were separated by a ravine, 
and both stationed upon two separate knolls. The low ground between 
these elevations and on which Freeman’ s house lay, were occupied by 
Canadians and Provinoials. Colonel Breymann* s corps covered the entire 
right of the army, and there stood en potence."

"The enemy... .overpowered the post in the depressed ground between 
the two posts, and then threw themselves from the side and rear upon 
Breymann’ s entrenchment. Breymann fe l l  dead as he stood near two cannon."'5®

I t  is  apparent from these selections from the available German 

journals that not much information is  contained in them on the nature of and 

appearance of the Breymann Redoubt.

Contemporary British Maps

Two contemporary British maps, both drawn by Lt. W. Cumb. Wilkinson,

Asst. Engineer o f  the 62nd Regiment o f Foot, show the Breymann Redoubt in some 

detail. They are*

(1) The encampment and Position o f the Army under Lt. General Burgoyne
at Sword’ s House and Freeman’ s Farm on Hudson’ s River near Stillwater, 1777 &

(2) Plan o f  the Encampment and Position o£ the Army under His Exoelly. Lt»
General Burgoyne at Braemus Heights on Hudson’ s River near Stillwater,
on the 2oth Sept, with ihe Position o t  the Detachment; s e io . in  the Action 
o£  ihe tth of Octr. and the Position o f the Army on the 8~bh of Ocb. 1777.36

Both o f these maps show the Breymann Redoubt to be a single fo rtified  

line, with no defenses indicated in  the rear. A battery o f two guns is  indicated 

as standing near the center of the line.

The scale of Wilkinson’ s map is  definitely known to be wrong in  

th is instance. Wilkinson shows the Breymann Redoubt covering a front of four 

hundred yards but actual measurements o f the area made by the writer show that 

this front is  only two hundred and ten yards.
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CONTEMPORARY- AMERICAN EYE-YfETNESS ACCOUNTS OF THE BRET MANN REDOUBT

I  have examined the numerous diaries, journals and letters in  the 

possession o f the Park of the American o fficers and soldiers that took part 

in  the attaok on the Breymann r edoubt; the majority of them deal only with 

action there and many have simply the laconic sentence "We entered their works 

sword in  hand," or "Today, we stormed their lin es ." Fortunately, however, 

there are several outstanding exceptions to this rule.

1. Wilkinsons

Colonel James Wilkinson, Adjutant-General of the Northern Amy, 

was an eye-witness and participant in  the assault on the Breymann Redoubt 

October 7, 1777. He has le f t  the following description of the Breymann redoubt*

" I  then proceeded to the scene of renewed action, which embraced 
Burgoyne’ s right flank defense, and extending to his le ft ,  crossed a 
hollow covered with wood, about 40 rods to the entrenchment of the light 
infantry; the roar o f cannon and small arms at this juncture was sublime, 
between the enemy, behind their works, and our troops entirely exposed, 
or partia lly  sheltered by trees, stumps or hollows, at various distances 
not exceeding 120 yards. This right flank defense of the enemy, occupied 
by the German corps of Breyman, consisted o f a breast^work of r a i ls  piled  
horizontally between perpendicular pickets, driven into the earth, formed 
en potenoe to the rest of his line , and extended about 250 yards across 
an open f ie ld , and was covered on the right by a battery of two guns»
The interval from the le ft ' to the British light infantry was committed to 
the defense of the provincialists, who occupied a couple o f log cabins.
The Germans were encamped immediately b ehind the ra i l  breast-work, and the 
ground in front of it  deolined in a very gentle slope fo r about 120 yards 
when i t  sunk abruptly; our troops had formed a line under th is  declivity, 
and covered breast high were warmly engaged with the Germans«^

2. Putnam*

Colonel Rufus Putnam, in  command of a Massachusetts Regiment, took 

part in  the storming of the Breymann Redoubt and has le f t  the following account*
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"Storming of the works of the German reserve on the 7th of 
Oct. 1777.

