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Q. Do you remember being with General Burgoyne, foon after the laft council,
upon a vifit to an out poft near Fort Anne?

A. I perfeétly recollet it.

Q. Had General Burgoyne a confiderable efcort of Indians with him ?

‘A. He had. ,

Q. Did part of that efcort, on a fcout from that poft, fall in with and take
-a part of the enemy, who were laid in ambuth for the purpofe of killing or taking
the general, and thofe who were with him ?

A. They did.

Q. What were the fentiments of the captain taken on that occafion relpecting
his treatment from the Indians ?

A. He faid he was treated with much humanity, and I perfectly remember that
Erifoners brought in on many other occafions by the Indians, declared that they had

een ufed with the fame degree of humanity.

Q. Does your Lordfhip remember General Burgoyne’s receiving at Fort Anne, the
news of the murder of Mifs M‘Rea ? 4

A. 1 do.

" Q. Did General Burgoyne repair immediately tothe Indian camp, and call them to
council, affilted by Brigadier General Frafer?

A. He did.

Q. What paffed at that council ? -

A. General Burgoyne threatened the culprit with death, infifted that he fhould
be delivered up; and there were many gentlemen of the army, and I own I was
one of the number, who feared that he would put that threat in execution, Mo-
tives of policy, I believe alone, prevented him from it; and if he had not pardoned
the man, which he did, I believe the total defeétion of the Indians would have en-
o dued, and the confequences, on their return through Canada, might have been
dreadiul ; not to fpeak of the weight they would have thrown into the op-
;ﬁoﬁtc fcale, had™ they gone over to the enemy, which I rather imagine would

ave been the cafe.

Q. Do you remember General Burgoyne’s reftraining the Indian parties from
going out without a Britith officer or proper conduétor, who were to be refpon-
fible for their behaviour ?

A. 1do.

Q. Do you remember Mr. St. Luc’s reporting difcontents amongft the Indians,
doon after our arrival at Fort Edward ?

A. 1 do.

Q. How long was that after enforcing the reftraints above mentioned ?

A. I can’t exaltly fay; I fhould imagine about three wecks or a month,

Q. Does your Lordfhip recolleét General Burgoyne's telling Mr. St. Luc, that
be had rather lofe every Indian, than connive at their enormities, or ufing lan-
guage to that effe¢t ? : ; ;

" A. %do,
. Q. Does your Lordfhip remember what paflcd in' council with the Indians at
Fort Edward ?
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A. To the beft of my recolleétion, much the fame exhortation to act with huma-
nity, and much the fame rewards were offered for faving their prifoners.

Q. Do you recollect the circumftance of the Indians defiring to return home at
that time ?

A. 1 do, perfectly well,

Q. Do you remember that many quitted the army without leave ?

A. I do, immediately after the council, and the next morning,

Q. Was it not the general opinion that the defe@ion of the Indians, then and
afterwards, was caufed by the reftraint upon their cruelties and habits of plun-
der?

A, It was,

Q. Had you reafon to believe that the expedition to Bennington was much
defired by General Reidefel, and that it was his wifh to have it conducted by Lieu-
tenant Colonel Baume ?

A. It was always imagined in the army, that it was his wifh, and that
Colonel Baunfe was appointed to the command of it in compliment to
him,

Q. Did you know the corps of Britith, commanded by Captain Frafer, which
made part of that expedition ? .

A. They were volunteers from the Britith regiments, and alfo flood
very high in the opinion of the army, from their gallant behaviour on all
occafions.

Q. Do you remember General Burgoyne’s vifiting the detachment after it was
affembled, and conferring with Colonel Baume ?

A. 1 do.

Q. Did Colonel Baume appear fatisfied with the firength of his corps ?

A. 1 converfed with Colonel Baume, and with feveral officers under his .
command, and they appeared perfeétly fatisfied, at leaft I heard no complaint
from them ; the only anxiety they exprefled was, left the deftination of that
corps. fhould become known to the enemy.

Q. Does your Lordfhip remember General Burgoyne’s receiving, in the night, a
letter from Lieutenant Colonel Baume, expreffing he found the enemy in greater
force than he expeéted ?

A. 1 do.

Q. Do you remember Sir Francis Clarke, General Burgoyne’s aid du
camp, being fent with orders to Colonel Breyman to march immediately to
fupport him ?

A, Tdo. ‘

. Q _Did you communicate the fame order to General Reidefel at the fame
time : ,
A. 1did. .
(}. IVVas Colonel Breyman the neareft corps for the purpofe of that fupport

» It was,

. Did Brigadier General Frafer at all times treat your Lordfhip with great

c ence ? 4 "
. A. Fwas
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A. I wasoften with General Frafer, and he frequently talked without referve upon
matters which he was not particularly bound to conceal. There were certain matters of

intelligence which it would have been improper for him to mention toany body. In -

" this cafe I cannot boaft fo much of his confidence, as to fuppofe that he would have
opened his mind to me on matters which he would have concealed from the reft of
his friends.

Q. Have you not frequently been prefent when General Burgoyne and General
Frafer difcuffed the objedt of the campaign, and converfed freely on the circumfances
of the time? '

A. I have,

Q. Did your Lordthip ever, in prefence or abfence of General Burgoyne, hear Ge-
neral Frafer exprefs a difapprobation of pafling the Hudfon’s River ?

A. | never did?

Q. Do you know or believe that the idea of forcing our way to Albany was pre-
valent throughout the army ?

A. In every converfation I had with different officers of the army, I never remem-
ber once to have heard it doubted, but that we were to force our way.

Q. Did the armﬁ pafs the Hudfoen's River with alacrity ? :

A. It is impoffible for any army to have been in higher fpirits than they were
at that time, or more defirous of coming to an engagement with the enemy.

Q. Do you not conceive, that to have memained pofted behind the Hudfon's
* River, at the time the army pafled it and advanced, would have calta damp on the

fpirits of that army and a reflection on their General ?

A. From the eagernefs of the army to advance and the great uneafinels that
was difcernible through it on every delay, I apprehended that it could nat have been
otherwife ; and 1 think that General Burgoyne’s charafter would not have flood

- very high either with the army, this country, or the enemy, had he halted at Fort
Edward.

Q. Do you recolleét the march up to the enemy on the 19th of Septem-
ber ?

A. 1 do.

Q. Will you pleafe to defcribe it ?

A. The army marched in three divifions ; the German line flanking, the artillery
and baggage purfued the courfe of the river through the meadows, and formed
the left hand divifion ; the Britifh line marched parallel to it at fome diftance through

- the weods, and formed the centre divifion; General Frafer’s corps, with the grena-
diers and light infantry of the Germans, were obliged to make a large detour through
the woods, and formed the right hand divifion or column. Beyond this, on the
right, there were, as I underftand, flanking parties of light infantry and Provin-
cials ?

Q. ;?Va the country, over which the army pafled, interfefted with a decp
ravine

A. Tt was one of the deepeft I ever faw.

Q. Which column was firft attacked ?

A. The advanced party, confifting of the picquets of the centre column, being, fent
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forwards, under the command of Major Forbes, to explore the way by which. that
column was to pafs, feil in with a confiderable body of the rebels, pofted in a houfe

*and behind fences, which they attacked, and after a great deal of fire, the detach-
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ment nearly drove in the body of rebels; but on finding that the woods quite
round them were filled with the enemy, they were obliged to retire to the main
body.

({. Was the march {o performed that when General Burgoyne formed the line of
the Britith infantry, General Frafer’s corps were ready upon their right to fupport
them ?

A. General Frafer, on hearing the fire of Major Forbes’s party, detached two com=-
panies to fupport them, which came up juft after that engagement was over; and
on their appearance the enemy finding that our troops were in ftrength, quitted the
polt they had before occupied, and, immediately after this, the whole line was formed
with the utmoft regularity. I would explain, that when I fpeak of the line, 1 do not
include the left hand column which was compofed of Germans, and which did not
come into the 1te or into action till late in the day.

Q. How long did the ation laft ?

A. From three o’clock, I think, till very near eight.

Q. How long were the 20th, 21ft, and 62d regiments engaged *

A. During the greateft part of that time.

Q. Was t%e action well difputed by the enemy ?

A. It was, very obftinately.

Q. Was your Lordfhip near the perfon of General Burgoyna during that action,,
except when you were employed to carry orders ?

A. Yes.

Q. Were not different attempts made by the General’s orders to charge the enemy
with bayonets, and did not thofe attempts fail by the heavinefs of the enemy’s fire .
and thicknefs of the woods ?

A. There were many attempts made for that purpofe, and they all failed except
the laft, when the Britifh troops finally drove them out of the field.

Q. When part of the German troops did get into aétion that day under General
Reidefel, how did they behave ?

A. 1 heard their behaviour fpoke of in the higheft terms ; they marched up to
the enemy with great coolnefs and fteadinefs, and gave them, as I was. told, three
vollies by word of command from their officers.

Q. Can your Lordfhip fpeak to the lofs fuftained by the three Britith regiments,
the 62d in particular?

A. Thelofs was very confiderable; but I don’t recolle&t the numbers.

Q. Were thofe three Britith regiments in a condition to have attacked the enemy
the next morning, ?

A. Their numbers were {o reduced, that I apprehend they were not.

Q. From the lofs of killed and wounded, particularly of officers, would it have
:})eenpdeﬁrable to have brought thofe three regiments into aétion for the next ten

ays ! ;

A. In lefs than ten days the ftate of thofe regiments certainly would not have

been
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been much mended ; I therefore apprehend, that if they were not in a condition to
be brought into aétion the next morning, their inability would have ftill continued
for tho'e ten days.

Q. Had the army made a movement to gain the left of the enemy’s entrench-
ments before the redoubts were conftruted that commanded the plain near :he river,
would not all the bateaux, ftores, and hofpitals have been expofed to attack ?

A. It certainly would have been fo.

- Do you recolle the fcarcity of forage on the weft-fide of the river ?

A. 1 do perfectly.

Q. Would not the bridge of boats, conftructed for the purpofe of foraging to
the{c;(t fide, have alfo been expofed before the redoubts, above mentioned, were
raifed ?

A. They certainly would, had it not been for thofe redoubts and a work called
the 7éte du pont, which was raifed for the prote&ion of the bridge.

Q. Do you recollect how long it took to raife thofe redoubts, to throw the bridge,
and raife the Zéte du pont ? .

A. If I recollect right, the bridge itfelf was finifhed inone night; the making and
compleating the other works took fome days.

Q. Does your Lordfhip remember General Burgoyne mentioning to you in
confidence, the receipt of a letter from Sir Henry Clinton, and his hourly ex-
peflation of his attacking the Highlands, and his opinion that his fuccefs there
muft diflodge the enemy without attacking their entrenchments ?

A. I perfeitly recolleét the General’s mentioning all this to me.

Q. Was you near General Burgoyne in the action of the 7th of October?

A. T was,

Q. Do you recolle¢t what orders you carried ?

A. I do.

Q. What were they ?

A. The firft orders I recolleét to have carried, were to poft fifty men under the
command of a captain of the 2oth regiment, to the left of the detachment of the
army, i order, in fome meafure, to join them to the advanced works of General
Frafer’s camp, and, in cafe of any accident, to protect the detachment, fhould they
find it neceflary, to retire thither.
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The next orders I carried were to Major General Phillips, at the end of the action,

acquainting him, that as that detachment feemed much difordered from the cnemy
having rurned both their flanks, that it was neceflary to draw it as foon as poflible
back to the camp, which feemed menaced with an attack ; the care of this General
Burgoyne committed to General Phillips, while he himfelf returned to the camp, in
order to take proper meafures for its defence. On our return thither the works of
the camp were actually attacked as General Burgoyne had forefeen, and I was then em-
ployed to colleét what troops I fhould meet, and to order them to thofe parts where
they were moft wanted. Soon after this, the enemy having got round the right of
our camp, we expetted an attack upon our rear, and I then was difpatched with
orders from General Burgoyne to.Brigadier General Hamilton, for all the works in
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the rear of the camp, which had been previoufly confiruted, to be manned with |
fuch foldiers as he could fpare from the defence of the front. )

Q_ Does your Lordthip know what orders Sir Francis Ciarke was charged with,
at the time he received his wound ? fadyde

A. T met Sir Francis Clarke as I was fearching for General Phillips, and ac-
quainted him with my orders, telling him at the fame time, that as the thick-
nefs of the wood might prevent my finding General Phillips directly, 1 wifhed he
would affit me, in order that no time might be loft in delivering thofe orders ; that
was the laft time I faw Sir Francis Clarke, and I believe that foon afterwards he re-
ceived the wound of which he died ?

Q. Was it dark before General Burgoyne had a certainty that Col. Breyman was
killed, and his poft carried by the enemy?

A. It was fo dark that the officer, who I believe firft brought the intelligence of
it, feeing a number of men round the fires of that camp, took them for Germans,
and was not convinced of his error till he was fired upon by them, as they proved
to be a party ®f the enemy who had forced the works.

Q. Did General Burgoyne ufe any efforts to rally the Germans who were
returning from the action, and to perfuade them to recover Colonel Breyman’s

oft ?
¥ A. He certainly did his utmoft endeavours for that purpofe, which however were
ineffetual from the darknefs of the night, and the entire confufion in which they
were,

Q. Were any other troops at hand that could have been fpared for that pur-

ofe ?
J A. There certainly were not; every regiment was occupied in defence of its own
lines which were not certainly overmanned.

Q._In the heat of the ation do you recolleét feeing General Reidefel about the
time that the Germans, on the left of the Britith artillery, were giving way ?

A. 1 do.

Q. Was not General Reidefel exerting himfelf to reftore order in his troops ?

A. General Reidefel appeared to me to have behaved, on that occafion, in every
way as became a brave and intelligent officer.

Q. Was the retreat of the army in the night of the 7th made in good order, and
a new pofition taken by the time it was day-light ?

A. 1t certainly was,

Q. Was the army under arms the whole day of the 8th, and in continual expeéta-
tion of action ?

A. They were, and indeed were cannonaded during the greateft part of that day,
and the advanced corps in particular, who were pofted ona hill, were under almoft
a continual fire from the riflemen of the enemy.

Q. Do you recelleé the circumftance of ‘General Frafer’s funeral on the afternoon
of that day ?

A. 1 do, perfectly well; the redoubt in which he was buried was very heavily
cannonaded during the ceremony, and even previous to this they fired at thofe who

o - attended
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attended the corpfe on its way thither, which I fuppofe was accidental, and pro-
ceeded from the enemy’s feeing a number of people together.
Q. Who were the chief perfons who attended that tuneral ?

6
A. All the generals of the army, their aid du camps, and I believe all thofe who

were not attached to any fparticular poft, which at that time were very few.

Q. Was the retreat of the army on the night of the 8th, and on the day and past
of the night of the gth, made in good order 2

A. Itwas madein perfeét good order.

Q. What was the weather on the day of the gth ?

A. Exceeding wet.
4 Q. ‘v‘vimt was the ftate of the troops, in point of fatigue, when they arrived at

aratoga !

