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The Second Métis War of 1885: A Case Study  
of Non-Commissioned Member Training and  
the Intermediate Leadership Program

Robert-Falcon Ouellette, CD, PhD, a Cree (Red Pheasant-First 
Nation), is currently a Program Director for the Aboriginal Focus 
Programs (University of Manitoba). He has degrees in music, edu-
cation, and anthropology, and works on issues related to university 
entrance programs, Indian residential schools, the military, and 
music. After 15 years of service in various units ranging from combat 
arms, medical, and musical military organizations, he retired from 
the military as the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 5th Field Ambulance, 
based in Valcartier, Quebec.

I say we have an interest, as a part of the great Empire––
as sharers in its prosperity, as sharers in its shame; 
we have an interest in everything which will tend to 
develop the strength and the unity of that Empire; we 
have an interest in every great and important question 
affecting the general constitution and organization of 
the Empire at large. 

~Edward Blake, House of Commons Debates,  
20 April 18821

Introduction

T
he manner in which the Canadian state and 
Aboriginal peoples see military history is very 
different. They just have different ontologies or 
world-views. As an Aboriginal military member of 
the Canadian Armed Forces (CAF), I have had the 

privilege of taking various training courses on Canadian military 
history and the opportunity to study that history from multiple 
world-views. This is not due to the CAF training I received, but to 
my own unique life’s experiences. The idea of world-view needs 
to be addressed in greater detail. For the Indigenous Eskimo 
anthropologist Oscar Kawagley (Yupiq), it is closely related to 
definitions of culture and a cognitive map. “A worldview consists 
of the principles we acquire to make sense of the world round 
us. Young people learn these values, traditions and customs from 
myths, legends, stories, family, community and examples set by 
community leaders. The worldview (cognitive map) is a summa-
tion of coping devices that have worked in the past [but may not 

by Robert-Falcon Ouellette

The Surrender of Poundmaker to Major-General Middleton at Battleford, Saskatchewan, on 26 May 1885, by Robert William Rutherford. 
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work in the now or future]… The worldview [allows a people 
who self-identify] to make sense of the world around them, make 
artifacts to fit their world, generate behavior and interpret their 
experiences.”2 This idea of world-view could equally apply to 
Indigenous peoples and members of a specific group. 

The military has its own world-view that enables members to 
perceive the world around them, and to create a reality that they feel 
to be true.3 Indigenous peoples of Canada also have differing world-
views, or ontologies. A fine example of the divergence of views is 
the Northwest Rebellion of 1885. There is orthodoxy in the manner 
the Northwest Rebellion is studied in military academies in Canada. 
The study of this conflict usually uses a linear model of analysis 
or an empiric-historic method, and it often ignores other perspec-
tives which are also important in understanding the conduct of war, 
its outcomes, and its interpretations. For instance, the Canadian 
Forces Intermediate Leadership Program (ILP) course required 
participants to explain how the Canadian and British soldiers used 
the ten principles of war to defeat the Métis and Indians in 1885.4

The ILP, while very beneficial, is also very simplistic in the 
manner it presents Canadian history.5 It is this example of 1885 and 
Canadian military history which does not produce great reflection 
in the training of non-commissioned members (NCMs), but rather, 
an anti-intellectual linear thinking. In the reading for the ILP, it was 
highlighted that in all military conflicts, there are ten Principles 
of War that must be addressed in some manner, and when one of 
them is ignored, defeat is often the outcome.6

Principles of War 

1.	 Selection and maintenance of the aim;
2.	 Maintenance of morale;
3.	 Offensive action;
4.	 Security;
5.	 Surprise;
6.	 Concentration of force;
7.	 Economy of effort;
8.	 Flexibility;
9.	 Cooperation; and
10.	 Administration and supply.