"The facts are as follows, in front of these works was a clear 
open fie ld  bounded by a wood at the distance of about 120 yards. In the 
skirt of this wood I  was posted with the 5th and 6th regiments of 
Massachusetts -  the right and le ft  of these works were partly covered by 
thin wood & the rear by a thick wood. The moment orders were given to 
Storm, I moved rapidly across the open, fie ld  & entered the irorks in f  ront, 
I be lieve  the same moment .that the troops of Learned’ s Brigade (in  which 
Jackson’ s regiment was) entered the le ft  and rear. I immediately formed 
the two regiments under my command & moved out o f these woods Qjrorksf) 
(which were not enclosed in  the rear) into the woods toward theenemies 
inclosed redoubt (Baloarras redoubt  the right flank of their main 
encampment. **

"General Learned, as soon as he had secured & sent o ff a l l  the 
Plunder taken in  this camp, withdrew a l l  other troops without biding me 
a good night. However, some time before morning General Glover joined 
me with three regiment from the right wing of the army.

NOTE: See also the report listed  under Sparks page^/of this report 
fo r a f i r s t  hand account.

CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN MAPS

Rufus Putnam Map

The one known contemporary American map is  that drawn by Colonel Rufus 

Putnam, entitled "An Orthographical View of the American and British Armies on 

the 7th & 8th of October 1777."

Putnam’ s map shows the Breymann redoubt as a single fo rt ified  line  

with the German’ s tents pitched close behind it .

Legend Number "10,10,10 10" on this map reads*

"The Americant roops attacking the enemy in  their works, they storm 
the works defended by the German grenadiers and light infantry at No. 3, 
carry the post take two pieces o f a rt ille ry  with a l l  the tents and baggage 
of that camp. The enemy quit the encampments 4 & 5 that night and the 
Americans take possession in the morning."39
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IATER ACCOUNTS OF ÜEE BREYMANN REDOUBT

The accounts of v isitors to the ba tt le fie ld  in the years following 

the Revolution contain some information on the nature o f the Breymann Redoubt; 

1. The Marquis de Chastellux, 1780«

In 1780, only three years a fter the battles o f 1777, the French 

author, Francois Jean, Marquis de ChastelluX visited the battle fie ld  and wrote 

of the Breymann Redoubt;

"The camp of the Germans.. .was situated EN POTENCE, and a l i t t le  
to the rear of the l i n e . . . . . . I  saw the spot where Arnold, uniting the
hardiness o f a Jockey with that of a soldier, leaped his horse over the

/ entrenchment of the enemy. It  was like a l l  those of this country, a sort 
of parapet, formed by the trunks of trees piled one upon another.

2. Silliman, 1819, and Standbury, 1821;

Professor Silliman*s v is it  in  1819 and P. Stansbury’ s v is it  in 1821 

have already l?een noted on page I  7  ante» ̂

3» Hoyt, 1825;

In 1825 General Epaphras Hoyt v isited  the battle fie ld , and remarked 

of the Breymann Redoubt;

"Continuing our route northerly along Fraser’ s heights, we turned 
to the right, across lower ground, and rose a gentle h i l l  covered with 
trees of recent growth, the fo rtified  position of Colonel Breyton in  the 

, action o f  the 7th of October. This fo rtification  was a temporary work of 
logs and ra ils , and has disappeared."

"....Q u ittin g  this interesting spot we passed on southerly over the 
ground where stood the two block houses .so gallently stormed by detachments 
from Brook’ s regiment in the same action. . . " 4^

4. Sparks, 1831;

In 1831 the eminent historian Jared Sparks paid a second v is it  to 

the ba tt le fie ld , accompanied this time by General Morgan Lewis. General Morgan
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Lewis, then 77 years old, had been a quartermaster in  General Gates’ army 

during the operations against Burgoyne, and had seen action in  both battles  

of Freeman’ s Farm. Sparks recorded in  his Journal in the following information, 

which was given to him in 1831 by General Lewis*

’’There were neither redoubts nor palisades in  front o f this work 
S b .  Breymann Redoubj?)« There was one small passage into i t  near the 
center, with a traverse behind it ,  and two embra2ures towards the r igh t». . «  
The Americans entered rapidly, some through the sally-port, some the 
embrazures, and others by climbing over the breastwork, which was formed 
of small timbers, seven or eight feet high, supported by strong posts 
fastened together at the top, with an opening about nine or ten inches wide, 
at a suitable height for small arms. ±t was a very excellent cover against 
infantry, being of sufficient thickness to prevent musket b a lls  from passing 
through.”42