A. t?I‘hcy certainly muft have been much fatigued, from the length of time they
had been under arms, and more particularly fo from the badneis of the roads, occa-
fioned by the rains.

Q. When it was day-light the next morning, did you fee any pam of the enemy

upon the plain at Saratoga, on the ground where our ariillery was aficrwards

pofted ?
A. I don’t recollect.
Q. Does your Lordfhip recollect fecing a corps of the enemy on the other fide the
Hudfon’s River oppofite to Saratoga ? .

A. Perfectly well; and they feemed in force.

Q.. Do you remember the eircumitance of a battery opening from that corps ?

A. Tdo perfeétly well.  The general, General Phillips, and feveral other gentle-
men were at dinner.  We were all obliged to remove, from finding ourfelves in
the range of that battery.

« Q. We being in the range of that battery, muft it not neceflarily have com-
manded the ford on the Hudfon’s River ?

A. It certainly did command that ford.
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Q. Do you recolleét Licut. Col. Sutherland being fent with a detackment of 77-

regulars and provincials from Saratoga, to cover a party of workmen employed to
repair bridges, and render the road practicable?
A. 1 perfeétly recollect it.

(% Do you recollect for what reafon Colonel Sutherland and the regulars were re-
called ?

A. Tunderftood it was on the apprehenfion of an a&ion.
Q_ Does your Lordthip recollect different fcouts bringing reports of the enemy’s

being in poffeffion of the country betwcen Saratoga and Fort Edward, on beth fides
of the riveg ? :

A. 1.do. -
Q, Do yo; remember General Burgoyne’s mentioning, in confidence to you, dif-
ferent 1de;o o.fa:orcing the ford over ﬁzdfon's River ;. of cutting away by the ene-
my's right, and attempring a rapid march to Albany ; or by a night march to gain
the fords above Fort mE%'l%d? pud . o '
&, 1do perfectly remember that he mentioned to me all thefe ideas. o ths
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Q. Did you ever hear of an offer made by General aillips to make his way to
Ticonderoga with a body of troops ?

A. No. _
Q. In the intimacy in which you lived with Major General Phillips, myfelf, and

" the officers in General Phillips’s  family, do you not think you fhould have heard of

fuch an offer had it been made?
A. I apprehend that I fhould have heard of ir.
Q. Did your Lordfhip hear of General Phillips offering to attempt an efcape

" through the woods, with one or two guides, for the purpofe of putring himfelf at

the head of the troops at Ticonderoga, for the future defence of that place ?

A. 1 heard it mentioned fince 1 came to England, in fome common converfa-
tion ; but I never heard it hinted at while I was in America.

Q. The day before the council of the generals and field officers was called, can
your Lordfhip {peak of the ftate of things in general at Saratoga ?

A. The ftate of our army was certainly as bad as poffible. Their numbers were
few, their provifions fhort, and their pofition not a good one, owing to the nature
of the eountry, which rofe to the diftance of fome miles, one hill overtopping that
which was next to it. _

Q. Do you know any officer of that army who, in that fituation, thought we had
a right to more than honourable terms ?

A. ‘Our fituation, in the apprehgnfion of every one there with whom I converfed,
did not entitle us to more.

Q. Did the army in general look on the terms obtained, namely, the power of
ferving their country in other places, to be advantageous as well as honourable, and
‘more than they had a right to expect ?

A. 1 believe they certainly did; and that few perfons in the army expected fo good
terms as thofe which were granted.

Examined by other Members of the Committee, and by General Burgoyne occafionally.

. Did the Indians leave the army till after the battle of Bennington ?

A. Great numbers did, and at many different times.

Q. Were not fome Indians on the expedition to Bennington ?

A. There were.

Q. Was the expedition originally fent out to Bennington ?

A. My fituation in the army not entitling me to be in the council of war, and not
being employed on that expedition, I was of courfe not entrufted with the orders that
were given to Col. Baume.

Q. Have youreafon to fuppofe that General Reidefel or Colonel Bagme had a par-
ticular knowledge of that part of the country, fo as to make it particularly proper-
to give Colonel Baume the command of that expedition ?

A. I believe there was no officer in that army of fufficient rank to have com-
manded fuch an expedition, who ever had been in that ‘particular part of the

country.
Q. The
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. Q. The intention of the expedition being, as appears by the papers on the table,
to found the difpofition of the people of that country, was that part of the coun-
try peopled with Germans, as many other parts of the country are?

A. I can’t exaltly fpeak to the defcription of the people of that country, as I
was never there myfelf; but there were employed on that expedition numbers of
provincials, many of whom were of that very country; and I apprehend that the
common foldiers of a regular army are not the immediate people who are expe@ed
to found the minds of any country to which they are fent.

. As your Lordfhip mentioned the alacrity with which the army paffed the
Hudion's River, did the army in general think themfelves at that time inadequate to
the purpofe of forcing their way to Albany ?

A. The opinions of an army, who cannot be acquainted with the intelligence that
has been received, are often erroneous. The army was in high fpirits, and did not,
I believe, doubt of reaching Albany.

Q. Did the General then doubt of reaching Albany?

A. Ireally don’t know. .

Q. Were the rebels’ entrenchments completed on the 19th of September ?

A. I never faw the entrenchments at all.

Q. How was our army employed between the 1gth of September and the 7th of
Oc¢tober ?

A. The army itfelf was employed in ftrengthgning its pofition.

Q. Did it take the army cighteen days to ftrengthen its pofition before it made any -

movement?

A. Ican’t exallly fay. They were working all the time.

Q. What works were execured in that time?

A. There were numbers of redoubts erected ; the téte-du-pont; lines before the
camp ; outworks to the lines, in which guards and picquets were placed; and bar-
teries.

Q. How many redoubts were eretted ?

A. T think in all there muft have been five or fix.

Q. Was the erecting thole works full employment for eighteen days?

A. 1 am pot an engineer, or 1 certainly fhould endeavour to anfwer chat queftion.

Q. Were all thofe works neceflary, in your opinion, for an army that meant to
march forward and attack the enemy ?

A. They were neceflary in our particular fituation, being within half a mile of ¢he
enemy, to whom we were oppofed, and being inferior in numbers,

Q. Does your Lordfhip know whether the enemy thought it neceffary to fortify
themiclves with redoubts ?

A. I don't know what the fpecies of their fortification was; but 1 have been
always toid thar great labour had been employed on their works ;3 and what fmall pare
I faw of them convinced me of it.

‘ Q. Had you not information from deferters or friends what the enemy was
doing ?

A. My fituation in that army did not entitle me to reccive that intelligence.  'When
any perfon came to me to inform me that he had been employed in gaming fucli in-
telligence, my dury was to bring him to the Gengral,

| | Q. Was
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Q. Wasit nota matter of notoriety in the army, that the enemy reccived reinforce-
ment between the 1gth of September and the 7th of October ? )

A. The manner of receiving intelligence in an army feldom tranfpires ; the army
might guefs, butI believe they knew nothing.

Q. Was it not underftood that the rebels had fuffered a much greater lofs than
the king’s troops on the 1gth of September ?

A, It was.

Q. Wasnot the whole, or nearly the whole, of the rebel army enga ged?

A. Tdon’t know ; I apprehend the whole was not engaged. .

Q. Was our army in general, in your apprchenfion, in as good a condition on
the 2oth of September as the rebel army, who had fuffered much more? .

A. ‘The rebel army was {o numerous that their lofs was not equally felt with
ours,

Q. What number had you reafon to fuppofe the rebel army confifted of on the 19th
of September ?, )

A. 1 always underftood they were very numerous. I never heard their numbers
exactly.

Q. Was not the fcarcity of forage forefeen by every body ?

A" Thofe with whom I converfed did not forefee it to the extent in which we expe-
rienced it,

Q. Was it prudent, in your Lord(kip’s opinion, to bring, or attempt to bring, up-
wards of fourteen hundred horfes to attend the army, in a country fo deftitute of forage ?

A. I never heard that the horfes in our army were thought too numerous. On all
occafions a fcarcity of them was comrlained of.

Q. Do you know how many horfes were allowed for the baggage of each
regiment ?

A. I don’t know.

Q. Does your Lordfhip know how many horfes were employed about the train
of artillery ?

A. 1don’t recollet; but the returns are on the table.

Q. Was the heavy artillery brought back from Stillwater, on the retreat of the
army to Saratoga ? ~

A. We had loft fome fmall part of it, and the reft was brought to Saratoga.

Q. Did the bringing back of thatartillery delay that retreat or not ?

A. An army with cannon certainly cannot march fo rapidly as one without
cannon ; but cannon always creates a delay which armies have been content to put
up with. .

PQ. Was it neceffary, in your opinion, in the fituation in which the army retreated,
to make their retreat as expeditious as poffible ?

A. The army appeared to me that it did make its retreat as expeditious as pof-
fible.

Q. Would the leaving of heavy artillery behind, in your opinion, have made a
difference of four miles in the march ?

A. I can’t conceive that it would. The enemy were in force behind us; not
having numbers to contend with them, it would have been a very defperate circum-
ftance 10 have abandoned our cannop, in cafe of an attack. ‘

4 Q. Was
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Q. Were the heavy artillery, in effe?, of any ufe in that retreat? ‘

A. Tdon’t recollet as it happened, that they were of any other ufe than that of
their not being turned againft vs.

. Might not thofe cannon have been fpiked, and their trunnions have been
knocked off, to have rendered them ufelefs ¢

A. I underftand that the fpikes in cannon are eafily removed, and that it is not
an cafly matter, I believe almoft an impoffibility, with any tools that are carried in
an army, to knock off the trunnions of brafs cannon.

Q. Might not the retreat have been accelerated by leaving behind a great part of
the baggage ?

A. I dou’t think it would,
of any particular impediment. ,

Q. Does your Lordthip know at what time intelligence was received in General
-Burgoyne’s army of the failure of Colonel St. Leger’s expedition ?

A. Ithink it muft have been in the month of Auvgutl.

Q. Was not that before the paffing of Hudfon’s River ?

A. I don’t recollect the exact date of receiving thatintelligence.

Q. Was it in the month of Auguft?

A. I cannot tell. I heard of it fome time after by accident.

Q. Was there any heavy artillery wich thearmy, properly fo called ?

A There was none of the heavy fort; we had medium twelve-pounders, and
two twenty-four pounders, which we took fiom the enemy at Quebec, which were
very much lighter than thofe twelve-pounders.

Q. From the ftate of the fatigue of the troops, when they arrived at Saratoga,
do you apprehend they could have continued their march though there had been
no artillery ?

A. The army was certainly very much fatigued. I believe they could have got
but very little further. They certainly were notin a ftate for a long march.

Q. If the battle expected at Saratoga had been on the plain, would not the
heavieft artillery we had have been one of our beft dependencies ?

A. It certainly would: it would have given us a manifeft {uperiority in that
particular.

Q. If the army had not been provided with the number of horfes they had, by
what means would their provifions or bateaux have been tranfported in places where
the river was not navigable ?

A. The tranfportation of the bateaux and provifions could not certainly have
been carried on.

Q. Were there not fuch places on the Hudfon’s River between Fort Edward
and Albany ?

A. There were.

Q. Isit not at any rate a principal object with every army, and of a retreating one
in particular, to preferve tgcir artillery if it be poffible, even at the expence of
fome labour and delay ; and for the ufe they might be of to them afterwards, as
well ason the retreat ?

I do not remember that we were ftopt on account
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A. 1 apprehend the cannon are feldom abandoned, but through abfolute ne-
ceffity. : ‘ :

Q. Whether in general you can inform the committee, whether the army had
a confidence in the general ? . ' §

A. They certainly had a confidence in the general, and I do not believe that
they have altered their opinion. R

Q. Did the army then in general, and the officers in particular, entertain a
favourable opinion of the general’s conduét, capacity, and attachment to them
in the various fcenes in which he was engaged, and more particularly on very
trying occafions ? ' '

A. T don’t recolle that any officer, with whom I have had converfation, has
ever exprefled himfelf in different terms, and I believe there never was an army
more defervedly pleafed with the conduct of their general. )

Q. Whether the army expreflfed any diffatisfaction at the general’s return home ;
that 15, whether they thought he came with any purpofes not friendly to them,
or looked ‘on themfelves 'as deferted by him ?

A. 1 was not with the army when General Burgoyne came away ; but I have
converfed with many officers who have come from it, and thev exprefs no dil-
fatisfation on that head, much lefs looked on or confidered General Burgoyne’s
intentions as inimical to them.

Q. What was the ftate of the Agerican artillery, and how was it ferved ?

A. Except on a few occafions, I do not remember their having made much
ufe of their cannon; I thought on thole occafions that they ferved them flowly,
but not ill,

Q. Whether all circumftances confidered at the time of the affiir of Saratoga,
the retreat of the army was practicable, either with or without artillery ?

A. T thought it was impracticable.

Q_y[Vhethcr after the convention at Saratoga you went to Albany ?

A. Yes. '

Q. Whether you had any opportunity of obferving the nature ofithe country,
if it was ftrong or woody, clear or open ¥

A. Very ftrong and woody, and a great number of hills,

Q. What was the diftance ?

A. I don’t exallly recollet; about thirty-two miles..

Q. Was the fitvation of Albany a ftrong fituation, or was it commanded Uy
hills round it > » ;

A. The firvation of Albany was in a bottom very much commanded.

Q. If the army had penetrated to Albany, from-whenee might they have drawn
their (ubfiftence, if the country had been againft them ? :

A. T don’t know enough of the country to anfwer that queftion.

Q. Muft they not have drawn their fubfitence from New York ?

A. Tapprehend fo, if they were not mafters of the Mohawk country.

Q. Had you any opportunity of obferving the extent- of cledr or cultivated coun-
try round Albany ? , :

A. Ican’tvery juftly defcribe it, not having gone out of the town of Albany, from
the time I came into it, till I embarked for New York.

. Q Do



v S B A Bl o U

"

*  Major Forbes.]' Evipigow ok ' 61

Q. Do you think that, circumftanced as the army was after the engagement of 140.
the 1gth of September, it would have been more advantageous to have returned than
to have ftayed and fortified the camp ?

A. As matters have turned out, it certainly might ; but I believe no one thought
fo at that time. [(Wtbdrer.

Major Forzgs called in and examined by General Burgoyne.

Q. WAS you major of the gth regiment, and prefent with that regiment in r: .
the action near Fort Anne ?

A. T was,

. What was the behaviour of the enemy on that occafion ? : 2

A. At half paft ten in the morning, they affacked us in front with a heavy and
well-direfted fire ; a large body of them paffed the creck on the left, fired from a
thick wood acrofs the creek on the left flank of the regiment ; they then began to
re-crofs the creek, and attack us in the rear: we then found it neceffary to change
our ground, to prevent the regiments being furrounded ; we took poft on the top
of a high hill to our right. As foon as we had taken poft, the enemy made a
very vigorous attack, which continued for upwards of two hours ; and they cer+
tainly would have forced us, had it not been for fome Indians that arrived and
gave the Indian whoop, which we anfwered with three cheers; the rebels foon - af-
ter that gave way.