The presentation of these principles is 
very important, but it is their interplay within 
the confines of politics which makes them 
more interesting and valuable to members of 
the CAF to make reasoned decisions. Often 
during my ILP studies, I heard from other 
students and even professors about how the 
Canadian military, despite growing pains in 
the early years of Confederation, was able to 
use technology and overwhelming force to defeat the Indian and 
Métis on the battlefield. It was, as they say, ‘a foregone conclu-
sion,’ or as we might say, civilization was ‘on the march,’ and the 
Indians were being relegated to the dustbins of history.7 There 
was an orthodox view during the studies that was difficult to chal-
lenge with respect to this important moment of Canadian history. 
Many were frankly against my view that, in fact, the strengths of 
the Aboriginal peoples almost led to their victory in 1885, while 
the Canadians and British almost lost, in spite of their supposed 
strengths. The course almost appeared to be a means to conduct 
nation building within the ILP cohort. 

It is becoming less pertinent to be training NCMs for past 
linear wars. It seemed many students were unable to grasp the idea 
that one’s world-view will give one a different perspective, and they 
had a desire to quickly pass on to the next assignment in order to be 
expedient in their reasoning. It was the feeling that students were 
more interested in being celebratory of Canadian nationalism than 
in actively reflecting upon different views concerning this important 
conflict. It did not help that supplementary material provided by the 
ILP did not present a variety of views, but only an orthodoxy that had 
been long-established. This presents great dangers for the CAF, for as 
NCMs who have higher education levels are asked to fulfill important 
leadership roles, they must have an understanding of warfare, not 
in a linear concept, but as a holistic model of warfare that allows 
various points of view. Soldiers must be able to situate themselves 
geo-politically in multiple complex situations so they serve the best 
interests of the Canadian government and the Canadian public. 

I would like to conduct the same analysis using these ten 
principles, but from an Indigenous perspective, or, the opposite of 
what is often termed the ‘victor’s history,’ which, while of great 
interest to the public, often has little to offer with respect to deeper 
insights into warfare. I hope to demonstrate that the level of sub-
jectivity that is often used to highlight national histories prevents 
long-term understanding of an issue, and is not currently serving 
NCMs and the CAF well. 

Discussion

My purpose here is not to enter into the many facts surrounding the  
2nd Métis War (AKA the Resistance of 1885), but simply 

to present a view that calls into question today’s Canadian mili-
tary and political orthodoxy. The Resistance of 1885 was, and 
still is seen as the first Canadian military action and victory with 
a major force being deployed. However, there should be greater 
consideration given to the terms ‘Rebellion’ and ‘War.’8 The use 
of the word Rebellion presupposes that a group was waging a 

form of armed conflict against a central or 
legitimate power. The Oxford Dictionary 
defines Rebellion as “…an act of armed 
resistance to an established government 
or leader.”9 Many Métis writers, such 
as Louis Barkwell10 and Auguste-Henri 
de Trémaudan,11 believe that while the 
Canadian government had declared their 
authority over the Northwest, they did 
not have sufficient forces on the ground 
to establish their authority. In fact, many 
Indigenous groups maintained their own 
governments and legal systems indepen-
dent of the central Canadian government, 
and many continue to do so today.12

Many Western governments based their claims to lands taken 
from Indigenous populations upon the concept of terra nullius.13 
This is the idea of empty wastelands that Aboriginal peoples were 
not appropriately and efficiently using, and that allowed European 
powers to take possession of them. By taking possession of tribal 
lands, Western governments have broken the covenant between 
specific Aboriginal nations and the lands, destroying both power and 
place. In Australia, in 1992, this idea was overturned by the Mabo 
ruling of the High Court of Australia. The court ruled that there are 
surviving principles of cultural, territorial, and legal configurations 

“Many were frankly against 
my view that, in fact, the 

strengths of the Aboriginal 
peoples almost led to their 
victory in 1885, while the 

Canadians and British 
almost lost, in spite of their 

supposed strengths.”
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that originated in forms of human understand-
ing and organization predating the jurisdiction 
of European imperialism,14 and it rejected as 
unfounded that Aboriginal peoples did not 
have pre-existing ownership prior to Australian 
sovereignty. While this is case from Australia, it 
also has repercussions here in Canada because 
of the shared legal system that once existed 
between Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and 
Great Britain. 