5. Weilson, 1844*

Charles Wei 1 son, the early historian o f the Burgoyne Campaign, 

wfitihg in  1844, follows almost l it e ra lly  James Wilkinson’ s description o f 

the Breymann Redoubt*

"This right flank defense o f  the enemy, occupied by the German 
corps under Colonel Breyman, consisted in great measure, of a breastwork of 
ra ils  piled horizontally between perpendicular pickets, driven into the earth, 
EW POTBITOE, to the re s t  of his line^ and extended about two hundred yards 
across an open fie ld , and was covered on the high ground on the right, by 
a battery of two guns. The interval from the le ft  o f th is defense to the 
light infantry, under Lord Balcarras, was committed to the defense of the 
Provincialists, who occupied a log house and barn, then owned by Thomas 
Leggett. The Germans were encamped immediately behind the ra il breastwork, 
and the ground in front of i t  declined in a very gentle slope, for about 
one hundred and twenty yards when i t  sunk abruptly...."43

6. Lossing, 1848*

In 1848, Benson J. Lossing, the well known author of The P ictorial 

Field Book of the Revolution, v isited  the ba tt le fie ld  and gave the following 

account o f the Breymann Redoubt*
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’’The Hessian camp was pitched upon an eminence about a half mile 
northwest o f Freeman’ s Farm, where a strong redoubt was reared, and a 
line of intrenchments of a hoFse-shoe form was thrown up«.»«The Hessians, 
under Colonel fereyman, occupied a height on the extremeright, and formed 
a flank defense rather than a wing of the main army."

”He (Arnold”) met Learned’ s brigade advancing to make an assault 
upon the B ritish  works at an opening in the ABITIS, between Balcarras’ s 
light infantry and the German right flank d efense under Colonel Breyman. 
Canadians and loyalists defended this part of the line, and were flanked 
by a stockade redoubt on each side«

7. Stone, 1877t

In 1877, William L. Stone, the great student of the Burgoyne Campaign, 

gave th is description o f the Breymann Redoubt following James Wilkinson’ s and 

Charles Heilson’ s accounts:

”The reserve corps o f Breymann were posted on an eminence on the 
western side _of the ravine for the protection of the right flank o f Fraser’ s 
division .” (Stone seems to be confused in  his orientation, northwest seems 
more exac’E*)

’’This right flank defense o f the enemy was occupied by the Brunswiok 
troops, under Breymann, and consisted of a breastwork o f ra ils  piled  
horizontally between perpendicular pickets, and extended two hundreoT yards 
across an open fie ld  to some high ground on the right, where i t  was covered 
by a battery of two guns.. . » in  front o f the east breastwork (????7~) the ground 
declined in  a gentle slope for one hundred and twenty yards when i t  sunk 
abruptly.” (This should read the western breastwork unless Stone is  inferring 
that there was a second line of breastworks in  the rear -  which the two 
accounts he is  quoting do notT*)^

8. Baxter, 1887:
of

In 1887, James Phinney Baxter, a scholar, author/”The British  

Invasion From t  he Worth, and the editor of the Journal o f Lieut. William Digby, 

wrote of the Breymann Redoubt:

” They were posted to defend the British  right flank behind a 
breastwork o f ra ils  extending about two hundred yards across a fie ld , 
the ra ils  were p iled horizontally and supported by pickets driven info 
the ground.



9* Brandow, 1919t

The testimony o f John Henry Brandow, author of The Story o f Old

Saratoga, is  given for what i t  is  worth* Brandow* s description of the

Breymann Redoubt and area seems highly inaccurate and confused on this point*

"The interval between Breyman* s h i l l  and the next redoubt (fo r  the 
complete description o f the British camp by Brandow, see page ¿ 0  ant0 to 
the south was defended by a breastwork, o f two para lle l t ie rs  of ra ils  la id  
up between perpendicular pogbs and the space, between f i l le d  with earth»1' 
(Brandow gives no sources for the statement.!^

"He replied (W ilkinso0 that Hte had noticed a slack f ire  from 
behind the r a i l  breastworks between Breyman*s redoubt and Balcarras* camp, 
and suggested an assault there.1' ^

10* Nickerson, 19281

In writing his "The Turning Point of the Revolution"in 1928,

Hoffman Nickerson wrote this description of the Breymann redoubt and area.