Q. What command had you on the 1g9th of September ¥ 3¢

A. I commanded the picquets of the gritifh.

Q. Was you attacked on the march, and with what degree of vigour ?-
A, I was attacked with great vigour from behind railed fences, and a houfe, by
a body of riflemen and light infantry. ;

Q. Was you wounded in that affair ?* 3

A. Very early in the day. '

Q. Do you remember General Burgoyne' bringing up the Britiflt Jine to fup- 6.
po;t. ytIn:i. and forming at the firft opening of ‘the wood ?°

. 1do. :

Q. Did General Frafer’s corps arrive precifely in time to occupy the heights on 7.
the right of the Britifh line when the action began ?. ‘

A. It did, and two companies of light infantry came to my fupport.

Q. Where did General Bargoyne poft the gth regiment ?- 2 8.
3 e ]
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A. As foon as they came out of the wood, they filed off to the right, and
were drawn off at a fmall diftance from the left of General Frafer’s corps, with
orders to occupy twe houfes, one company in each, and defend them to the laft
extremity. -

"), Had you an opportunity in that fituation to obferve the firefs of the
altion ?

A. I had while we remained in that pofition.

Q. What was the progrefs of it?

A. The twenty-firft and fixty-fecond regiments were drawn up on our left,
and were attacked about three o’clock on the fame ground where the picquets
had been attacked. About that time I heard a great deal of firing to my right
with the advanced corps ; an officer came up to General Burgoyne, and acquainted
him that the enemy were endeavouring to turn the left of the fixty-fecond regi-
ment, on which he difpatched an aid-de-camp with orders to the twenticth regi-
ment to form on the left of the fixty-fecond ; immediately after, fome compa-
nies of the light infantry came to occupy the ground the ninth were drawn up
on; the ninth were then ordered behind a deep ravine, to form a corps-de-
referve 1 faw nothing of the aion after that.

Q. What was the ftrength of the ninth regiment on that day before they fultain-
ed any lofs ?

A. On the 15th of the month she weekly return was given in, and, to the
beft of my recollection, they were two hundred and fifty and odd rank and file
fit for duty.

Q. What was the firength of the other regiments in the Britifh line ?

A. 1 cannot fpeak with any certainty, as I did not fee the returns; but on
talking with different commanding officers : the four Britifh regiments were about
sn:d thoufand one hundred, and the advanced corps about one thoufand two hun- .

red.

Q. Where was the twenty-fourth regiment ?

A. With the advanced corps.

Q. Where was the forty-feventh regiment ?

A. Six companies of the forty-feventh regiment that were with that army, were
employed as a guard to the batcaux and provifions, and two with the advanced
corps.

Q. Where were the other two companies of that regiment left?

A. One at Fort George, and another on an ifland in Lake G 6

Q. Of the eleven hundred which compofed the line on that day, do you know
how many were loft and difabled in the aétion ?

A. I have heard the furgeon of the hofpital fay, that there were more than
i‘i;‘/c 1l.mndrcd of the whole in the hofpital, but I can’t fpeak to how many of

e line. :

Q. Can you fay how many were killed?

A. T can’t. : : ;

Q. Can you fay how many officers were killed and wounded ?

A, I can’t immediately,

Q. Were
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. Were the Britith troo?l in a condition to have attacked an enemy in in-
trenchments after the action ? .

A. After the action of the 19th, I went to the hofpital to get my wounds
dreffed, and did not join the regiment till the 8th of O&ober; I can’t there-
fore give an opinion of my own: but I have heard feveral officers fay, they
did not think it would have been prudent or right from the lofs they had fuftained
the day before.

Q. Did the regiments begin to be encreafed in their firength from the recovered
men to any confiderable degree in lefs than eight or ten days?

A. Not that | know of. I was at the hofpital at the time.

Q. Being in the hofpital, had you occafion to know that the regiments were
fironger from the.receipt of their recovered men on the 7th of ober, than
they were at any time between the 1gth of September and that day ?

A. 1 know thar feveral men were difcharged from the hofpitals fo far recover-
ed as to enable them to do their duty. . ; .

. At what time did the troops arrive at Saratoga ? .

A. About eight o’clock at night on the gth.

Q. Do you know how long the troops had then been under arms, and without
repoic or regular refrefhment ?

A. From the 7th in the morning.

Q. Had they been in action, or in contingal expectation of action, during that
whole time ?

A. 1 was in the front of the army, and I heard a great deal of firing in the rear,
and we conftantly expected and looked for an attacf.

Q. Did the battery of the enemy on the other fide of the river at Saratoga com-
mand the fort on that river ?

A. Tt did.

. Was the ground fuch on our fide as would have enabled our artillery to have
filenced that battery ?

A. It did not appear to me that it could.

Q. Had the paffage of the ford been cffeited, and the army have proceeded to-
wards Fort Edward, on the eaft fide of the river, muft they not neceflarily have
paffed Batten Hill ?

A. Undoubtedly.

Q. IY)O you remember the ford at Batten-Hill 2

A. Yes,

Q. Would it have been poffible for the army to have paffed that ford without
artillery to cover them, and the enemy pofted on the other fide ? §

A. inly not. - I had an opportenity of feeing the twentieth regtment.paﬁ
that ford without an enemy to oppofe them, and they took a confiderable time,
owing to the depth of the water, the rapidity of the current, and the ftones being
remarkable flippery, fo that feveral of them fell into the river.

Q. Was you prefent at all the councils of war to which the field officers of the
army were at Saratoga ?
A. 1 was. »
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. Do you remember whether General Burgoyne ftated the difficulties of the time,
am%ha: hz mentioned his readinefs to undertaEc any meafure they fhould think for the

‘honour of -the Britith arms ? i

A. I do remember it, : :
Q. Was the council unanimous to treat with the enemy on honourable terms ?
A. They were. . o
Q. When the firft terms propofed by General Gates were read to them, were they
unanimous to reject them ?
A. They were. »
. After it was decided by a majority of the council that the treaty could not

be fufpended without breach of  faith, were not the council then unanimous to fign it
on that day ?

A. As the majority of the council had given it as their opinion that the public faith
was pledged, the council thought that there was no time to be loft, and that it ought to
be figned immediately.

.

Examined by other Members of the Committee and by General Burgoyne occafionally.

Q. Do you know or apprehend thgt the rebel camp was completely entrenched on
the 1gth of September ?

A. 1don’t know.

QEHad you any reafon to believe from information that they compléted their en-
trenchments afterwards ?

A. 1 underftood they had—TI don’t fpeak from authority.

Q. Had you reafon to think that the rebels received confiderable reinforcements .

" between the 1gth of September and the 7th of October?

A. 1 did not hear that they had. :

Q. Suppofing the rebels to have received reinforcements, could any acceffion of
ftrength to our army from the recovery of any number you can fuppofe of the sco
that wc}rc in the hofpital, be equal to a reinforcement of even oo men received by the
enemy ?

A. T cannot take upon me to fay.

Q. From being in the hofpital yourfelf, how many of the goo do yeu judge
joined the army ? :

A. I.can’t pretend to fay. !

Q. Do you judge in your own opinion, putting all the circumftances you can toge-
ther, whether the enemy were more likely to be forced on the 20th of September or a
-day or two after, than on the 7th of O&ober ?

A. It is impoflible for me to judge—I did not know their ftrength on the
19th of September, or what reinforcements they received before the 7th of
October.

Q. Did you apprehend the army might have made their setreat good to Canada
immediately after the aition of the 1g9th of September ? 4

- A, That
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A. That depended entirely on circumftances. By 3 ;

Q. Judging from the circumftances you then knew, what is your opinion ? 42.

“A. 1 was not more acquainted with the circumftances of the 1gth of September
than with thofe of the 7th of Oc¢tober.

Q._If the army had had three weeks more provifions when they began their retreat, 43.
would not that have been a material circumftance to them towards making good their
retreat ?

A. The army could have defended themfelves longer in their entrenchments at Sa-
ratoga if they had had more provifions.

Q. Had you known, immediately after the action of the rgth of September, that 44.
a letter had been received from Sir Henry Clinton, mentioning his intention to attack By General
the highlands about that time, would you have thought either a retreat or an immediatc Burgoyne.
attack on the enemy advifeable ?

A. Certainly not.

Q. Do you know whether a council of war was called on the 20th gf September, 45.
or immediately after the engagement of the 19th of September ? By other
A. 1don’t know that there was, : Members.

. Did the army in which you ferved, in its approach to Albany, expe&t a co-ope- 46.
rat%; from Sir William Howe on the North Rivcl:g e -
- A. Wedid.
Q? Do you believe if the army under Sif® William Howe, inftead of going 47.
by fea up the Chefapeak to Philadelphia, had operated upon the North River
to effect a junétion with General Burgoyne’s army, confidering alfo the panic
that' prevailed after the taking of Ticonderoga, that the army under General
Burgoyne would have been made prifoners ?
A. I fhould think not.
» Q. Did you expett any great oppofition from the rebel army after the taking 48.
Ticonderoga ?
A. 1did not, '
QHUpon what grounds did you fo pofitively expect a co-opefation with Sir Wil- 4.
liam Howe’s army
A. From General Burgoyne’s orders.
Q. Did you ever fee General Burgoyne’s orders ? 50.
A. Every day during the campaign.
Q. By what orders of General Burgoyne did you expect a co-operation ? 51,
A. Early in O&tober General Burgoyne gave it out in orders that there were po-
werful armies of the King’s then co-operating with ours.
Q. Did not thofe orders give fpirits to General Burgoyne's army ? 52.
?._ Situated as our army was, every profpect of reinforcement muft certainly give
us [pirits. -
; 3 Did gm;cver hear of any co-operation before thofe orders of General Burgoyne’s 53.
# 2

1
A. It was generally talked of in the army, but not by authority.
- Q. Whether, if the operations of Sir Henry Clinton on the North River had taken §4

place in time, it would not have been looked on as a e & el
with General Burgoyne’s army ? =y ntageous co-operation

K i A. It
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A. It might have been attended with very good confequences.

55. Q. What fituation in dg:neral. and particularly with regard to provifions, was General
Burgoyne’s army in, at the time you mentioned thofe encouraging hopes of co-operation
in his orders ?

A. The army was put on fhort allowance at that time. :

56. Q. Whether in military affairs a powerful diverfion, if well executed, is not known
often to anfwer very effectually the purpofes of co-operation ?

A. Certainly very good effeéts have accrued from powerful diverfions.

Q. If there had been a council of war on the zoth. of September, or immediately
after the enga%emcnt of the 19th, fhould you have known of it ? :

A. 1 think I muft have heard of it.

Q. Whether, confidering the circumftances of Sir William Howe’s having car-
ried his army to Chefapeak Bay, you fuppofed, or ever heard it fuppofed,
that Sir Henry Clinton would have attempted his operations up the- North
River ﬁ;oncr,than he did, or previous to the arrival of his reinforcement from
Europe ?

A.Pe Not knowing Sir Henry Clinton’s ftrength, or his orders, nor the force
the enemy had to oppofe him, it is impofiible for me to anfwer that quef-
tion.
59. . Q. What effect had it on the fpirits of General Burgoyne’s army when they found

there was to be no co-operation Between that army and the army of Sir William

Howe ? :
A. We never knew but that there was to be a co-operation,.

57

[(Withdrew..

CapraNy Broomrierp, of the Artillery, called in, and examined by
General Burgoyne..

N Q.'?ITN what capacity did you ferve in the campaign. in America in 1776 and
9y \ \
7%. I was major of brigade of the royal artillery. , ;
2. Q. Was you cmployedi General Phillips, on your return to England, after
the campaign of 1776, to. folicit a further fupply of artillery for the fervice of
the enfuing campaign ?
A. On my leaving General Phillips at St. John’s, in the month of November,
1776, I was, charged with a letter to Sir Guy Carléton, wherein he recommended
4. . - I
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it to make a demand of a further fupply of artillery and ftores for the com-

equipment of an additional number of gun-boats for the fervice of Lake
Champlain in the enfuing campaign, and likewife for the boats themfelves to
be fent out in frame-work. Sir Guy Carleton, on perufing the letter, difap-
proved of the boats being fent out, but approved of the demand of the ftores
and artillery agrecable to General Phillips’s requeft, and they were accordingly
fent out in the beginning of the year 1777.

Q. At what time did you join the army in the campaign of 17772

A. 1 joined the army at Ticondcrog;a on the 23d of July.

Q. Did you live in the family of General Phillips, and had you occafion to
know his fentiments refpeéting the artillery department?

A. 1 did chiefly live with the general, and had frequent occafion to know his
fentiments on the fubjeét of the artillery in the courfc of my duty as brigade-
major. :

Q. Did you know, or had you reafon to believe, that the proportion of ar-
tillery employed that campaign was according to the opinion anderecommenda-
tion of General Phillips ? :

A. 1 can have no doubt but that an officer of General Phillips’s rank and
extenfive experience muft have determined that point.

Q‘_Wlu?t was the diftribution of the artillery after the enemy evacuated Ti-
conderoga ?

A. The light brigade of artillery proceedéd with the army by the way of
Skcnc{boroug%; the park brigade and ftores were conveyed acrols Lake George
in bateaux.

Q. Was not a confiderable portion of artillery of the heavieft kind either left
at St. John’s, fent back from Ticonderoga, or difpofed of in veflels?

A. It was : there were left at Ticonderoga fix heavy twelve-pounders, one light
twelve-pounder, four light three-pounders, four royal mortars and twelve co-
horns. Left on board the Royal George, two heavy twenty-four-pounders, two
thirteen-inch mortars, two ten-inch mortars, four eight-inch mortars, four royal
mortars and eight cohorns. Sent back to St. John’s in the Radau, fourtcen
heavy twenty-four-pounders, two eight-inch howitzers. Left at Fort George,
four medium twelve-pounders, two light fix-pounders, two eight-inch howitzers,
two royal howitzers, With Colonel St. Leger's expedition to Fort Stanwix were
fent two light fix-pounders, two light three-pounders, four cohorns. Left at St
John's, four light fix-pounders, five light three-pounders, four cohorn mortars :
that was the diftribution of artillery that remained after the army had quitted
Fort George. The quantity of artillery brought forward with the army were
four medium twelve-pounders, two light twenty-four-pounders, eighteen light
fix-pounders, fix light three-pounders, two eighteen-inch howitzers, four royal
howitzers, two eight-inch mortars, four royal mortars.

- Q. Was not that park artillery, tho’ confifting of fome twenty-four-pounders

and fome twelve pounders, pr?aly field artillery ?
A. They certainly were, and have ever been confidered as fuch on all field

v ry artillery is. of a diftin@ pature, and confiderably heavier than
guns of the fame calibre which we had in the army.
: Ag Q. Have
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Q. Have you ever known a lefs proportion than the brigaded artillery, which
was attached to the line and to the advanced corps, allotted to the fame num-
ber of troops ? o it

A. The proportion of féld artillery certainly fhould vary both in quantity
and nature according to the variety of circumftances under which the army is to
act; the ufual alloument of light field pieces are two to each battalion 5 and
from a calculation of the number and ftrength of General Burgpync’s army, I do
not conceive that our lighs field artillery exceeded that tprop_omon.'