In 1870, the entry of Manitoba under the Manitoba  
coalition government (a government formed of all peoples 
residing in Manitoba) and the people of Rupert’s Land into 
Confederation could be seen as a legitimization of the Canadian 
government’s power. It is the subsequent reneging by the Canadian 
government of the negotiated conditions that could entail the 
idea that the covenant had never been fully implemented. A  
lack of full implementation created a condition whereby  
the Canadian government did not establish its authority, and  

the subsequent war with the Indigenous 
peoples of Saskatchewan constituted a War  
of Conquest. 

While I recognize that, after 1870, 
Manitoba had been effectively occupied, it 
is important to note that a campaign of ter-
ror by Canadian military forces had begun 
almost immediately against the Indigenous 
inhabitants that included murder, rape, and 
destruction of property, commencing in 

1870.15 It is these acts and the subsequent ignoring of the bilingual 
nature of Manitoba which could allow the nullity of the authority 
of Canada. If the French, Catholic, Métis Indigenous peoples, and 
the Canadian government could not meet the requirements of their 
entry into Confederation, and the Indigenous peoples continued to 
maintain a separate authority in parallel using Indigenous title, their 
actions in 1885 were not rebellion, but rather, resistance against an 
occupying force conducting a War of Conquest. 
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“After the Red River 
Rebellion of 1870 and his 
exile to Montana, Riel was 
not interested in returning 

to Canada.”
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For many historians, Louis Riel is a personality who is  
difficult to understand. He went from pursuing a legal and moder-
ate political position of asking the federal government to respect 
the Manitoba Act (1870), to eventually proclaiming a new religion 
with Monsignor Ignace Bourget (Bishop of Montreal) as the new 
pope,16 and establishing a separate government based in Batoche. 

Even today, for most Métis 
people, Riel represents a 
larger-than-life figure who 
was only seeking to help 
the Métis create a sense of 
national Métis identity by 
fighting ‘perceived’ viola-
tions of their individual and 
collective rights.17 

After the Red River 
Rebellion of 1870 and his 
exile to Montana, Louis Riel 
was not interested in return-
ing to Canada. He changed 
his mind only after a group 
of Métis men18 went to 
Montana and requested that 
he return to the Northwest 
Territories in order to fight 
for their natural rights. These 
rights had been enshrined in 
the 1870 Manitoba Act, but 
were now being trampled 
upon by the new govern-
ment of the territories and 
the Canadian federal gov-
ernment.19 The federal 
Conservative government 
under John A. Macdonald 
eventually decided that 
armed conflict was the 
only logical political solu-
tion that would bend and 
break the Métis20 and end 
any resistance to further 
Canadian control and settling 
of the territories. One can 
opine that if the Métis and 
Indians had been allowed to 
continue in their grievances 
without being checked by 
the Canadian government, 
they would have been calling 
into question the supremacy 
of the Anglo-Saxon way of  
life, and, in essence, the 
Canadian rule of law in the 
Northwest Territories. 

Very few actually 
believed in the ability of 
the Métis to win in the final 
outcome, and this included 
some Métis, but not all their 

leadership, including Riel’s military field commander, Gabriel 
Dumont. Most realized that, with the railway, the ability of the fed-
eral government to bring troops to the territories would be far easier 
than was the case in 1870. In much of the literature, it is noted that 
the Métis were always hoping to negotiate a settlement, and even up 
until the final Battle of Batoche, they were still hoping that British 
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field force commander Major-General 
Frederick Middleton, and especially, Prime 
Minister Macdonald, would negotiate. On  
9 May 1885, Gabriel Dumont was “…real-
istic enough to know that they would not 
beat the British, but believed they could 
still negotiate.”21 I believe that the Métis 
were more surprised by the fact that when 
the Macdonald government did negotiate, it 
was in such bad faith. For instance, a number 
of Métis demands were met, but they were 
delivered in such a manner as to be insulting 
to the entire movement.22

