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July 22, 2019 

Dear Chairman Smith and Ranking Member Thornberry: 

The Honorable Mac Thornberry 
Ranking Member 
House Armed Services Committee 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC. 20515 

I am writing you regarding H.R. 3467 "Remove the Stain Act," to implore the House Armed Ser
vices Committee to take no action on this historically deficient bill. In doing so, I wish to set the 
record straight regarding the Army's actions at Wounded Knee and the men who were awarded 
Medals of Honor for their gallantry, heroism, and fortitude on that battlefield. 

I am a retired Army officer with three decades of active service in uniform, a military historian 
who has researched and written about the Army's actions at Wounded Knee for two decades, 
and a descendant of a survivor of the Battle of Wounded Knee. Retired from active service, I now 
serve on the faculty and staff at the U.S. Army War College at Carlisle Barracks. However, I am 
writing to you as a private citizen, not in an official capacity. 

My great great grandfather was Brig. Gen. Samuel M. Whitside, who, as a Major in the 7th Cav
alry in 1890, commanded that regiment's First Battalion, captured Chief Spotted Elk's band near 
Porcupine Butte, and escorted them to his camp at the Wounded Knee crossing. Most of the 
men who were killed the following morning were from his battalion, and he was consulted on 
most of the medals awarded to 7th Cavalry troopers. 

The House Armed Services Committee should allow the "Remove the Stain Act" to die in com
mittee for three reasons, which I explain in detail on the following pages. 

1) It all but ignores, and at times misrepresents, the well documented historical record that
articulates the Army and the War Department's official position on Wounded Knee and
the honors conferred.

2) It presents only the perspective of the Lakota peoples, whose ancestors were the very
forces that opposed U.S. soldiers at Wounded Knee.

3) It does what has never been done in our Nation's history, that is, consult the perspective
of the opponent of our U.S. soldiers in a particular conflict to determine if medals should
be rescinded.

To pass such an Act now or any time in the future would set a precedent for all future genera
tions of Americans to rescind any medal from any conflict to which such a generation may take 
umbrage, regardless of the facts and established record. 
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I ask that you have your staffs take the time to read my analysis, to check its sources, and to con
firm the well documented reasons that soldiers who fought at Wounded Knee were awarded 
Medals of Honor. 

I am available for consultation or to answer any questions and can be reached at the above ad
dress, by email at Samuel.Russell@VMialumni.org. or by phone at (717) 409-0045. 

Copy Furnished: 
The Honorable John Joyce 
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Sincerely, 

SAMUELL. RUSSELL 

Colonel, U.S. Army retired 

**The views expressed in this analysis are those of the author alone and do not represent official position of the U.S. Government** 
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killed or wounded; and there were no troops in front of K Troop except a few men whose 
duties called them in the Indian circle to assist in the search. "36

• Maj. J. F. Kent, senior Wounded Knee investigator for Gen. Miles: "But the evidence upon
this subject fails to establish that a single man of Colonel Forsyth's command was killed
or wounded by his fellows."a7

In short, there was and is no evidence that a single soldier was wounded or killed by friendly fire. 
There is, however, overwhelming evidence of Indians engaging, wounding, and killing U.S. Sol
diers. 

(11) On January 1st, 1891, Major General Nelson A. Miles, Commander of the Divi
sion of Missouri, telegraphed Major General John M. Schofield, Commander-in-Chief of 
the Army notifying him that "[I]t is stated that the disposition of four hundred soldiers 
and four pieces of artillery was fatally defective and large number of soldiers were killed 
and wounded by the fire from their own ranks and a very large number of women and 
children were killed in addition to the Indian men". 

Paragraph (11) of the Act finally quotes an Army officer from the time of Wounded Knee. Of 
course, it is Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, the commanding general of the campaign, perhaps the 
only officer in the Army that held a visceral, negative view of the 7th Cavalry's performance at 
Wounded Knee. Gen. Miles was a truly heroic man, a fighting general with a sterling reputation 
for leading in combat, against both Confederates and Indians, eventually being awarded a Medal 
of Honor himself for action during the Civil War, which he received in the summer of 1892. He 
also had a reputation for unbridled ambition to rise to command of the whole Army, and some 
speculated even to the Presidency. He was loyal to his officers that were loyal to him and rewarded 
them accordingly. Nelson Miles's signature was on more Medals of Honor than perhaps any other 
officer in the history of the U.S. Army. Gen. Miles also had a reputation for cashiering any officer 
who he believed brought discredit to his campaigns. In January 1890, his ire was focused on Col. 
James W. Forsyth, commander of the 7th Cavalry, for his actions at Wounded Knee, and on Lieut. 
Col. Edwin V. Sumner, 8th Cavalry, for his failure to capture and retain control of Big Foot. 

Gen. Miles did express disdain for Col. Forsyth and the 7th Cavalry in a telegram to Maj. Gen. 
Schofield on New Year's Day 1891, seeking and receiving permission to relieve Col. Forsyth and 
investigate what occurred at Wounded Knee. In addition to the quote in paragraph (11) of this Act, 
Gen. Miles also wrote a report to the Adjutant General's Office at the War Department four days 
later in which he again expressed his initial findings of all the failures of Col. Forsyth, "The map, 
presents one erasible [sic] fact, namely, the commands were so placed that the fire must have been 
destructive to some of their own men, while other portions of the troops were so placed as to be 
non-effective. It also appears that after a large number of their arms (47) had been taken away 
from the Indians, the fight occurred between the troops and Indians in close proximity."as On 
January 6, the day before the investigation began, Miles privately aired his low opinion of Forsyth 
in a letter to his wife. "Forsyth's actions [are] about the worst I have ever known. I doubt if there 
is a Second Lieutenant who could not have made better disposition of 433 white soldiers and 40 
Indian scouts, or could not have disarmed 118 Indians encumbered with 250 women and chil
dren."39 

Col. Forsyth recognized that he had been singled out for Gen. Miles's wrath when he wrote to his 
daughter, "From the time I got here I knew that some one would be selected as a scapegoat, for 
the character of the general officer running this thing indicated this, but I did not believe that I 
was to be selected by Providence to carry the load."4° 
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Appendix: Medals of Honor Associated with Wounded Knee and White Clay Creek 

Lieut. Rice testimony: At Drexel Mission, in the second position occupied by the first battalion, I was 
ordered with 20 men of E Troop, to support Capt. Varnum .... An order came to withdraw the line from 
this position. Capt. Moylan withdrew his troop. Capt. Varnum commenced to retreat when an assault 
was made on our line and he found it necessary to retake the former position. Capt. Varnum and Lt. 
Gresham both sprang forward, leading and cheering their men under a heavy fire from the Indians 
retaking the position and driving the Indians back. I thought at the time their conduct was particularly 
gallant and that they were conspicuous in their bravery. 

Date of Issue: September 22, 1897 

Citation: While executing an order to withdraw, seeing that a continuance of the movement would 
expose another troop of his regiment to being cut off and surrounded, he disregarded orders to retire, 
placed himself in front of his men, led a charge upon the advancmg 

1916-1917 Medal Review Notes: Case No. 2462 (58757). White Clay Creek, S. Oak., December 30, 
1890. Most distinguished gallantry in action. 
July 6, 1897, J.C. Gresham, captain, Seventh Cavalry, forwards certificate. 
Extract report February 14, 1891, Col. Forsyth. 
Letter Lieut. Sedgwick Rice, Seventh Cavalry, July 26, 1897. 
Secretary Alger, September 14, 1897, by direction of President, presents medal. 
One medal issued September 22, 1897. 
2462. Varnum, Charles A. 