(L})What do you apprehend was the propofed ufe of artillery in the country
in which we were to aét? A : :

A. To diflodge the enemy from fuch pofts as every where prefent themfelves
in that part of the country, and from which it may be impoflible to diflodge
them without artillery of a more confiderable calibre than light fix-pounders.
Iﬂ(h?o you remember the pofition which the enemy evacuated at Schuyler’s

and

A. 1 do perfedly.

Q. Had that pofition been maintained, would not artillery of ‘the heavieft
nature we had have been particularly ferviceable ? .

A. Provided the poft could not have been turned, and the enemy had made
ufe of every advantage which the ground gave them, I have no doubt but the
park artillery would have been abfolutely neceffary.

Q. Had the paflage of the Hudfon’s River, or of Batten Kill been difputed,
would artillery of that nature have been ferviceable ?

A. Doubtlefs it would. '

Q. Had the enemy taken a pofition at the Forks of the Mohawk River,
would artillery of that nature have been ferviceable ?

A. From the imperfect manner in which I faw that ground, it appeared ca-
pable of being made extremely defenfible, and, of courle, that fort of artillery
would have been ferviceable.

Q. Had the army reached Albany, and it had been found expedient to for-
tify a camp there for the winter, would artillery of that nature have been
neceflary ?

A. There can be no doubt of it.

Q. What do you apprehend to be the chief ufe of howitzers and {mall
mortars in the field.

A. I apprehend they are of infinite fervice againft all kinds of log work, ab-
baties, and againft entrenchments. The fmall mortars are particularly ufeful
Fgainﬁ redoubts and other works where the enemy are confined within a {mall
pace. - Y

Q. Are not log works a fpecies of fortification peculiar to that country ?

A. I never faw any elfewhere. - | ) '

Q. Was the carrying forward the artillery from Lake George to the place where
tbf' army croffed the I%udfon’s River any impediment to the tranfport of pro-.
vilions ? ! w1 . ‘

A. The tranfport of our artillery and ftores were conftantly made by - horfes

attached
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attached to our nent, and therefore T do not conceive it did in any man.
ner interfere with the tranfport of provifions—I mean to confine myfelf in this
anfwer to the tranfport from Fort rge to the Hudfon’s River; for after crof-
fing the river we had fome oxen and horfes attached to the fervice of the ar-

tillery, which I believe were before employed in bringing forward provifions and -

bateaux. ‘ . ‘

Q. What time did it take to bring forward the park artillery from Fort George
to the bridge of boats over the Hudfon’s River ?

A. The hight brigade and the artillery of the park, with their proper propor.
tion of ftores and ammunition, had their horfes, carriages, and drivers conftantly
attached to them ; it therefore required no more time to carry thofe ftores than
was neceflary for the carriages themfelves to pafs from Fort George to the
Hudfon’s River ; but with refpe@t to the referve which was afterwards tranf-

orted by water in bateaux, I believe two days with all our carriages would eafily
Kavc conveyed them to the Hudfon’s River.

Ci Do you remember the pofition of the King’s troops from thg time of the
attack on the 1gih of September to the attack on the 7th of Oftober ?

A. Yes.

Q. Had the army made a movement to gain the left of the enemy's en.
trenchments without previoufly conftruéting redoubts on the beights that com-
manded the plain, would not the bateaux, provilicns and hofpital have been
left open to an attack from the enemy’s right ? :

A. They would have been left expofed undoubtedly.

QbW§m not the largelt guns we had the properefl pieces. of artillery for thofe
redoubts ?

A. T think it was a férvice that was exactaly adapted to them,

. Q. Do you remember the difpofition. made by General Burgoyne on the 7th
of October ?

A. 1 do.

Q. At what time was you wounded in that attack ¥

A. I believe in about twenty minutes after it commenced,.

Q. What circumftance of the action did you obferve before you was wound-
ed, particularly refpeting the artillery and the enemy’s advancing under the fire
“of the artillery, and what happened to the troops pofted immediately on the lett
of the artillery ? ,

A. The ground on which the artillery was pofted was a clear fpot, in a great
meafure furrounded by woods, the fkirts of which on. our left was dittant
about two hundred yards where the awtack firlt began. The two medium twelve-
pounders were pofted on a fmall eminence, nearly in the center of this cleared
ipot between the German picquets and a detachment of the Hefle Hanau regi-
ment. ©On the enemy’s column approaching, the fire of the twclve-pounders and
the four fixes was immediately directed towards the enemy’s column, notwith-
ftanding which, they drew up along the fkirts of the wood behind trees, and
after driving in the Germans, kept a pretty warm fire of mufketry on the guns

and the troops pofied about them ; foon after this I heard a firing on the right
: . towards
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towards a cleared {] rated from us by a wood on which the light infan-
try were pofted on sgf’y m{cg:manding ground. On their retreating, as allo the twenty-
fourth regiment who was drawn up in the wood on our right, the enemy made
their appearance on an eminence on our right, and cut off the retreat of the ar-
tillery—At this moment I received my wound, and therefore can give no farther
account of the circumftances of that day’s action.

Examined by other Members of the Committee.

Q. What was the number of horfes in general employed for the artillery af-
ter the march from Ticonderoga ? a4 : 4

A. The whole number of horfes detached with the Britifh artillery, previous
to the paffing the Hudfon’s River, was about four hundred.

Q. How thany would have been neceffary for the ficld pieces attached to the
battalions only ?

A. Eighteen fix-pounders at four horfes each; fix three-pounders at three
horfes each, and two royal howitzers at three horfes each : the remainder were for

ark artillery, ammunition, and ftores of all kinds to accommodate the army on
its march. .

Q. Was the forage for thefe horfes procured in the country on their march,
or brought from a diftance? i

A. A quantity of oats was brought forward from Canada, but with refpeft to
other forage they were under the neceffity of collecting it in the neighbourhood
of the encampment. ' " & » :

. How many waggons might the bringing on that quantity 'of oats employ ?

%I believe tgc qt%ag:tity o%' oats aftcrgpagmng Fort Edward was fo tgﬂing
that I don’t believe it loaded one waggon.

Q._After the army arrived at Fort Edward, did any delay or not arife to its
forward progrefs from bringing on the park artillery, waiting for horfes and dri-
vers for that ﬁurpofc, or to provide forage ?

A. The park artillery remained at Fort Edward no longer than was neceflary
during the time the army remained in that neighbourhood: I do not know of
any delay whatever from the want of horfes and drivers. Had the park artillery
moved forwards fooner, no end could have been anfwered by it, before the bridge
was thrown over the Hudfon’s River,

Q. Were there any gun-boats fent out to Quebec for the campaign 1776 ?

A. There were.

Q. Were there a fufficient number fent out, in your opinion ?

A. It appeared that the naval force was fuperior to that of the rebels, from the
event of that en'gaﬁ_emcnt; and therefore I conclude, that for the ufes of that cam-
paign there were a fufficient number.

Q. Did you apprehend, before the event of the altion on the lakes, that the num-
ber was fufficient, and went out in time ? v

A. We
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A. We had received very exaggerated accounts of the rebel force on the lakes,.

and therefore uncommon exertions were ufed to render our force as formidable as
ble ; and probably fome time was loft, and the campaign in fome degree.
tetardca,’ from l:hat circumﬁnl;-;:e. g ‘
. Would the campaign have been retarded fo long if a greater num gun-
boa%'had been fent out ? " B
A. Certainly not.
. What number of artificers were fent to Canada for the campaign in 1776?

A. I don’t immediately recollect the exaét number ; but I think Colonel Chriftie
engaged about two hundred. I know of no others being fent out.

Q. Do you know of more being afked for by the artillery or engineers, as neceffary
for the campaign ?

A. I did hear of fome fuch intention ; but at this diftance of time I cannot parti-
cularly anfwer that queftion.

. Whether the number of artificers fent out for that campaigy, were, in any
degree, fufficient for the purpofe of carrying it on ?

A. Certainly not. We were under the neceffity of collefing all the artificers that
could be met with in Canada for the armament of St. John’s only, moft of the
bateaux being built by private contract.

. Were not the operations of that campaign confiderably retarded, for want of
the number of artificers that were afked for and bt granted ?

A. Had the number of artificers been greater, there can be no doubt but the
work would have gone on much fafter. With refpet to the artificers being de-
manded, I have already faid I do not recolleét the number.

%Wcre there not horfes neceflfary for conveying the flores and ammunition
neceflary for the field train ; and how many ?

A. The beft anfwer to that queftion will, Iapprehend, be a ftate of the number of
horfes aftually attached to the feveral brigades of artillery, fince the allotment of
flores and ammunition were exaétly proportioned to the number of pieces which
they accompanied. ‘

E’I‘hc brigade attached to the advanced corps of light artillery confifted of
eighty-five——]

Q. How many horfes might have been fpared, if the heavy park of artillery had
not attended the army ?

A. It would have made a difference of two hundred and thirty-feven horfes..

Q. Was the army furnifhed with. carts to have employed thofe two hundred and
thirty-feven horfes ?

A, 1 really cannot anfwer that queftion of my own knowledge..

(Withdreus

Jovis
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EVIDENCE Licut, Col. Kingfton.J

Fovis 3° die Funii, 1779

Lizvrenant Coroner Kincstox called in, and examined by General Burgoyne.

. IN what capacity did you act in the campaign of 1777? ,

‘% As deputy a&jutant gcyn.;ral of the province of Quebec; I afted as adjutant
general of the army under General Burgoyne, and alfo as fecretary to General Bur-

oyne.
. )él Did not that double capacity, and the confidence with which General Burgoyne
treated you, lead you to the knowledge of the material circumftances attending that
campaign ? «

A. 1looked an myfelf to be in the entire confidence of the general.

. OﬁDid General Burgoyne give any orders for the augmentation of artillery de-
ftine g ‘

for this expedition, after his arrival in Canada ? :

A. There was no fuch order went through me; nor did I hear of any fuch order
being given. i~

Q% ave you reafon to believe that the proportion of artillery employed was ac-
cording to the opinion and recommendation of Major General Phillips ?

A. 1 believe General Burgoyne had the greatett confidence in General Phillips's
knowledge and abilities; and 1 believe the proportion -of artillery to have been
arranged between General Phillips and Sir Guy Carleton, becaufe I don’t know of
any directions given by General Burgoyne upon that head.

Q. What were the orders given, at the opening of the campaign, refpecting the
incumbrances of baggage ?

[The witnefs refers to the arderly book, which be bad with bim.
Read the orders.

They are the original orders, written by myfelf at the time.

[ Reads.] “ Extra&s from orders iffued by Lieutenant General Burgoyne at Montreal,
dated goth May, 1777.

“ The regiments deftined for the expedition under General Burgoyne are to
““ leave in their refpeftive fores their blanket coats, legging, and zll baggage
““ that can be fpared during the fummer months; the officers are depended on
“ not to encumber the fervice with more baggage than fhall be abfolutely ne-
‘““ ceflary for a campaign where the movements may be expefted to be fudden

* and alert ; the portion of bateaux to cach regiment will be regulated on thofe
% principles.”

Q. Were thofe orders afterwards enforced ?
, A. Orders
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'J A. Orders were iffued again to the fame purport, dated Skenefborough Houfe,
12, :
ul[yRmd.r] ¢ It is obferved that the injun&ion given, before the army took the field,
" * relative to the baggage of officers, has not been complied with ; and that the regi-
“ ments in general are encumbered with much more baggage than they can poffibly be
* fupplied with means of conveying, when they quit the lake and rivers; warning is
¢ therefore again given to the officers, to convey by the bateaux, which will foon
¢ return to Ticonderoga, the baggage that is not indifpenfibly neceflary to them 3
“ or upon the firt fudden movement, it muft inevitably be leftc upon the .
¢ Such gentlemen as ferved in America the laft war may remember that the officers

“ took up with foldiers’ tents, and often confined their baggage to a knapfack for

“ months together.”

Q. Have you a letter from General Burgoyne to General Reidefel, on the fubje®
of the incumbrance of b‘FE‘G‘? :

A. Thave an extract of ity taken from the original letter in the lette®-book. It is
as follows :

Extra&l of a Letter from Lieut. Gen. Burgoyne to Major Gentral Reidefel, dated Head
uarters at Skemefborough, tkex8th July, v777.

“ Je vous ﬁ:’pplic de faire en forte, q[t‘le V'efprit de I'ordre par rapport

* 2 le renvoye des btfgmga des officiers a2 Ticonderoga aye licu.
“ Les ages des officiers Britanniques font deja renvoyés, et il n'en

 refte A plufieurs qu’une petite tente, et un valife, Cleft réelement pour
. ““ Vintereft de l'officier & la fin, que je fuis fi port¢ i cet article,”

TRANSLATION.

¢ I requeft you to take meafures that the fpirit of the order refpecting
¢ the fending back officers’ b to Ticonderoga may have due force.

“ The baggage of the Briti rs is already gone, and many of them
¢ have only retained a fmall tent and one cloak bag. It is really for the in-
“ tereft of the officers, in the end, that I am fo preffing upon this fubjed.”

Q. When the contract was made for horfes and carts at Montreal, was it the
general opinion of the perfons of beft intelligence confulted, that the number was
more or lefs than neceflary for the fervice on which we were going

A. In general converfation on that fubje¢t I remember to have heard it faid, that

though .they were infufficient, we might expe& to find additional ﬁlxpﬂes in the -

country. I have extracts of letters here that paffed between General Burgoyne and
General Phillips on that fubjeét. They are extracted from the original letter copy-
; Have vou the returns, or extralts of the returns, of the ftrength of the army
at all the different periods of the campaignl? . L
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A. I have extrats from the returns. R Sy
Q. What wasthe flrength of the regular troops, at the higheft, at the opening of
the campaign, rank and file, fit for duty? B
*A. The firft returns I received on the firft of July,
The Britithwere 3576 fit for duty. :
Germans 2919 do. R

\ 6489 !
I fpeak folely of the army under Lieut. General Burgoyne.
Q. What were the numbers of the artillery, and the corps under Lieutenant
Nurt, attached to the fervice of the artillery ?. L
Britifh artillery 257
Germans 100
Recruits under Lieut. Nutt 154
Q. Werg there any other troops in the army that could be called regulars ?
+ A, There were Canadians, Provincials, and Indians; but I never confidered them
as regulars, becaufe they were not difciplined.
Q. Can you ftate about what was the number of the Canadians ?
A. 'The Canadians were 148 the higheft number.
- 7Q. The Provincials . 3 N ,
A. T would be underftood to fpeak to the opening of the campaign the firft of July.
They were low then, and encreafed afterwards. TEey were then 83,
Q. The Indians ?
A. Between three and four hundred. It was very difficult to colle@ what their

- number was exactly.

17s.

18.

1().

20.