How do Indigenous nations, 
with crude, musket-style weap-
ons, defend themselves against 
a far larger and better-equipped 
force? The Métis numbered only 
250 participants in the Battle of 
Batoche, ranging in ages from 13 
to 93.23 Middleton had over 800 men 
directly under his command at the 
principal Battle of Batoche, as well 
as adequate logistical support, and 
he was also in possession of a boat, 
cannons, and Gatling guns. When 
one considers the use of a Gatling 
gun on a battlefield against Métis 
men, women, and children, even by 
the standards of the time, this would 
have been considered dishonorable.24 
In the entire Northwest Territories, 
there were 8000 troops available to 
fight and support the federal govern-
ment. The Aboriginal forces were 
able to muster only a maximum of 
500 men including Indians, and at 
Batoche, many fewer warriors were 
available to fight. Riel was even 
opposed to taking enemy lives.25 
This brings into hypothetical ques-
tion what the consequences are when 
one side readies for total war, while 
the other seeks a negotiated peace.26 

It was obviously very difficult 
for Riel to be engaged in war. He was 
attempting to create a new nation 
(Aboriginal) out in the prairies. 
One might offer that it was possibly 
his religious beliefs that impeded 
him, and subsequently his troops, 
from engaging in far more offen-
sive actions against Middleton. He 
would often hold a cross and pray 
in the open while the battles were 
raging around him.27 Riel’s nephew, 
Auguste Vermette,28 recounts that 
Riel was a gentle, incorruptible 
leader who would often restrain his 
troops and Gabriel Dumont from 

attacking and killing Canadian troops, but 
was ready to give his life for the Métis 
cause.29 If Riel had allowed the Métis to 
conduct ‘total war’ in this instance, would 
this have been a precursor to the Boar War 
and the guerilla tactics conducted therein? 

However, the Canadian effort faced 
many difficulties. The campaign to destroy 
the Métis forces was a logistical nightmare 
from the beginning because the Canadian 
forces believed they possessed a comfort-

able superiority of power. Also, the Canadian minister responsible, 
Sir Adolphe Caron, made every effort to institute a logistics and 

Sir John A. Macdonald
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“Most likely, the British and 
Canadian forces suffered 

from overconfidence.  
They felt that there was  
no way they could lose  

this campaign.”
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transportation system that relied upon private enterprise. The 
Canadian military’s lack of preparation was apparently behind this 
solution, which eventually cost the government $4.5 million, an 
enormous amount for the late-19th Century.30 The military, medical, 
and supply services were cobbled together in just four days. The 
variety of weapons issued was not seen as a major concern. Men 
left for war with Snider, Winchester, and Martini-Henry carbines 
and rifles. Similarly, they carried three types of ammunition that 
had to be distributed to units that were often situated great dis-
tances apart. Some of this ammunition turned out to be unusable 
or non-existent. For example, Major-General Thomas Strange in 
command of the Alberta Field Force reached Frenchman’s Butte 
with only 22 artillery shells.31

Most likely, the 
British and Canadian 
forces suffered from 
overconfidence. They 
felt that there was no 
way they could lose 
this campaign. The 
only defeat of British 
Empire military forces 
in history by Indigenous 
peoples had been that 
orchestrated by the 
Zulus at the 1879 Battle 
of Isandlwana. This track 
record bolstered the feel-
ing of invincibility of the 
military personal over the 
Indigenous peoples. It 
did not, however, make 
for actual superiority in 
the field, because when 
troops are overconfident 
and meet resistance, 
the effect can be dou-
bly demoralizing. The 
Canadian leadership 
was extremely weak, 
but Middleton would 
ascribe his slowness 
and procrastination to 
the inexperience of his 
subordinates, in whom 
he had little confidence. 
It should be noted that 
the feeling was mutual. 
It was the general’s view 
that he had prevented the 
Batoche engagement 
from ending in failure, 
but others could not 
forget that he had been 
unable to use his mounted 
forces or manoeuvre his 
troops, or that his timid 
approach was the cause 
of the lack of fighting 
spirit in his men.32 