"To preserve the communications between Balcarres’ s right rear and 
Breymann there was only a redoubt feebly garrisoned by a handful of sp iritless  
Canadians."

"About ha lf a mile north and a l i t t le  west of Balcarres, Breymann and 
his German advanced corps had entrenched themselves on a l i t t le  knoll, while 
the draw between them and Freeman’ s farm was held only by the sp iritless  
Canadians posted in a couple o f log cabins."

"The knoll upon which Breymann was stationed is  a shoulder not 
unlike Freeman’ s farm, although a l i t t le  higher and more abrupt. To the 
northwest, north and east the ground fa l ls  steeply away, but toward the 
southwest the slope is  gentle. Here Breymann had thrown up a breastwork 
about two hundred yards long consisting of r a i l s  piled horizontally be-Eween 
upright pickets.. . .  .From ~bhe log cabins in the draw between Balcarres and 
Breymann there came only a sleek f ire .

CONCLUSION

While the British  and German contemporary accounts of-the physical 

appearance and method of construction of the Breymann Redoubt have proved to 

have been surprisingly disappointing,!© do have, in  this case, three American 

eye-witness accounts of the nature of the Breymann Redoubt that are of the 

utmost value. This is  the testimony o f General James Wilkinson, then Adjutant-
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General in  Gates’ Army, General ^ufus Putnam, then engineer and Colonel in  

Gates’ army, and fin a lly , that of General Morgan Lewis, then a quartermaster 

in  Gates’ army. In addition to th is evidence, there are also three contemporary 

maps showing the Breymann Redoubt, the two British  maps o f Lt. Wilkinson and the 

.American map o f Putnam* Finally, there is  also available valuable testimony on 

the Breymann Redoubt presented by several people who visited the ba tt le fie ld  within 

the next f i f t y  years that followed the battle. It  should be noted that evidence 

drawn from these sources is  fundamentally in agreement on the nature of the 

Breymann Redoubt*

James Wilkinson, Putnam, Lewis, the Marquis de Chastellux and Hoyt 

are a l l  agreed that the Breymann Redoiiat was constructed of timber, no earth

works are mentioned by any of these writers, and that the redoubt mounted two 

cannon. The later historians, Neilson, Stone, Baxter, and Nickerson also a l l  

follow th is interpretation of the Breymann Redoubt. Lt. Wilkinson’ s maps agree 

also with a l l  the above-mentioned evidence except on the point o f scale* Lt. 

Wilkinson’ s scale would give the Breymann Redoubt a front o f 400 yards, where

as James Wilkinson, an eye-witness o f the attack, places it  as about 250 yards.

The later historians, Neil son, Stone, Baxter, and Nickerson a l l  state that this 

front to be 200 yards. I t  can therefore be said, that except for the scale of 

Lt. Wilkinson’ s maps, a l l  the contemporary and near contemporary accounts are 

in  agreement on their description of the Breymann Redoubt.

As none o f these contemporary authorities mentions anydefens.es in  

the rear of the Breymann Redoubt, and Putnam specifically states that there were 

none, i t  would seem that the Breymann Redbuht was a work of a single breastwork 

on the front with short flank defenses on either side. Lossing’ s description 

of the Breymann Redoubt as a work of "horse-shoe form" and also Brandow’ s 

rather confused account of the defenses o f the Breymann Redoubt area, thus
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both seem to be inaccurate in this case.

A summary o f the evidence indicates, then, that the Breymana 

Redoubt covered a front of about 200 yards, that i t  consisted of a single 

line of breastworks, with slight flank defenses and that there were not any 

defenses in  the rear. On the right on the high level ground, it  mounted a 

battery o f two cannon. There was no abattis aoross the front of the breast

work. Its  walls were constructed solely of logs, ra ils , or timbers, no 

earthworks being mentioned. The logs were la id  horizontally, one upon the 

other, and supported between upright pickets or posts driven into the ground 

on either side of the wall and fastened together at the top. ^he walls were 

from seven to eight feet high, witjj an opening of about nine or ten inches 

wide, at a suitable height for small arms. The breastwork was of sufficient 

thickness to prevent musket b a lls  from passing through, but not strong enough 

to resist a rt ille ry  f ir e .  There was one small passage or sally-port into it  

near the center, with a traverse behind i t  and two embrazures on the right, 

probably for the two cannon.