Q. Was thce army ever fo high in numbers, Provincials and ‘Indians excepted, as
at that period?2. . . . : , 7Sy i .

A. Tbelieve it never was. On the 3d of September additional’ companies joined
the Britith, to the amount of about 300 men ;. but from killed and wounded, and the
garrifon left at Ticanderoga, the army was at no tinic equal to its firft number.

Q: Whar was the force left at Ticonderoga? . .

A. The firft garrifon_confifted of 462 Britith, rank and file, 448 Germans, rank
and file 5 making g1o in the whole, -

Q. Do you remember the difficulties which attended moving the wounded to
Ticonderoga, after the action at Huberton ? ;

A. 1 remember to have heard they were very great. Différent propofitions were
made for the removing them, fuch as biers and hand-barrows, which were {o very
incommodious, that 1 remember to have been told that the wounded would rather
be left where chey were than move in the then ftate of their wounds by fiich con-
veyanees. ;

t:Y(Ll)o you know what were General Burgoyne’s motives for detaching General
Reidefel with a large corps of troops to the country in the ncighbou‘rh:s of Caf-
tlcton ? \ , ‘ & Tt

A. T don’t remember to have been prefent when General Reidefel received his
orders or inftructions ; but I underftood it was to create an alarm towards the Con-
necticut, to give encouragement to the loyal inhabitants, if any fuch there were,
and to. protect, thofe that were wounded at Huberfton or thereabouts. ¥

¢ Was. ’

hy ¥
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Q. Was the removal of thofe wounded effected long before General Reidefel was

recalled from Caftleton? " : |

A. I believe not; for I am not quite certain that the whole were moved when Ge-
neral Reidefel returned to the army at Skenefborough, a day or two before the firft
divifion of the army moved towards Fort Anne. . : ;
* Q. Have you any papers written by Leneral Burgoyne between the time he was
at Montreal and the time he left Skenefborough, explanatory of the motives on
which he atted ? '
A, T'have. They are extra&s from the original leter-book.

. Are you acquainted with any facts that will afcertain whether, on the army’s
arriving at Fort Edward, it was forwarder in its progrels towards Albany, in point
one:imc,?thah it would have been had it taken the route by Ticonderoga and Lake

rge . i

A. In anfwer to that queftion I have to fay, the army, by taking that route, was
a-head of the tranfport of provifions, which, for the greater part, went from Ticon-
deroga by the route of Lake George. %

Q. Atour firlt arrival at Fort %dnrd. and previous to the roads being mended,
in what proportion did provifions arrive at our camp ? ‘ - iy

A, Very little more than for the immediate confumption. ,

Q. iy-'hve you the memorandum-books of Sir Francis Clarke ?

A, Yes.

Q. Do you know them to be his band-wricing ?
boﬁ(‘ I am fully convinced of it, having feen him enter many of the articles in thefe

S. : : boihy 1o i3

%;ﬁs there been any alteration or addition fince you had them ? y

. What was the charater of Sir Francis Clarke refpecting his accuracy ?

(AL.I never faw an officer more attentive to the dutiesﬁ?s‘ﬁatim th:y Sir Francis
Clarke, and always found him exceedingly accurate in the remarks he made.

: Q.? Are there any memorandums refpecting the arrival of provifions at that
time? R L

A. There are feveral.

Q. You will read two or three? iy

A. [ Reads.]—* Fifth Auguft. Victualling of the army out this,day. and from
*¢ difficulties of the roads and tranfports, no provifion came in this night.”

“ Sixth Auguft.—At ten o’clock this morning, not quite enough provifions atrived
% for the confumption of two days.” ‘ v ' .

Q. "Was it in general u ood, ftom the combined intelligence received by

‘General ‘Reidefel, while he was detached to Caftletown, and that received by Ge-

‘neral Burgoyne from the Provincials in his camp, that there were many well affected

inhabitants “towards -Bennington, who would thew themfelves on the approach of

“troops 3 and that there was goe&wn and fabmiffion among the party attached to the
congrefs in that country ? ‘ B
A 1 did hear feveral reports to that purpofe, e 1

5 L ax R R i 4 Q. Have
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Q. Have you the original rough draft of the expedition to Bennington, as prefented
to General Burgoyne from General Reidefel; with General Burgoyne’s alterations and
additions ?

A. 1 have the original rough draft of the propofals for the expedition to Benning-
ton; but not being prefent at the time, I can’t fay whether thofe propofals were deli-
vered by General Reidefel or not ; but 1 know of alterations made in thofe propofals
by General Burgoyne, from a knowledge of his hand-writing.

Nete, The witnefs delivered in to the Commitiee the original rough draft of the
Inftruétions, with a fair copy.

Q. Whether you have reafon to know that all the erafures and alterations in that
plan were made before the expedition took place ?

A. 1 believe they were, from the reading of it.

Q. Doyou remember taking this plan to General Phillips the day General Bur-
goyne went to Fprt George to infpect the tranfport of provifions ?

A. Fdo remember it very well ; it was the rough draft I took.

Q.. What were General Phillips’s fentiments upon it ?

A. I remember General Phillips and I had a long converfation on the flownefs of
the arrival of the tranfport of provifions; and he faid Ec looked on this as a very good
idea ; that he faw no objetion, and afked me if I knew of any.

Q. Do you remember fhewing the plan to General Frafer ?

A. Ido very welk

Q. What did he exprefs on the fubjeét ?

A. He defired me to leave it with him till the afternoon for his confideration, He
came himfelf to my tent the next morning early ; he exprefled himfelf to me in a
manner that conveyed a difapprobation of the Germans being employed in it. I
think I obferved to him that fince the honour gained by the advanced corps at Hu-
berton, I believed General Reidefel was defirous of having'the Germans employech
I' mentioned to General Frafer my ideas of provifions being obtained by that expedi-
tion,” and the army thereby enabled to get quicker on to Albany than waiting for the
{low tranfport from Fort George. General l‘-lrafcr faid fomething about Germans, which
I don’t recolle¢t; which brought this remark from me. 1 defired General Frafer,
from the friendfhip he had for General Burgoyne, if he faw any real objection
to this plan, to exprefs himfelf fully and freely to General Burgoyne himfclfJ ; that
the fcouts of the army and the guides were attached to his the advanced corps, and
he might, through them, perhaps know more of the nature of the country than
¥ did; and thercfore I prefled him to mention his obje&ions, if he had any, two
General Burgoyne. 1 think he faid, but am not quite certain, * the Germans aze
““not a very aétive people; but it may do.” 1 prefled him at parting to go to
General Burgoyne, if he thought it would not do.. He faid No, and went off.

Q. Were not many of the Provincials in the army of the country about Benning-
ton, and towards the Connecticut ?

A. I can’t pretend to fay they were from that country; but I underftood many of
them were well acquainted with. that country.

Q. Do
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Q. Do you remember Captain Sherwood in particular ? . 30.
A. I do very well. v
Q. Was he of that country ? 40.
A. 1 underftood he was of that neighbourhood.
Q. Did you ever hear Colonel Skeene, or any other Provincial, confulted onan 41,
expedition into that country, exprefs any apprehenfion of its fuccefs ?
A. Inever did. Sir Francis Clarke told me he had received favourable accounts
from Colonel Skeene; and I believe after part of the expedition had taken
Q. Arc there any memorandums of Sir Francis Clarke's, refpecting the expedi- 42.
tion to Bennington ?
A. Yes. '
Q._Is there any that marks the diftance between Batten Kill and Bennington ? 43.
A. Yes; it is his hand-writing,
[Reads.] *“ From the mouth of Batten Kill, Eaft, for two miles%; then ftrike off
¢ South Eaft for about fifteen miles to Cambridge; and fo on about twelve miles
¢ to Bennington.” 44.
Q. Have you the original letters, ?w:ittcn from Colonel Baume to General Bur-
ne, while he was on the expedition ;
goyA. They are here. ped o He delivered them in to the Committee. :ﬁé:: Ay
Q. Is there any memorandum of Sir Francis Clarke’s marking the time when 45,
Colonel Breyman was ordered to march to fupport Colonel Baume ?
A. [Reads.] “ s isth Auguft. Exprefs arrived from Sancoick ;. at five in the morn-
“ ing ; corps de relerve ordered to march.
¢ 16th Auguoft. During the night, exprefsarrived from Sancoick with an account
¢ of the repulfe this evening of a detachment of ours on an expedition.
“ Sunday, 17th Auguft. The general went up to the twenticth regiment, ad-
“ vanced on the road to Sancoick, and met the corps de referve, the men of that -
¢ expedition returning all day.” '
. Do you recolleét what time of the day it was General Burgoyne met Colo- 46,
nel Breyman on his return on the x7th ?
A. Ithink it was fometime between one and three o’clock.
Q. Have you the inficuctions given by General Burgoyne to Colonel Skeene on 47,
that expedition ? el
oee e -

A. Here is a copy of them.
Q. Is there any memorandum of Sir Francis Clarke’s, of any intelligence received
from Colonel St. Leger about this time 2.
A. There is of the 12th of Auguft.
Reads.] * This morning received intelligence of an altion near Fort Stanwix.”
. After the failure of the expedition to Bennington, can you fpeak to the ef- 4q.
forts made for forwarding provifions ?
A. T know that very great efforts were made both before and after. I under-
ftood that General Burgoyne and General Phillips had. been. both at different times
at Fort George to. forward the provifions, and [ believe fubfequent 1o the ill ncws
from Benningion. The quarter-mafter-general,(I mean Captain Money) was fent

by
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by General Burgoyne to Fort Edward, and 1 believe to Fort George, to collect
ail horfes and teams poflible, and to make every exertion to bring forward the
provifions. ’

Q. Have you the calculation, made by the commiffary-general, of the carriages
and horfes neceflary for different given quantities of provifions ?

A. It is here. -1 believe it is the original.

Q. Did the march of the artillery from Fort George to the bridge of boats over
Hud{on’s River, interfere with the tranfport of provifions?

A. I have had many converfations with General Phillips and the quarter-mafter-
general about the tranfport of provifions, and never remember to have heard from
them, or any other perfon, that the march of the artillery intetfered in any manner
with the tranfport of provifions, :

Q._ About what time did the additional companies arrive ?

A. The 3d of September.

Q. What was the flate of the army when we paffed the Hudfon’s River ?

A. My return goes to the 1ft of September.

Britith, fit for duty under arms, 2635 rank and file.

Germans — 1711
The 300 additional did not join the army till the 3d of September, fo that this
return is exclufive of them. c :

Q. What was the ftrength of the artillery and Licutenant Nutt's corps at that
time ?

A. T believe there was very little variation in ecither of them from the former
return,

Q. Have you General Burgoyne’s application to Sir Guy Carleton for a gar-
rifon from Canada for Ticonderoga, before he paffed the Hudfon’s River ?

A. T have extradts from letters of General Burgoyne to Sir Guy Carleton, the
11th of July, 1777, and the 2gth of July, 3777.

Q. Was there any confiderable alteration in the ftrength of the army between
the return of the 1ft of September, and the aftion on the 1gth ?

A. There was a fkirmifh or two, but the lofs was not ‘material in that in-
terval.

Q. In the courfe of the fervice, did you ever know any inftance of a day of
action, where there was not fome deduétions from the effetive ftrength upon pa-
per, for baggage guards, bat-men, care of the fick, and other indifpenfible regimen-
tal contingencies ?

A. T apprehend there muft always be deduétions of that fert.

Q. In the fervice of our campaign, was there not a confiderable additional
deduction for the care and defence of the bateaux and movable magazines ?

A. Tt muft of courfe make an additiona! drain from the army.

Q. Was not all we had of the forty-feventh regiment appropriated to that par-
ticular fervice ?

A. It generally was; I believe always fo.

Q. Thefe deductions confidered, about what number do you compute the Bri-
tith line to have confifted of on the day of the aétion of the 19th.

4 ' Al
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A. I believe the four regiments of the line engaged that day amounted to lit-
tle more than one thoufand one hundred men on the fpot under arms in the ac-
tion.

Q. What lofs did the Britith fuftain in that aion ?

A. Killed, wounded, and prifoners, rather more than lefs than five hundred.

Q. Can you fpeak particularly to the lofs of the line?

A. 1 believe about feventy-fix killed rank and file, and between two hundred
and forty and two hundred and fifty wounded, and about twenty-ecight or thirty
miffing and prifoners.

QBDO you recollect the ftrength of the 20th regimest when they made their
laft charge on the enemy ?

A. l'do very well. I was by General Phillips when the orders were given for
that charge; he was then in the front of the line: the ranks appeared to be
very thin, the regiment were much fatigued with the length of the action, but
-moved on to the charge with fpirit.

Q. Do you remember. General Burgoyne going up to the fixty-fecond regiment
immediately after the firing ceafed, and the report that was mgde to him by the
commanding officer of the ftate of that regiment ?

A. I remember it, and the officer reporting the great lofs they had fuftain-
ed in the adtion; Ifaw them, and they appeared to be very confiderably reduced
in number.

Q. Do you remember the officer mentigning that they had not above fifty or fixty
men in the regiment ?

A. 1 can’t fpeak pofitively to that; but in my own judgment they did not ex-
cced that number.

Q. Were not both the field-officers wounded ?

A. Colonel Anftruther and Major Harnage were both wounded, and a great many
other officers were killed and wounded, and the regiment fuffered %rcatly.

Q. Te what degree did the men of the artillery fuffer in that altion ?

A. I think, but am not quite certain, that the number that were with four guns
amounted to forty-cight. I faw Captain Jones, who was a very gallant man, and
- commanded thofe four guns, killed, and fome other officers wounded, and I be-
lieve about thirty fix of the men were killed and wounded. I fhould in jultice
to the artillery fay, that I think it is not in the power of men to keep a bet-
ter fire, both of round and grape-fhot, than was {ucceflively maintained for feveral
hours that day.

Q. From your experience in the fervice, do you conceive it would have oc-
curred to any officer, to engage troops, if he could poflibly avoid it, in the fitua-
tion in which the Britifh line was the day after that aétion ?

A. The experience of an officer of my inferior rank does not lead to much;
but I fhould have been forry to have given ordess to thofe regimeots, after the
gallant fufferings of that day, to have attacked an army reported, both from our
fpies and our prifoners, to be very near if not more than four times the num.
ber of our whole force : add to this, the country was a very thick wood, m}ul
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the fituation of the rebel c.mp, 1 believe, could not by any means be recomre
noitred within that fpace o time,

Do you temember General Burgoyne receiving a letter from Sir Henry
Clinton the day but one afrer that ation, informing him, that he intended about
that time an attack on Fort Monrgomery ? )

A. I do remember b+ receiving a letter from Sir Henry Clinton about that time
it was the 22d of Seprember,
Q. Do you imagme that any officer knowing of that letter would have enter-

tained thoughts of immediately renewing an attack upon the enemy ?

A. As far as an opinion of an officer of my inferior rank goes, I fhould not
have thought of it, nor did I hear any officer of any rank exprefs fuch an idea
at that time,

. From what you knew of the country, did you not believe that a fuc-
cefsful attack from Sir Henry Clinton during the time we lay at that camp,
would either have diflodged General Gates entirely, or have obliged him to de-
tach confiderably from his army ?