The greatest mistake on the other side was the failure of the 
Aboriginal coalition33 to ensure an adequate supply of ammunition 
(logistics/principle of administration), and in not comprehending 
the political advantages that the revolt offered the government. The 
Aboriginal peoples at Batoche were supposedly firing rocks and 
nails near the end of the battle, due to a shortage of ammunition.34 
They thus failed to adequately plan their future needs. The Métis 
and Indians were supplied almost exclusively by the Hudson’s Bay 
Company and other small outfitters for their weapons, but once the 
provisional government had been declared, this source of supply 
was extinguished. It is known that they did raid the Walters and 
Baker weapons store at Batoche, seizing a number of arms and 
ammunition, but this was evidently not enough to meet needs.35  
It is not known what other measures were taken to acquire  
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ammunition after the fighting had started, but it must be assumed 
that they were unsuccessful in obtaining any large quantities, 
because, in the two engagements at Frenchman’s Butte, the 
Aboriginal forces were unable to generate a decisive victory over 
the Canadian forces. And the lack of ammunition and the concen-
tration of force by the enemy resulted in their defeat at Batoche. 

From an Aboriginal viewpoint, the wonder should not be with 
respect to which principle of war was most decisive in Middleton’s 
victory over the Métis, but how the Métis and their Indian allies 
bested the Canadians and the British during the engagements  
at Duck Lake, Frog Lake, Fish Creek, Cut Knife, and initially, at 
Frenchman’s Butte.36 These five engagements, often downplayed 
in Canadian history as small skirmishes of little value, are viewed 
by Aboriginal peoples as important victories. These victories also 

affected the Canadians’ ability to maintain 
their war effort and therefore the principle of 
maintaining morale. One might suggest they 
are downplayed in Canadian history books 
because they cannot be seen to support the 
ideals of Canada as a forward nation, a 
nation of progress.37 

Even though Riel had very few troops 
on the ground (approximately 250, according 
to multiple sources), many were excellent 
horsemen, knew the terrain, and were more 
experienced than their adversaries with 
respect to combat and hunting. They also 
held many advantages over Middleton and 
his troops with respect to the principles of 
war, such as the maintenance of the aim, 
morale,38 offensive action, surprise, secu-
rity, effort, and co-operation. They were, 
however, lacking in concentration of force, 
flexibility, and administration. These  
three elements turned out to be the deciding 
factors. For instance, Dumont was able at 
Batoche to ground the Canadian Steamboat 
Northcote (armed with a Gatling gun) and 
disable it, so that it could play no major 
part in the battle on 9 May.39 Dumont did 
have success in the early part of the bat-
tle, but was unable to maintain offensive  
(defensive) action, due to a lack of ammuni-
tion (administration).

In spite of their multiple successes, 
more Aboriginal peoples did not join Riel 
in his crusade. They had little logistical 
support in terms of weapons and ammuni-
tion. Also, the large numbers of women and 
children located at Batoche kept the Métis 
fighters from being able to move swiftly 
across the prairies.40 This showed that the 
principle of flexibility was also violated. 
Other principles were thus constrained, and 
the fighters had to make a stand at a specific 
location, thereby bringing about their one 
and only decisive defeat. At the Battle of 

Batoche, which lasted four days, the Métis held off a larger and 
better equipped force. At one point, the Canadians were even pre-
paring to fall back and concede defeat. Only a last-minute decision 
by an officer to charge the Métis lines against orders showed how 
truly weak the supply issues of the Métis had become. There are 
many Métis authors and some leaders who have called to account 
the official Canadian version of history. The influential 20th Century 
Métis academic and activist Howard Adams41 writes that Canadian 
history presents the Aboriginal peoples in such a manner as to make 
them seem simple yet honest people who were doomed to defeat 
and to be swallowed up by history, as all Indians were to disap-
pear into the dustbin of history. Adams protested until his death 
against this continuing neo-colonialist affront to all Indigenous 
peoples of Canada.42

Major-General Sir Frederick D. Middleton
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The Battle of Fish Creek.
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Time Line of Events43

24 March 1884	� South Branch Métis hold a meeting in Batoche 
to discuss grievances. The 30 representatives 
vote to invite Louis Riel back to act as political 
advisor and leader.