The two small works that stood between the Breymann Rq doubt and the 

Balcarras redoubt are, however, the subject of much conflicting testimory.

Lt. Wilkinson, on his two maps, indicates two small redovbts as being garrisoned 

by Canadian troops. James Wilkinson speaks of two log cabins defending the gap* 

Lossing mentions these defenses as two stockade redoubts» Hoyt ca lls  them two. 

block houses, and fin a lly  Neilson identifies them as a log cabin and bam*

The only point on which a l l  these accounts agree, is  that the two defenses were 

constructed of logs. As a third map o f Lt. Wilkinson, The Plan of the Encampment 

and Position of the Army under His Bccelly. Lt. General Burgoyne at Sword’ s House 

on Hudson* s River near Stillwater on Septr. 17th with that part o f  the Army 

engaged on the 19th Septr. 177ff whioh shows the Freeman farm area before any
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B ritish  fortifications had been erected in  that v icin ity , indicates two 

small buildings as already standing on the same sites that were later  

occupied by the Canadian companies, i t  would seem that James Wilkinson’ s 

description o f them as two log cabins, or Heilson*s as a log cabin and barn, 

are most like ly  to be correct. The Canadian companies apparently merely 

utilized  two buildings already standing before the ba ttle  of September 19th 

and probably only strengthened them.

This, unlike the Balcarras Redoubt, there would seem to be 

sufficient evidence from which to indicate accurately the length of the 

Breymann Redoubt, as w ell as it s  height, it s  various defenses, and its  

physical appearance and method o f construction. The accurate restoration  

of th is work should not be a d ifficu lt  task. However, as a l l  surface indi

cation of the Breymann Redoubt have long since vanished, it  w i l l  be most 

d ifficu lt  i f  not impossible to locate accurately the exact alignment of the 

works, its  sa lly  port, the site o f the battery, and the nature o f flank 

defenses without the a id  of an archaeological program. Reference to the

Progress Report of Archaeologist Robert Ehrioh indicates that although the
be

Breymann Redoubt proved to/more of a problem than at f ir s t  had been anticipated, 

as much of that area is  now in  forest, he did meet with some success in  his
CA

work on that redoubt in  1941-42.° A gun base, corresponding in  position  

with, that indicated on Lt. Wilkinson* s maps, f ire  p its  and other re lics were 

uncovered on the Breymann Redoubt. Further archaeological work on the Breymann 

redoubt may therefore yield enough information on the alignment of the breastwork, 

the site of its  battery and the position o f the sally-port, to render the complete 

restoration of th is work most authentic.
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IV. GENERAL SUMARY AND CONCLUSION.

The significance of the two battles of Freeman’ s Farm has been 

summed up in  the following words*

rtSaratoga was the most important m ilitary engagement between 
Lexington and Yorktown. Not only was i t  the decisive battle of the 
Revolution, but it  has gone down in history as one o f the fifteen  decisive 
battles in world history. It  changed the rebe llion  into a Revolution in  
the eyes of other nations. It  called forth forces that created a nation*
I t  gave the Americans a new confidence that enabled them to prolong the 
War until victory came in 1783. It  brought more recruits with a finer  
morale into Washington’ s army. It  knit the colonies together in  a closer 
union. It  raised up new friends in  Great Britain, among them even? General 
Burgoyne. I t  gave America prestige and credit abroad on which badly needed 
loans of money were secured. And fin a lly  i t  brought into the struggle on 
the American side, f i r s t  France and then other nations and thus practically  
insured victory for the American cause.”51

This, then, is  the inspiring story that Saratoga National Historical 

Park has the great opportunity and privilege of presenting to the people of 

America and of the world. It  should therefore always be kept in mind that this  

batt le fie ld  has been established as a National Historical Park with a view of 

inspiring the v isiting public and giving them an insight into the action, 

tactics and strategy as well as the importance and significance of the Two 

Battles of Freeman’ s Farm. The ju stification  for the restoration of the 

Balcarras and Breymann Redoubts rests on this ground.