A. 1 remember our fcouts giving information, that a bridge was laid over
the Hudfon’s River, very near the enemy’s camp; and it was the opinion of
fome very confidential men thar were employed in that army in that capacity,
and were much under the direCtion of General Frafer, that on the approach of
Sir Henry Clinton’s army, the army of Mr. Gates could not fiand us, but would
crofs the river, and go towards New England. Whether the idea was right or
wrong, I can’t tell.

Q. Did you ever hear fuch perfons, or any others, exprefs an idea, that the
enemy would have taken the fame meafure on our advancing to attack them
without that co-operation ?

A. 1 don’t remember to have heard any fuch thing.

Q. Do you imagine that any officer knowing of Sir Henry Clinton’s letters,
woubld have thought it proper to retreat after the action of the 1gth of Sep-
tember ?

A. T never heard any officer exprefs an idea of that fort. I don’t know what
officers might be within the knowledge of fuch a letter; but I lived intimate-
ly with General Phillips, General Frafer, and with Mr. Twifs, the engineer ;
whether the letter was in their knowledge or not, I don’t know: but I never
heard them exprefs fuch an idea.

Did you ever hear any officer of that army, though unacquainted with
the letter, before or fince the time, exprefs a difapprobation of the meafure of
remaining in that camp without either attacking or retreating ?

A. Neither then or at any time while I remained in America, and of courfe
not fince.

Q. From your converfation with the chief engineer, and from other circum-
ftances, have you reafon to know, that every poffible means were ufed after
Ih;: gftion of the 1gth, to obtain a knowledge of the ground on the enemy’s
eft ?

Al
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A. 1 had frequent converfations with the chief engineer on that fubje&. T be-
lieve his attention was given to that point almoft every day, and a knowledge of
that ground I underftood to be very difficult to be obtained.

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

A. I had no opportunity myfelf of feeing the right of the enemy; but I un-
derftood from others, that the pofition was too ftrong to be artacked with any pro-
fpect of fuccefs.

. Were there not frequent confultations held between General Burgoyne, Ge-
neral Phillips and General Frafer, previous to the movement up to the enemy on
the 7th of O&ober?

A. T underftood there was fcarce a day paffed without fuch confultation; I be-
lieve no day after the action of the 1gth.

. Did you conceive that the chief purpofe of that movement was to attain
a knowledge of the left of the enemy’s pofition, and if expedient to artack them
there ?

A. I underftood it was.

Q. Did it appear to you, that the force left in camp, under General Hamil-
ton, was more than fufficient to keep the enemy in check ?

A. I don’t think it was.

Q. From the intimacy and confidence in which you lived with General Bur-
§oyne and General Frafer, do you imagine any difagreement of opinion could have

ubfifted between them without your knowledge ?

A. I think I muft have heard of it.

Q_ Do you know any inftance, but more efpecially refpeéting the periods of
pafling the Hudfon’s River, the action of the 1gth of Sciptember, and that of
the 7th of October, wherein General Frafer exprefled a difapprobation of Gene-
ral Burgoyne’s meafures ?

A. I do not: but I would beg leave to obferve, that upon the plan to
Bennington, General Frafer had expreflfed a different opinion, with refpect to em-
ploying the Germans. At the time of paffing the Hudfon’s River, and after it
was croffed, I had a great deal of converfation with General Frafer: he feemed
to exprefs fatisfaCtion in the manner in which the troops had pafled.

Q. In the action of the 7th of October, after the German troops on the left
of the artillery had given way, did you obferve General Phillips and General
Reidefel in perfon?

A. I was with General Phillips at different times, and I faw General Reide-
fel more than once; they were both very ative, and exerted themfelves very
much to form the broken troops, and to make the retreat as regular as the cir-
cumftances would permit.

Q. What was the laft time you faw Sir Francis Clarke in that action, and do you
know what orders he was carrying ?

A. It was after the retreat was become very general. Sir Francis Clarke
alked me, if I had given any orders to the artillery to retreat? 1 told him, that
as there was a major-general of the artillery in the field, who was confedled

by the army to be a very excellent officer, I would not take on mylfelf, as ad-
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jutant-general, to give orders to“any part of the artillery. SirFrancis Clarke‘told
me, that a difpofition had been made for a general rctreat,.and that He wis
going with orders from General Burgoyne to bring off the artillery. = About the
inflant we were parting, a very heavy fire came upon us from the enemy, and
I ‘have fince had reafon to believe, that Sir Francis Clarke received his’ wound
at that time, . g

Q. On the day of the 8th, do you remember the enemy forming aline in-the
meadows, and making a demonftration of attacking wus? L

A. I do remember 1t very well, and that there was a great deal of cannonading
from the enemy.

. Do you remember alfo a cannonadihg in the afternoon, ‘about/the time of
General Frafer’s funeral ? _

A. 1 think I fhall never forget that circomftance. Geoeral Frafer, I under-
flood had defired to be buried privately, in one of the redoubts that had been
raifed for the protection of our magazines and ftores; as the corpfe was paffing
by, Generat Burgoyne, General Phillips, and I believe Genéral "Reidefel, "and
feveral other officers, out of refpect to General Frafer’s memory, and to do’him
honour in the eyes of the army, notwirhftanding his requeft, attended ‘his fune-
ral into the redoubt. The enemy were in this inftance, I thought, very défec-
tive in poiet of humatity ; they pointed a’gun or two -at that very ‘redénbe,
and kept up a brifk cannonade oduring the whole of the funeral fervice, which
was performed with great folemrity and very deliberately by ‘Mr. Brudenel, the
chaplain. I never faw fo affecting a fight.

Q. Do you remember on the march to Saratoga fecing 2 corps ‘of ‘the €remy at
work on the plain of Baratoga?

A.'I do very well ; a working party, and what appeared to be a'battalionor
more drawn up as a covering party. ,

Q. Was that the corps that afterwards took poft on the oppofite fide of’the
river ? -

A. T believe it was the fame corps'I faw afterwards pafling the ford. 2

Q. After the arrival of ‘the army at/Saratoga, was Lieutenant Colonél Suther-
land detached with a command to cover a 'party ‘of workmen to Tepair bridges
and roads, in order to continue the retreat on the weft fide of the river?

A. He was ordered with a party to repair bridges and’ rdads on the ‘weft
fide. :

Q. Do you remember on what account Colonel ‘Stitherland “and the party were
recatled ? g e

A. I believe it was on information given by our fcouts, - that the eficmy <were
preparing to attack us in great force. B3 b ;

Q. Have you further reafon to know that a' geneaal attack ‘on that 'day @Was
really intended by the enemy? i SR 2 ' i

A. There was particular caution fent Totnd to all the tioops to be prepared
for that artack, as it was expefed it would be -attempted undér ‘cover: of ‘a
very thick fog then prevailing. ~After the convention had taken place, a:gene-
ral officer in the rebel fervice acqubinted 'me, that fuch an -attack was intended,

3 : and
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and from information, 1 believe from deferters, or from their own fcouts, that our
army was exceedingly well prepared to receive them, that they would be very
much expofed when they came on the plin to our artillery, he mot only re-
treated_ with his command, but fent word to another general officer to retreat
alfo. The other general officer. was his fenior ; but he had taken that upon him,
from the fear of the covfequences of fuch an artack, of which be fent word
to General Gates, who approved and confirmed his order.

Q. Previous to the council of war to which the field officers were called, do
you remember it being determined in the council of the generals, to try a night
march, abandoning the carriages and baggage, and orders being given for the
delivery of as much previfions as the men could carry ?

A. T do remember fuch a determinatien very well.

. What prevented the execution of it ?

A. I underftood there were fuch difficulties in getting out the provifions, that
the delivery of the neceffary provifions could not be accompiithed. &

Q. Had we intelligence the next day from different fcouts, that the enemy was
in pofiefflion of the country in force, on both fides the Hudfown’s River, between
us and Fort Edward ?

A. Iunderﬁouz from fome of the fcouts that we had been accuftomed moft to
depend on, that the enemy were fo pofted.

Q. Have you reafon to know.that the intelligefte General Burgoyne ftated to the
council of war-on this fubject was true ?

A. [was aflured by one of the general officers who conducted us towards Bofton
tl}at troops of theirs were in the pofition that our fcouts had given us information
of. ‘

Q. Did you learn at the fame time at what period thofe pofts were taken up by
the enemy, whether before or after our arrival at Sapatoga ?

A. 1 hive extraéts of minutes made at that time, from the mouth of the ge-
neral officer I mentioned.

[Reads.]— When the king’s army was. returning to Saratoge, a brigade of
“ fifteen hundred men were Iog;d on the eaft fide of the Hudfon™ River, to difpute
“ the ford, andtwothoufand men more were pofted between us and Fort Edward,
“ on the fame fide of the river.”—Fourteen hundred more alfo were pofted oppofire

ta: Saratoga, a little above the other party I mentioned befare, to prevent.our paf-

fing the Hudfon’s River. Fifteenchundred of thofe I have mentioned were pofted

on or before the 5th of Oftober. The others, T remember very well now te have:

heard, were pofted previous to the 7th of October.
%I?gn you an exwract of the laft council of war at which the field officers

9'.
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Ahmm is trug, excepting the names of the officers, and the votes they -

gave. khave the original paper, With the names of: the officers that compofed the gee Appen-

council ; andd believe their opinions. [(The extrali produced. dix.
Q. Bid you ever bear of a pnzofal made by General Phillips, to make away 97.
from Saratoga to Ticonderoga with a til&dy of troops 2 : :
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“A. Never with a body of troops ; but I remember to have heard Geneal Phillips
make an offer, which I thought a very fpirited one, to rifk his life in attempting,
with one or two of our beft guides, to find a paffage to Ticonderoga, and do his
utmoft for the defence of that garrifon, as an artillery officer, thould the enemy
attack that fortrefs after the convention fhould take place.

Q. Have you the return of General Gates’s army, figned by himfelf ?

A. I'have ; but I have forgotto bring the original. I have the extract,

[Reads.] “ Copy from General Gates’s return, from his camp at Saratoga ;
16th O&ober, 1777.

¢ Brigadiers — 12
“ Colonels — —_— 44
¢ Lieutenant Colonels — — 45
“¢ Majors - — 49

o *“Captains - —_— 344
“ Firft Lieutenants —_ 332
“ Second Lieutenants  — — " 306
¢ Enfigns — — 345
“¢ Chaplains — — 5
“ Adjutants — - 42
“ Quarter-mafiers ©  — —_ 44
¢ Paymafters — — 30 &
“¢ Surgeons —_— — 37
“¢ Mates — — 43
¢ Serjeants — —_ 1392
“¢ Drummers — — 636
¢ Prefent fit for duty o 13,216.”

I underftand thefe laft are rank and file, becaufe the others are mentioned before.

 Sick prefent — —_ 622
“¢ Sick abfent —_ —_ 731
¢ On command —_ —_ 3875
“¢ On furlow —_ - 180."

1 believe that the men on command were explained to me by General Gates to
have been detached from his army, in the rear and upon the flanks of the king’s
troops, previous to the convention.

Q._ Do you apprehend that that return includes -the corps that were on the other
fide of the Hludfon’s River, immediately oppofite to Saratoga ?

A. I dorecolleét the name of one of the general officers who was on the other
fide of the Hudfon’s River, included in Mr.'Gates’s return, and therefore I imagine
the men under his command are included afo. When I fay one, I do not mean to
have underftood that the other two general officers, the one who was ftationed
with a party oppofite to Saratoga, and the one who was ftationed on the fame fide
of the water, E:twccn us and Fort Edward, are not alfo included in General
Gates’s return.

4 ' Q. Do
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- Q. Do the returns to which you referred of our army flate the effeftive .
at g; time of figning the convention ? Y Poongth

A. They do ftate the rough number, collefted at that time, of men prefent and
under arms.

State the numbers.

A The Britifh appeared to have been 1905
Germans - 1594

I can’t be anfwerabie for the corre@nefs of thofe numbers, as they were taken in
a great hurry.

Q. Can there pofiibly be a miftake of many hundreds ?

A. I can ftate from a monthly return of the firft of November, fit for duty,

Britith - — 2086 Rank and fil
Germans — -— 163 3} A0

There might be people recovered from their wounds who were difcharged from
the hofpital, and had joined the corps; or there might have been a miftake in the
return, juft before the convention, in the confufion of the army at that*time,

Q. Do you remember what paffed refpecting the military cheft, while the treaty
of Saratoga was depending ?

A. I do remember that it was ftrongly recommended to the commanding officers
of corps to take fums of money from tEc paymafter general, on account of fubfiftence
then due to their regiments ; and I believe a great deal of money was fo diftributed,
and regularly accounted for to the paymafter general on the fubfequent fettlement of
the pay of the army.

. What became of the reft of the money in the military cheft ?

A. Itwas taken by the paymafter Ecnernl to Albany.

Q_ Did any part of it fall into the hands of the enemy ?

A. Notathilling that I ever heard of.

Q. Was any proportion of it loft, embezzled, or fecreted ?

A. If any fuch thing had bappened, I think the paymafter general would have
applied to me immediately. Never having heard, then or at any time after, of
any lofs having been fuftained, I do not believe there was any lofs fuffered in the
retreat or after it.

Q. l\’Vas the fecret fervice account, during the campaign, kept by you?

A. It was.

Q. Could you produce the feveral articles of that account, if called on for
it?

A. 1 have cither a copy of it at home of my own, or from the paymafier

Q. Did General Burgoyne ever appropriate any part of that expenditure to the
extraordinaries of vhisewso expences, ogl:o ‘p;’; other purpofe for his own ufe?

A. Never that I know of.

Q. Muft not you have known it if it had been fo?

A. Certainly.

Y:
Q. Were there not occafiens where General Burﬁyne paid, from his own purfe,
expences that, in the opinion of others, he might have been juftified in placing to
the public account ? ’ e
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« A, 1 remember to have been told by other gentlemen, t_hat; expences of that fort
General Burgoyne had been at, ought to have been charged in that manner.

Q. What wasthe nature of thofe expences ? : J
A. They were prefents to people who had diftinguifhed themfelves, and in acts

of charity to women who had loft their hufbands, and other occaﬁons.wluch it was
very proper for a general officer to give, and very proper to put into a public
account,

Q. Had not General Burgoyne, from his fituation, all the expences attending
a Commander in Chief ?

A. He certainly had, from being obliged to keep a public table for the entertain-
ment and refrefhment of officers and others coming to head quarters, on duty or
bufinefs ; and I know thofe expences to have been very great, from the exceeding
high price of all the articles of life in that part of the world.

Q. Did General Burgoyne ever receive more than the appointment of a lieutenant
general ?

A. Never, ¢

Q. Was there not a board of general officers appointed at Cambridge, to infpett
all the accounts of the campaign ; and did not General Burgoyne regulate the pay-
ment of the battalions by the report of that board ? :

A. There was fuch a board, and the payments were regulated according to the
report of that board. . !

Q. Upon the whole of what you know of General Burgoyne’s receipts and
expences, do you believe he was, in his own purfe, 2 gainer or a fufferer in the
campaign 1777+ ! j.° *

A. 1 really believe his appointments were not equal to his expences in' that
campaign. ;

Examined by other Members of the Commitsee and by General Burgoyne occafionally,

Q. What were the numbers of the effective Britith, at the opening of the cam-~
paign 1777, including officers and non-commiffioned officers ?