6 May 1884�	� At a joint meeting, the South Branch Métis and 
English half-breeds pass several resolutions 
specifying grievances and adopt a motion to 
seek Louis Riel’s assistance.

18 May 1884	� Métis delegation leaves Batoche for Montana 
to solicit Louis Riel’s aid.

16 December 1884	�Louis Riel sends a petition to the Secretary of 
State outlining Métis grievances and demands.

28 January 1885	� John A. Macdonald’s cabinet authorizes the 
creation of a three-person commission to 
review and settle Métis and half-breed claims 
in Manitoba and the Northwest Territories.

5 March 1885	� Louis Riel and a group of prominent Métis 
hold a secret meeting. They sign an oath to 
“save our country from a wicked government 
by taking up arms if necessary.”

18 March 1885	� Métis seize control of St. Anthony’s Church: 
they take hostages and cut the telegraph lines 
at Clarke’s Crossing.

19 March 1885	� Métis form the ministry and the army of the 
Provisional Government of Saskatchewan.

21 March 1885	� The Provisional Government demands the 
North-West Mounted Police surrender Fort 
Carlton.

22 March 1885	� The Winnipeg Militia is ordered to a state of 
readiness and Major-General Frederick Dobson 
Middleton is given command of the troops.

26 March 1885	� Métis force under Gabriel Dumont engage in 
an unplanned skirmish with Superintendent 
L.F. Crozier’s Mounted Police and volunteers 
at Duck Lake. The police are routed.

27 March 1885	� The North-West Mounted Police abandon Fort 
Carlton (accidentally burning it as they leave) 
and retreat to Prince Albert.

28 March 1885	� News of Duck Lake hits eastern Canada. The 
Federal Government raises a Canadian Militia 
Force. Within two weeks, three columns of the 
Northwest Field Force are in motion.

29 March 1885	� Assiniboine warrior Ikteh kills farm instructor 
Payne on the Mosquito reserve.

30 March 1885	� The ‘Siege of Battleford’ begins. Pitikwahanapi
wiyin (Poundmaker) arrives at Fort Battleford. 
The Indian Agent refuses to meet with him. The 
combined Battleford bands loot the town.

2 April 1885	� The Frog Lake Massacre. Members 
of  Mistahimaskwa’s Cree Nation led by 
Ayimisis and Kapapamahchakwew (Wandering 
Spirit) kill Indian Agent Quinn and eight  
other whites.
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3 April 1885	� Cree of the Little Hunter and Blue Quill bands 
raid government store house at Saddle Lake 
(130 km northeast of Edmonton).

17 April 1885	� Fort Pitt is taken by warriors of Mistahimaskwa’s 
band. Mistahimaskwa negotiates the evacuation 
of the fort by the North West Mounted Police.

24 April 1885	� Gabriel Dumont ambushes Middleton’s column 
at Fish Creek.

24 April 1885	� Lieutenant-Colonel William Otter relieves the 
‹siege› of the Fort Battleford without a battle. 
The Battleford bands have left the area and 
established a camp at Cutknife Hill.

26 April 1885	 Indians raid HBC post at Lac La Biche, Alberta.

2 May 1885	� Colonel Otter’s column attacks 
Pitikwahahnapiwiyin’s camp at Cut Knife 
Hill. Otter is forced to retreat to Battleford. 
Pitikwahahnapiwiyin prevents Indians from 
attacking retreating troops.

9–12 May 1885	� Battle of Batoche. Middleton defeats the Métis 
force in a four day battle.

14 May 1885	� At Eagle Hills, Battleford Indian bands capture 
wagon train carrying supplies for Colonel Otter’s 
column. Twenty-one teamsters are taken prisoner.