It  has been pointed out that the Balcarras and Breymann Redoubts
e

made up the key to the entire British  entrenched camp o f Septenber 20th to 

October 7thj and that these two works/together with the nature o f the ground, 

had a decisive role in determining the strategy adopted by the American and 

British  armies on the 7th of October 1777. It  diould be further remembered 

that the Balcarras and Breymann Redoubts were the centers of the fiercest 

fighting in the second and third phases of the fighting on Oct. 7th and that 

the action that took place about them determined the fin a l course and outcome 

of the b a tt le .
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In presenting this story to the people i t  has been found from 

experience that one of the best means of driving home such lessons is  the accurate 

reconstruction o f the scene as i t  was at the time of the battle . Today the 

v is ito r sees only fie lds and forests where the Balcarras and Breymann Redoubts 

once stood, and i t  is  most d iff ic u lt  for the average v isitor to visualize these 

works or to even understand the reason for the severe fighting at these par- 

ticu lar points without the aid of a detailed discussion of the ground by a 

guide, of whom there are unfortunately few. The restoration of these two 

redoubts would thus do much to render more vivid, dramatic, and in te lig ib le  to 

the v is ito r  both the course of the action o f the 7th of October and the nature 

of the British camp. When the park road system is  completed i t  w ill be possible 

fo r the v is ito r to view the large ravines that covered the ffcont and rear of the 

British  camp and the strong ground along the river. The natural strength o f 

these positions w ill go a long way in aiding the v is ito r to understand why 

the British  selected th is  ground for their camp, and i t  w ill not require much 

imagination to visualize the nature o f the British  fo rtification  on this strong 

ground. The vicinity o f the Breymann and Balcarras Redoubts, however, does not 

f i t  in  this category, and restoration o f the works seems essential at these points.

The Balcarras Redoubt -  Summary

The Balcarras Redoubt was the scene o f the savage American assaults 

in the second phase o f "the Battle o f October 7, 1777. The bravery and obstinacy 

of these American attacks on this work won the admiration and respect of the 

British o fficers  and soldiers who defended the redout as is  witnessed in  the 

testimony o f General Burgoyne, Lord Balcarras, and the Earl o f Harrington before 

the House of Commons. One B ritish  o fficer wrote:
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”The courage and obstinacy with which the Americans fought, 
were the astonishment of every one, and we now became fu lly  convinced 
they are not that contemptible enemy we had hitherto imagined them, 
incapable o f standing a regular engagement, and that they would only 
fight behind strong and powerful works.

A study of the evidence drawn from a l l  available contemporary 

and secondary sources indicates that i t  is  insufficient to make possible, 

by it s e lf ,  an accurate restoration of the Balcarras Redoubt. The length of 

this work, the location o f its  batteries, its  sally-ports, the height and 

thickness o f its  walls are s t i l l  largely matters o f conjecture.
i

^  summary of the evidence gathered from written sources, indicates 

that the Balcarras Redoubt was the largest B ritish  fo rtification  erected in  

their entrenched camp from September 20 to October 7th, 1777. Its  north-south 

front may have been about 500 yards. It  was an enclosed work mounting a rt ille ry . 

Its  front was oovered by an abattis. The walls of the redoubt may have been 

from twelve to fourteen feet high and we re probably constructed of large trees, 

pile one upon the other, and then covered over with earth. Its  ramparts, however, 

were not strong enough to resist prolonged a rt ille ry  f ire .

The successful exploratory work already completed by the Archaeologist 

Robert Ehrich in  1941-42, on the Balcarras Redoubt suggests that a more extensive

(I archaeological program on this Redoubt may y ie ld  enough eidence to make possible 

a completely authentic and accurate restoration of this work, thus f i l l in g  a gap 

in our knowledge of the Burgoyne Campaign on a point on which the written source 

yields l i t t le  information.