A. 1 have not thofe returns; but they were fent to the Commander in Chief,
and my extrats are for the rank and file. :

Q. Can you anfwer that queftion with refpeét to the Germans ?
A. w extraéts are the fame both for the Britifh and the Germans..
Q" h:\t was the greateft number of Provincials in the army at any time in the
campaign : :

_A. Thbelieve theonly queftion that has been afked refpering them was at the be-
ginning of the campaign ; they were then eighty-three.  On the firft of September
they amounted to about fix hundred and eighty, which was the greateft number
they ever amounted to. ;

Q. What do yonanean by Provincials 2 i
8E



“Liet. Col. Kingfton.] EWI D E N iCE

“A. T tinderftand them/to be inhabitants of that country, affertibled under officers
who were to have had different commiffions, provided ‘they had -ever amounteéd t
certain numbers. :
' Q. Do'you‘include Canadians utider the rame of Provincials ? L21.
A, Pbelieve, in the'former part of my evidence, the ‘Canadians were ftated to be
‘one‘hutidred and forty-eight, and diftinguithed from the Provincials.
Q. Was General Burgoync's fecond order of the twelfth of Fuly, relating to the yq3,
ba » Rrictly-eomplied with ?
A. I conceive it was the duty of the commanding officers of regiments to enforce

an oblefvance and obedience to the general orders. :

h‘lx;as? it altually enforced in fuch a- manner to the degree you thought it fhould 123.
ve :

A. 1 am not quite pofitive whether there was ‘not another order iffued after-

wards.
E.anlim repeated.) ‘

A. T never had any report made to me by a commarnding dfficer of any corps, of
that order not being complied with. '

Q. What was your own ocular obfervation of the quantity of baggage carried 125.
Wi:lé’the al::;ny ; anddid it ‘appear to you that that-order could have been fairly com-

lied with :

: A. Town I don’t recollec, not hearing ‘any scomplaint nor attcndingb:o it. The

124.

quarter mafter general of the army muft naturally know more of the baggage than
the adjutant general,
. Do you know what allowance of waggons was made to a regiment ? 126.
A. Tdon’t recollet any wa s'that we had roallow.
. Was none of the baggage brought down in wheeled carriages ? 127.

“A. feveral officers, I believe, bought waggons and carts of the country ‘people
for their own ufe; but I do not remember any of the king's carts or waggons bein
appropriated to the carfiage of officers” baggage. It might be, but I don't recoli
it :

Q. Can you fay, in a general way, how many horfes might be employed in car- y,3,
f¥ing the baggage of the army, inchuding officers’ hotfes ?
A, T'iever had any information ‘wpon that fubjet 5 ic did not’ belong to my de- 129.
partmefit, and [ had much bufinefs ‘'on my hands.
. How was the rcgimcntal baggage carried ?
A. T believe chiefly in bateaux.
Q. How was it carried when there was no 'water-carriage ? i 130.
A. I can’t fpeak to that point, having had no information on that fubject; -and
when T fpéak of ‘bateatx, 1 fpeak ‘generally, having had no information on' the

filiject, ©° o
Q. %n , in ageneral way, how many women attended the army?
A. Thad really fo muchto do that I had not much leifure to pay much attention to
theladies ; and I know very little of their beauty or their numbers. :
~ Q. Would not the feeding of two thoufand ‘women be'a confiderable object with 132,
m‘the.provfﬁomof.t%eﬁrm;r? &y .

131,



133.

134

135.

136.

137.

r38.

2130

140.

EVviDENCE [Lieut. Col. Kingfton.

A. 1 fhould have been very forry to have had two thoufand women to have
experienced that.

. How many women were there, if not two thoufand ? Lt

A." I would wifh to give the houfe every information in my power, W ¢ ‘S“_“
{peak with any degree of accuracy or tolerable guefs. I have feen the commif-
ary of provifions return, and I think the number of women returned, as victualled
from the ftores, were very very few.

Q. Do you think that a corps of dragoons mounted would have been of great
ufe to the army ?

A. I own, ly very much wifhed thofe few dragoons we had could have been
mounted, becaufe, though in that part of America that I faw they might not have
been neceffary or ufeful to have made a charge, 1 think thofe light dragoons might
be always applied to very ufeful fervices. :

Q. How many had you of thofe dragoons ? .

A. They are included in the ftrength of the Germans, and I really do not re-
member their particular number,

Q. If none or lefs of the park of artillery had been brought forward, would there
not have been horfes to have mounted thofe dragoons ?

A. I believe there might have been horfes enough taken from the artillery, or
from the provifion train, to have mounted thofe dragoons, if it had been thought
more expedient to have employed the horfes in that manner ; but they were hired
or contracted for, for the fpecial purpofes of carrying provifions, and bringing on
the artillery, and never meant by the perfons who furnifhed the contraét for the dra-
goon fervice.

Q. If a fmaller quantity of bag had been carried, might not the officers have
fpared fome of their baggage horfes for mounting the dragoons ?

A. I never met with an officer who had horfes to fpare. I know Sir Francis
Clarke and myfelf wifhed to buy horfes to carry our own fervants; cared very
little what expence we were at, and yet I could not obtain any.

c(il? Do you know of any corps or party finding their way back to Ca.
nada

A. T never heard of any corps finding its way there ; and I underftood from
the guides who were with us, previous to the convention’s taking place, that
if that was attempted, we muft break into fmall parties, and go by what is
called Indian paths.

Q. Suppofing there was a fmall party that found its way to Canada by In-
dian paths, do you think it would have been pofiible for an army to have dane
the fame ?
~ A. My idea of that muft be founded upon the report of thofe guides who
had ferved us very faithfully as fcouts upon former occafions, and who inform-
ed me that we muft break into very fmall parties, to have any chance of mak-
wg our way through the woods to Canada ; and I remember that when General
Phillips offered to sttempt to find his way to Ticonderoga, it was talked of and
looked on to be as defperate as gallant. ‘

Q. If any party did make its way to Canada, do you not fuppofe it mx&
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be that party of provincials that ran away while they were employed to repair
roads. and that were never heard of afterwards ?

A. I remember fome were reported to have run away who were making roads,
and it is likely to have been that imy.

Q. When you mentioned the higheft number of provincials, did you mean
that they were all armed ?

A. I know that they were not all armed. We had not arms for them.

Q. Of thofe- that were armed, fome refpe@table perfons excepted, were they
much to be depended upon ?

A. A very great part of them were fuch as I thould have placed wvery little de-

nce upon.

Q. Before the army left Canada, was there not a ftri& order, that not more than.
three women a y thould be fuffered to embark ?

A. 1 do knom was fuch an order iffued, and I never heard any com.
plaint of its having been broke through. I don't recolleét the date of that ore
der, or T would have turned to my book, and ftated to the houfe, upon the
firft queftion relative to the number of women that were employed on our ex~

ition.

Q. TIs it mot the cuftom in all armies victualled from the king’s fores, to pro-
hibit the delivery of provifions to any women 8ver and above the number allowed
by order ?

yi\. It was cuftomary in all places where I ferved in the laft war, and very
firong and peremptory orders were given on that fubjeé to the commiflaries in
our army.

Q. Do you mot then believe, that all women who followed your army were

fed from the ration of the men they followed, or found. their provifion in the

eountry ?

A.? remember, upon afking the commiffaries how there came to be fo few
women in the provincial rerurns, 1 was told, it"was the cuftom for them to be
fupplied out of the wmen’s rations,

f(L Were the women corfiveyed on. haggage carts or herfes, or did they walk
a-foor? .

_hA.' I never heard of the women’s being conveyed on baggage carts or the king's
rfes.

. Q. If the women' neither employed the king’s horfes, nor confumed his pro.

vifions, do.you think they were more of imp«ﬁmem, or of comfort to the king’s
troops ?

A‘.’ I never underftood from my converfation with the commanding officers, or
others, that the women were any impediment. : ! :

07.'“ after the taking of Ticonderoga there was any doubt in the army in which
you ferved, of their beiug able to reach Albany 1

A. I doo’t remember to have heard any doubts exprefled upon that fubject, mean-
ing foon after the taking Ticonderoga. Kt A

. ‘'Wias itigenerally underftood in the army, that it was was well fupplied wirh
all the neceflaries, appointments for war, and asticles proper for forwarding the
expedition. o Albanyg
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A. Ialways underftood ‘that ‘the army had been very well fupplied with every
thing. ; - »
Q% Do you believe, if the fecretary of ftate had ordered the army under Ge-
neral Howe to co-operate with the army under General Burgoyne for the North
River, with a view o thave formed the junétion of the two armies, that the
difafter which befel General Burgoyne’s army could have happened ? g

A. If a jun&ion could have been formed, J fhould apprehend that Mr. Gates’s
army might have been diflodged, and that the misfortune at Saratoga would not
have happened. This is only matter of opinion. i

Q.. Do you apprehend, that if .the army under Sir William Howe had ope-
rated on the North River, with a view to effe® a jun&ion, that fuch a jnnce
tion would have taken place ? 3

A. T had an opinion while in America, that if the expedition which came up.
the Hudfon’s River under General Vaughan, could have have been there about
the time of our a&ion of the igth of September, that Mr. Gates would have
found it difficult to have kept his army together, if he had not crofled over
the Hudfon’s River towards glew England. But this is mere matter of private
opinion.

p-_(jL'If you are of opinion, that the troops under General Vaughan would have
had fo powerful an effect, even € late as September, what effect do you think
Sir William Howe’s army, affifted by all the fleet and craft, would have had
as early as the beginning of July, immediately after the impreflion which took
place among the enemy after the. defeat at Ticonderoga ? :

A. 1 did not know what force there was under the command of General Vaughan,
nor do I even now know; but I fhould think moft certainly, that a great army
upon the Hudfon’s River near Albany, would have contributed very much to our
making our way to Albany. ‘ ,

Q. Have you ever confidered what were the caufes of the failure of the ex-
pedition under General Burgoyne, and to what do you impute it ?

A. I looked upon our force not to be equal to .the forcing our way to Al«
bany without fome co-operation. ,

Q. Where then did you expec that co-operation ? :

A. Lhad no where to exgca it from, but up the Hudfon’s River from New
York ; and the fuccefs of Colonel St. Leger’s expedition would have been of
ufe certainly.

Q. If General Wathington’s army had net been diverted, would it not have
impeded, or ftopped the progrefs of any army up the Hudfon’s River.

A. I don’t know the ffrength of General Wathington’s army, nor the nature of
the country between Albany and New York; and therefore I cannot form any
judgmest of what would have happened.

Q. Are you not of opinion that there are very ftrang paffes or pofts on that
river { ; ‘

A. 1 found them very ftrong between Ticenderoga and Albany, and from res
ports of military men of high reputation in the fervice, I have underftood there
were many very ftrong pofts between New York and Albany. e

Q. From whence is the account of the firength of Mr. Gates’s army 'tak;_nr )

: 4 { A. From

.
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A. From a return voluntarily given by General Gates to me for my own fatis-
fa&tion when at Albany, and that return was figned by General Gartes.
Q. Have you that return ? 158,
A. I gave it to General Burgoyne ; I faw it to-day ; he bas it.
Q. V&as it by confent of General Gates that the foldiers after the convention re- 159.
tained their cartouch-boxes ?
A. They retained their belts, and I really don’t recolle® whether their car-
, touch boxes were in general retained or not: but talking with Mr. Gates when
the king’s troops marched by with the accoutrements on, Mr Gates afked me
(we had been old acquaintance formerly) whether it was not cuftomary on field
days for arms and accoutrements to go together ? I told him, there was nothing
faid in the convention that I had agreed to with him relating to the accou-
trements, and that he could have no right to any thing but what was ftipulated
in that treaty. He replied, * You are perfectly right;” and turned to fome of
the officers in their fervice by, and faid, ¢ If we meant to have had them, we ought
¢ to have inferted them in the convention,” [ Withdrew.

REMARKS



R-wie'b of the Evidence; its feveral Parts compared with the

prefatory Speech and Narrative; and additional Remarks and
Explanations.

T HE noble Lord who is at iffue with me upon this occafion has, ina great mea.
fure, deprived me of the bencfit of a reply, properly fo called, becaufe he has
. produced no defence. His Lordfhip certainly has been accufed by me in many
inftances of a very ferious nature. If he is really willing that his political, and my
military condu¢t fhould be tried by falts alone, I certainly have not fhewn lefs incli-
nation than his Lordfhip for that teft; but, taxed as I avow he has been by me, with
proceedings derogatory to the obligations which ought to fubfift between man and
man, I really expected, as I believe did the Houfe of Commons and the public, to
have heard from him fome juftification in thofe refpects. Inftead of that, the noble
Lord, in opening the fubjetts to which he propofed to call evidence, touched fo
flightly upon the branch of the enquiry in which wg are parties, that a ftranger would
hardly have thought there fubfifted a difpute between us. His Lordfhip contradicted
nothing that I have alledged refpeéting his conduct or my own; he ftated no circum-
ftance of blame againft me, except he meant as fuch the enterprize of Bennington,
which he qualified. with the epithet * fatal,” and pronounced to be the caufe of all
the fubfequent misfortunes. He pafled entirely over the tranfactions at Saratoga,
Of forty officers or more, belonging to the Convention troops, then in England, one
only was propofed to be called on his Lordfhip’s part, viz. Licutenant Colonel
Sutherland, of the 47th regiment, upon parole from the Congrefs, and acting with a
corps of the Fencible Men in North Britain ; but, upon further refleétion, his Lord-
fhip thought proper to difpenfe with the attendance of this officer; and the only
witnefs under order of the Houfe was Mr. Skene. No man was better qualified to
give an account of the proceedings at Bennington; and I heartily lament that the
public is deprived of his teftimony.

But although I am thus left in poffeffion of the evidence, uncontroverted by the
noble Lord, I avail myfelf of my right of clofing the caufe, for the fol-
following purpofes : firft, to colleét from the minutes (which, in an enquiry of this
nature, are unavoidably prelix and difarranged) the fcattered parts, and apply them
to fats, under ditin¢t and feparate heads. Next, to examine whether the facts (which,
from the filence of the noble Lord, I am to affume as admitted by him) are in any
: refge&mahdawd by the crofs examination of the witnefles by other gentlemen. And
0 . laﬁly,

The condult
of Lord G,
Germain,
during the
enquiry.

Claim of G,
Burgoyne to
cloie8 the
caufe,

Mode of pro
ceeding.

1 gl Ratned 4ol
. I'f VDL B RIE S
i s e



94

Infinuation
of having

acted unfaire

gab Sir Guy

rleton,
overthrown
by his own

evidepce,

See Sir Guy
Carleton’s

evidence,
I, 2, 3

Afperfion
from the
per, No.

refuted.

qu.

fim.

