
~t the time, there was much talk among t h e  of f icers  a s  t o  the f u t i l i t r  of the 

s c a t ,  and even Hughes in h i s  a r t i c l e  in  t h e  Journal previously noted, slurringly says 

tha t  nReno bolted s t ra ight  f o r  the Rosebud which he struck near i ts mouth." Bothstate- 

ments were not only unfair but untrue, a& long a f t e r  i n  a l e t t e r ,  he admitted tha t  he 

was ent i rely wrong, and should have never writ ten it, Like sarrra others, he did not l i k e  

Reno, but it seems s ignif icant  tha t  Godfrey should have remained s i l e n t  as to  Reno's 

supposed dereliction, but it probably l i e s  in the f a c t  t h a t  the scout accomplished more 

tha t  Terry's orders contemplated. Reno's crossing t o  the Rosebud a d  scouting up i ts  

course, furnished Custer w i t h  material far h i s  savage attack on the former, I have a 

copy of Terrxt s o f f i c i a l  "Special Field Order No, 2, * as  well  as t h e  accounts of several 

prho took par t  i n  the scout, and as an axample of looseness of statement, I quote from 

page 10 of Godfrsyts narrative: "Uajor Reno was ordered to  scout t o  the forks o f t h e  

Powder, ,, . .then cross over to Pumpkin Creek, follow it down to the  Tongue River, scout 

up tha t  stream a d  then re  join the regiment a t  the mutb  of t h e  Tongue." His orders 

not d i rec t  him to lffollow the Pumpkin;" they did not  order him tfto ecsut up t h a t  stream, - 
referring to t h e  Tongue. I have introduced a t  perhaps unnecessary length, two minor er- 

rors, because they a r e  typical  of others, 

I n  h i s  foreword, Godfrey says: "In 1879 my brother off icers  a t  West Point asked 

me t o  write a paper on the subject (the ba t t le )  to  be read a t  the  Lyceun. TYith the a id  

of my diary, l e t t e r s ,  notes and w i t h  events f resh  i n  my mind, I wrote up a very size- 

able p i l e  of manuscripts. 1 then cut out much tha t  I know now muld be of qui te  general 

interest ,  The rejected material, together with notes and some l e t t e r s ,  was destroyed, 

p. 8 This d e s t m c t i m  has been regretted many a time since, as mch of it bears on subjects 

of co ntrobersy a s  to the campaign and the conduct of individuals,fl It is to be hoped 

tha t  had General Godfrey kept t h i s  destroyed material and used it, his account of those 

par t s  of the  b a t t l e  and i ts aftermath t h a t  he did not personally take par t  in, mi&t not 

only have been more accurate, b u t  sornewfiat l e s s  prejudiced, 