Breymann Redoubt -  Summary

The Breymann Redoubt was the scene of the third and fina l phase o f 

the fighting on 7th o f October 1777. It  was at this point that the Americans 

achieved their great success and unhinged the right flank of the royal army,
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thus making necessary the complete withdrawal of the British  army. At the 

Breymann Redoubt there also occurred some o f the most dramatic fighting of 

the day, and i t  was here that Benedict Arnold f e l l  wounded and that Colonel 

Breymann was k illed .

The primary and secondary sources on the Breymann Redoubt contain 

enough reliable information to make possible the authentic and accurate recon- 

[struction o f th is work, provided that the exact alignment o f the breast works, 

.the site o f the battery and sally-port can be established. As a l l  surface 

indications of the work have disappeared, an archaeological program carried 

out on the Breymann Redoubt again seems to be the answer to this problem.

The Breymann Redoubt occupied a much smaller area than the Balcarras Redoubt 

and therefore should require less time and labor. The fact that part o f the 

original lines of the Breymann Redoubt are now covered with forest may, however, 

require a slightly  raised estimate of the amount of work needed on the Breymann 

Redoubt area«

The available evidence indicates that the Breymann Redoubt had a 

front o f about two hundred yards. I t  consisted of a single line o f breastworks, 

with short flank defenses, and no defenses in  the rear. There was no abattis 

in front of the breastworks. On the right, on the high ground, i t  mounted 

a battery of two cannon. The w a lls  o f the breastwork were constructed solely  

of logs, ra ils , or timbers, no earthworks being mentioned. The logs were la id  

horizontally one upon the other, and were supported betwenn upright pickets or 

posts driven into the ground on either side o f the wall and fastened together 

at the top. The walls were fromssven to eight feet high, with an opening of 

about nine or ten inches wide, at a suitable height for aaall arms. The 

breastwork was of sufficient thickness to prevent musket b a lls  from passing
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through, hut not strong enough to resist a rt ille ry  fire . There was one 

sally-port or small passage into the redoubt near the center, with a traverse 

behind it  and two embrasures on the right, probably for the two cannon.

The Two small works that stood between the Balcarras and Breymann 

redoubts, and which were defended by Canadian companies, were probably two

tog cabins already standing before the British  army entered the area, and

erely strengthened by the Canadians after the f ir s t  ba ttle . The arohaeologists 

.may, perhaps, be able to give us a more definite answer on this problem.

In conclusion then, i t  would seem that an archaeological program 

on the Baloarras and Breymann Redoubts is  essential, i f  these works are to be 

authentically and accurately restored. The restoration o f these two redoubts, 

in turn, would add greatly to the interest in the Park and would render great 

service in  aiding the v is ito r to visualize clearly the British  camp and the 

action of the Battle of October 7th.

The restored Balcarras and Breymann Redoubts would certainly be 

the most effective and dramatic locations in  which to mount seven or eight of 

General Burgoyne’ s cannon.

Submitted by

Charle s W. Snell 
Bistorian
Saratoga National Historical Park
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The following three pages are tracings from enlarged photostatic 

oopies of the two Lfc. Wilkinson’ s maps of the Breymann and Balcarras Redoubts

Map go. 1 is  traced from The Encampment and Position o f the Army under Lt.
General Burgoyne'"at Sword’ s House and ftreeman*s Farm on Hudson’ s 
River near StiilwaFer 1777» This map shows the Balcarras and 
Breymann Redoubts in  some detail. Several sally ports, covered by 
traverses are indicated on the Balcarras Redoubt as well as the 
position of eight cannon. The Breymann Redoubt is  shown with a 
battery of two guns.

Map. Ro. 2 is  traced from Plan of the Encampment and Position of the Army under 
his Bxcelly. Lt. General Burgoyne at Braemus heights on Hudson’ s 
River near Stillwater, on the 20th Sephr. wrbh' the Position of hhe 
Detachments etc. In the Action of the 7th of Octr. and the"frosition 
of the Army on the 8th of Octr. 1777. On this map Lt. Wilkinson 
leaves out some details of the Balcarras Redoubt in  order to insert 
some lettering, not included on the f i r s t  map.

Map No. 3 The Probable Plan of the Balcarras Redoubt, is  based on a study of 
the two maps o f Lt. Wilkinson which show the Balcarras Redoubt.
The w riter has enlarged the plan of the redoubt.
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