REVIEW OF THE EVIDENCE.

laftly, to explain fuch circumftances, and anfwer fuch new and collateral objeétions, as
have been pointed at in the fame crofs examination, and were omitted, or only {lightly
noticed in my opening, becaufe they did notexift, or were not deemed poffible objects
of blame or cavil. In purfuing thefe purpofes, T fhall confider the proofs precifely
in the order of the facts to which they are produced.

Though the firft circumftance I took notice of in my opening, viz. my conduct
refpecting Sir Guy Carleton, was rather an infinuation than an allegation againft me,
I thought it right that it fhould be the firft overthrown by evidence; for while it

remained in any degree of force, it gave a general tinge, as it was meant to do, to

my whole caufe. I could not but expeét even the virtuous prejudices of the human
heart to be againft me, whillt it was poffible to be conceived that in abfence of the
commander in chief, to whom I had aéted fecond; whofe attention I had conftantly
experienced ; and with whofe confidence I was then honoured; I had practifed un-
maniy and adulatory intrigue to fuperfede him in a favourite object of command.—
There are few worfe modes of betraying a fuperior officer to be found upon the records
of difhonour; and whoever refleéts upon the degree of odium with which the moft
palliated acts of that fpecies have been received by mankind, will not wonder at or
condemn my impatience, in applying my firft queftions to Sir Guy Carleton to that
particular objeét. Clear as my juftification ftood by the letter formerly referred to,
(No. 11.) I fhall be forgiven for obtaining, though with fome redundancy, a full and
fatisfactory confirmation of my innocence, from the verbal teftimony of the party
whom I was fuppofed to have injured.

It may be proper here to obferve, that the abovementioned afperfion, to which I
have fo often adverted, and at which I have ftrove in vain for due terms to exprefs my
indignation, was not the only one caft upon me refpecting Sir Guy Carleton. When
impartial and candid men revolted at the infinuation of my treachery, my prefumption
and infolence (a leffer but ftill a calumnious charge) was pointed out in that part of the
paper (No. IIL) that treats of the force to be left in Canada, and the difpofition of it.
I am pleafed with the queftions in the crofs examination of Sir Guy Carleton, marking
the prefcribed diftribution of the troops, &F¢. (38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43.) becaufe that
enquiry affords me an opportunity of juitifying myfelf in a point which I have not
taken notice of before. The pofts, and the troops which I imagined would be ne-
ceffary to occupy them, were fpecified merely to fhew that the number of 3000 was.
indifpenfibly requifite for the defence of the province. The whole of that detail con-
curred with General Carleton’s requifitions for reinforcement, and with my reafoning
uvpon thofe requifitions; and when I affert, as I now do, thatI never prefumed to
fuggeft the neceflity or propriety of forming a detail of pofts, (thus given for informa-

. tion)
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information) into precife orders for the general upon the fpot, I am fure the fecretary
of ftate will no more contradi¢t that affertion than he has donc any other I have
made. : ‘

When in the fame paper I confidentially communicated my reafons for preferring
certain corps to others, I was atuated by the fame principle of offering every opi-
nion that could conduce to make the intended fervice effetual. I thought it a juft
claim in an arduous undertaking, to have my own choice of the troops; and I am
petfuaded Sir Guy Carleton never took ill of me, either that claim, or a fublequent
one in the fame paper, of being held free from any imputation of delay, till I thould
be clear of the province of Quebec. With an unfeigned confidence in Sir Guy Carle-
ton, 1 thought it a precaution fully juftifable, to fecure myfelf again(t others, in the
numerous and cumphcated departments under him, who might be found lels equi-
table than he is.

I know I have before complained of the production of thefe fecret communica-
tions ; but after fo many precedents as the laft Seffion furnifhed, of withholding
parts of correfpondences from Parliament, upon the plea that they might affect in-
dividuals, the noble Lord’s filence upon thofe cpmplaints, gives me a right fill
to comment upon the finifter purpofes that are to be afcribed to the production of
that paper at length, rather than by extra®. Thofe purpofes were various ; but it
muft be confeffed one, and only one, good effe¢t may refult from a review of them,
viz. It may ferve as a falutary caution. to any officer, who fhall for the future be ad-
mitted into confultation with the fame minifter, how he commits himfelf by an opi-
nion of men and things.

The next point that I entered upon previoufly to my narrative, was the tenor of
my orders, and I believe it was generally expeéted that the noble Lord would have
taken fome notice of the fact I alledged, that every difcretionary latitude which I bad
propofed was erafed, while the plan was in bis band.  As his Lordfhip had fo much com-
mented upon the nature of peremptory orders, as a general queftion, in my abfence, it
would have been fair in him to have reafoned upon them after that important and
decifive circumftance was laid open.

The general idea of forcing a way to Albany, which the army at its outfet con.-
ceived, by reafoning upon the apparent principles of the campaign, without partici-
pation of the letter of the orders is clear, from the general tenor of the evidence.
I wifhed, it is true, to have heard more copioufly the fentiments of Sir Guy Carleton,
becaufe he had full participation of the orders. From the temper and judgment that
always direct his condudt, he declined giving an opinion at the bar upon what might
~ become a queftion in the Houfe. But I have fince (upon requeft) received his per-
* miffion to publifh a letter from him to me, dated foon after the Convéntion of Sara.
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toga, which is in the Appendix No. X. and with this reference I clofe my re-
view of the prefatory matter which I laid before the Committee.

Review of the firft Period.

Moft of the circumflances ftated in my Narrative refpeting the firft period of the
campaign, were, from their nature, to be eftablifhed by written teftimony ; and the
papers, No. VII. and VIIL. in the Appendix, were added to thofe before produ.
ced for that purpofe; but the returns of the troops, No. XI, are moreover au-
thenticated by the proper official authority, the adjutant general, and the detail of
the artillery, by the Major of brigade in that department.

From the evidence of the latter, is alfo confirmed all that I advanced refpeting the
opinion and recommendation of Major General Philips, for the proportion of artille-
ry employed ; for the moderate quantity of it, comparatively with the principles and
pra&ice of other fervices, and for the great expected ufe of artillery in the country
where we were to act.

Had thefe opinions been merely fpeculative, the intelligence of the perfons from
whom they came would have given them fufficient authority, But fortunately they
are verified by faéts ; for it appears from a multitude of evidence, that the enemy
made the true wfe of local advantages : they fortified every pafs or proper poft : the
nature of the country, and the neceffity of keeping the banks of rivers, made it
impoffible to turn thofe pofts: had I wanted therefore artillery, I could not have
proceeded any given ten miles, but at a heavy expence of my beft troops. When it
was found that 1 was provided with that forcible arm, the enemy invariably quit-~
ted their entrenchments, either to retreat, or fight upon ground where they fuppofed
artillery could be leaft effeGtually employed. Lam to thank the honourable member,
whatever his intentions might have been, who by his crofs examination placed the
expediency of carrying the train I did, in fo clear a view.

The only remaining falt of the firft period to which verbal evidence is appli-
cable, viz. The impoffibility of following the enemy further than they were follow-
ed in their precipitate retreat from Ticonderoga, is eftablifhed by Lord Balcarras, and.

by Lcrd Harrington,,

Review of the fecond Period!

In entering upon the evidence which refpects the firft tranfaltion of the fe.
cond period, ¥iz. the march from Skenefborough to Fort Edward, I cannot help
. 4 ‘ abferving,
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obferving how much of the blame imputed to me has been occafioned by ‘mifrepre-
fentation from perfons whofe bufinefs it was to decry my a&ions ; and by uncom-
mon miftakes in the geography of the country by thofe to whom my ations were
mifreprefented. By the crofs examination of Lord Balcarras. it muft be fuppofed,
that the perfons who fufpected I erred in not taking the route by South Bay after the
fuccefs at Ticonderoga, did not know where Soutb Bay was. They feem equally ig-
norant of the fituation of Pitch-pine Plains, by the queftion immediately following
the former one ; and it muft have been a furprife to the enquirers to find that the
route which they were inclined to approvc, was precifely that which the main body
of the army took uader me in perfon, and with fuch effect, as to come up with the

rear of the enemy and drive them from their fortified poft at Skenefborough, with the

lofs on their part of five armed veflels and all the reft of their water-craft.

But it may be faid, this part of the crofs-examination, though incomprehenfible in
point of geography, ftill applied to the queftion taken notice of in my narrative, viz.
¢ Whether it would not have been more expedient to return to Ticonderago, and
» take the route by Lake George, than to proceed, as I did, by the Pitch Pine Plains
¢ to Fort Edward ?”’

I fhall not recapitulate the various motives I have before ftated in fupport of that
preference, having publickly in my favour the opinion of an officer fo enlightened in
military fcience, and fo well acquainted with the country as Sir Guy Carleton ;* and
never having heard a difference of opinion in any other officer of a like defcription,
to reft much more upon a fubje& fo fupported by reafoning and by fuccefs, might be
conftrued an attempt to divert the attention of my examiners from points lefs de-
fenfible, I therefore fhall only add two fhort remarks; the one, that the fa&t of
gaining confiderable time by allotting the whole fervice of the water-craft to the
tranfport of provifion and ftores over Lake George, inftead of employing great part
of it for the tranfport of the troops is inconteftably proved by the evidence of Cap-
tain Money and Lieutenant Colonel Kingfton = the other, that to have reached Fort
Edward with the troops fooner than the 29th of July (the day that the firft em-
barkation of provifions arrived at Fort George) would not only have been ufelefs,
but alfo highly impolitic ; becaufe the fubfiftence of the troops at Fort Edward,. be-
fore the arrival of that embarkation, muft have been brought by land carriage
through much difficult road all the way from Fort Anne, when, on the contrary,
by remaining in the neighbourhood of Skenefborough till the paffage of Lake George

Z effe®ed, exclufively of the confiderations of covering the removal of the ho-
fp;tal of Huberton, and alarming the Connecticut by the pofition of General Reide-
fel’s corps, the army was commodioufly fupplied by water. carriage..
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The next circumftance for examination, according to the order of the Narrative,
is the tranfport of the magazines of provifions, &c. from Fort George; and-it is
highly incumbent upon me to fhew the difficulties of that operation, becaule, if they
were avoidable, it muft be acknowledged one of the principal grounds upon which
I vindicate the plan of the expedition to Bennington will fail me.

But I am perfuaded, every candid examiner will firft indulge me in a fhort paule.
It will be recolledted, that this is the only part of the campaign upon which the no-
ble Lord has laid his finger, as judging it producive of the fubfequent events. The
crofs-examination had already been prefled upon the fame ideas. Such want of know-
ledge of the nature of tranfport in that countyy has been betrayed ; fo much prepol-
feflion of unneceffary delays has appeared ; fuch emphafis of queftion has attended
every circumftance of my conduét at this period, that I fhall ftand acquitted of pro-
lixity, if I preface the application of the fubfequent evidence by a more comprehen-
five and complete furvey of the difficulties and anxieties of my fituation than I thought
was neceffary before. '

The combination of arrangement for feeding the army might, in fa@, be flated to

have extended even to Ireland ; for fqme part of the fupply depended upon the vic-
tualling fleet which was prepared in that country, according to my requifition before
I left London, and had not reached Quebec when the army took the field. The te-
dioufnefs of the navigation from Quebec to the mouth of the Sorel need not be again
defcribed.  The next embarraffment was to manage the conveyance for that part of
the fupply which came from Montreal, and which was much the greateft, without
interfering with the tranfport which with equal necefficy was to be expedited up the
Saint Lawrence to Lake Ontario, for the fervice of Colonel St. Leger’s expedition,
and the immenfe ftores (then neceffarily upon the move alfo) for the winter main-
tenance of the upper country., To thefe might be added a lift of chances and incon-
veniences, incident to the carrying places between Chamblée and Saint John’s; the
uncertaintainty afterwards of the paffage over Lake Champlain, and Lake George ;
the laborious and flow operations of drawing the boats over the ithmus which di-
vides the two Lakes. Thefe together make a fyftem of embarrafiments and difap.
pointments hardly to be conceived by thofe who have not experienced them.

But although the whole of this arrangement (the furnifhing the upper country ex-
cepted) was made under my diteCtion, I have been content to date my difficulties
from the lodgement of the fupplies at Fort George; and I have touched the other
parts only to fhew more perfpicuoufly the unfairnefs of judging of an Ameri:am-
paign upon European ideas. How zealoufly foever a general, in fuchan u -
ing as mine, may be ferved by the chiefs of departments (and much praife is due

from
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from me upon that feore) for one hour he can find to contemplate bow ke fball fight bis
army, be muft allot twenty to contrive bow to feed it.

The behaviour of the Indians is a circumftance toc material to be paffed over in a Behaviour of
review of the anxieties in this part of the campaign. I had difcerned the caprice, i s,
the fuperftition, the felf-intereftednefs of the Indian character from my firft intercourfe,
even with thofe nations which are fuppofed to have made the greateft progrefs towards
civilization ; I mean with thofe called the domiciliated nations ncar Montreal. I h:d
been taught to look upon the remote tribes who joined me at Skenefboroug, as more
warlike ; but a very little time proved that, with equal depravity in general pringiple,
their only pre-eminence confifted in ferocity. The hopes I had placed in their wild
honour, and in the controul of their conduétors, which, as I ftated before, at firft had
been promifing, were foon at an end; and their ill-humour and mutinous difpofition 14,4 fay.
were manifeft foon after my arrival at Fort Edward. The apparent caufes of their rington from
change of temper were the refentment I had fhewn upon the murder of Mifs Macrea, Ry
and the reftraints I had laid on their difpofition to commit other enormities ; but I
never doubted thar their evil paffions were fomented, and their defeétion completed by
the cabals of the Canadian interpreters. Rapaity, felf-intereft, and prefumption are ’
the charatteriftics of thefe men, with fome few exceptions. The acquifition of the
Indian language has ufually been a certain fortune to a man with an artful head and a
convenient confcience.

To check the old praltices of peculation in thefe men, Sir Guy Carleton, with great
judgment, had given the fuperintendency of the Indian department to Major Campbell
and Captain Frazer, gentlemen of the higheft integrity. The Britifh officers employed
folely in the military conduct of that department, were alfo felected with equal pro-
priety. The interpreters had from the firft regarded with a jealous eye a fyftem
which took out of their hands the diftribution of Indian neceflaries and prefents ;
but when they found the plunder of the country, as well as that of the government,
was controuled, the profligate policy of many was employed to promote diffention,
revolt, and defertion.

I take this occafion to acquit Monfieur St. Luc of any fufpicion of his being con- g, e,
cerned in thefe factions; but I believe he difcerned them. He certainly knew that

.'tbe Indians pined after a renewal of their accuftomed horrors ; and that they were be-
come as impatient of his controul as of all other, though the pride and intereft of
authority, and the affeétion he bore to his old affociates, induced him to cover the real
cavfes under various frivolous pretences of difcontent, with which I was daily tor.

- mented, but to which I conftantly attended : and though I differed totally with Saint
Luc in opinion upon the cfficacy of thefe allies, { invariably took his advice in the
: ; management