15 May 1885	� Louis Riel surrenders and is transported to 
Regina for trial.

26 May 1885	� Pitikwahanapiwiyn surrenders to General 
Middleton at Fort Battleford.

28 May 1885	� Mistahimaskwa’s band and Major-General T.B. 
Strange clash at Frenchman’s Butte.

3 June 1885	� Steele’s and Mistahimaskwa’s forces engage in 
a skirmish at Loon Lake.

2 July 1885	� Mistahimaskwa surrenders to North-West 
Mounted Police at Fort Pitt.

6 July 1885	 Riel is formally charged with high treason.

20 July–	 Riel is tried and found guilty of treason. Judge  
1 August 1885	 Hugh Richardson sentences Riel to hang  
	 18 September.

24 July 1885	� William Henry Jackson is found not guilty by 
reason of insanity. Jackson is sent to a lunatic 
asylum in Manitoba.

5 August 1885	� Sir John A. Macdonald requests that murder 
charges be laid against the Indians involved at 
Frog Lake and in the killing of Payne.

13 August 1885	� Kapeyakwaskonam (One Arrow) tried on the 
charge of treason-felony, is found guilty and 
sentenced to three years imprisonment.

14 August 1885	� A number of Métis involved in the rebellion 
plead guilty to treason-felony and receive prison 
sentences ranging from one-to-seven years.

17-19 August 1885	� Pitikwahanapiwiyin is tried on the charge of 
treason-felony, found guilty and sentenced to 
three years imprisonment.

9 September	� The Manitoba Court of Queen’s Bench rejects 
Riel’s appeal.

11 September 1885	� Mistahimaskwa is tried on the charge of treason-
felony, found guilty and sentenced to three years 
imprisonment.

25 September 1885	� Kapapamahchakwew (Wandering Spirit) is tried 
at Battleford and sentenced to hang.

5 October 1885	� Ikteh and Man Without Blood are tried, found 
guilty and sentenced to hang for killing Payne.

10 October 1885	� Five Indians are tried in Battleford for involvement 
at Frog Lake, are found guilty and sentenced  
to hang.

22 October 1885	� Judicial Committee of the Privy Council rules 
against Riel’s appeal.

9 November 1885	� The Medical Commission, created to examine 
Riel’s mental condition, submits its report to the 
Prime Minister. The Commission is divided on 
the question of Riel’s sanity. Cabinet decides to 
proceed with death penalty.

16 November 1885	 Riel is hanged in Regina.

27 November 1885	� Kapapamahchakwew and seven other Indians 
are hanged at Battleford.
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Conclusion

I hope that I have been able to offer a more Indigenous  
perspective concerning the 2nd Métis War of 1885. From this 

viewpoint, it was a war of conquest and a total war against 
peoples who only wished to have justice. The Canadian govern-
ment had not established its legitimate authority because it had 
not fulfilled the treaty requirements concerning the Indigenous 
peoples of the prairies. If Middleton had had the flexibility and 
willingness to negotiate, would many of today’s issues, court 
cases, and treaty land entitlement negotiations still be in play 
here in Canada? Chief Warrant Officer André Normandin spoke 
about the need for CAF soldiers to have an understanding of 
the overall mission and the long term interests of Canada when 
engaged in warfare.44 In order to do so, we must not study 
with hubris, but with the ability to self-criticize and to analyze 
why and when Canada has won or lost in an honest, forthright 
manner, and if we have fulfilled the longer-term needs of our 
nation in given situations. While many may say that the military 
must simply and blindly follow orders, I believe this to be both 
false and dangerous. In the case discussed herein, instead of a 
partnership that could have been established over one hundred 
year ago, many Aboriginal peoples exist in poverty today with 
multiple social ills that could be traced back to how the war 

of conquest was conducted by Canadian forces. We can only 
imagine what life would be like if the military had had the fore-
sight and courage to speak to their political masters concerning 
durable options for Canada. While many may ask why NCMs 
should have such training, the reality is that it better situates 
and prepares for any debate, informs the chain of command, and 
aids in the completion of any given mission. Soldiers are also 
citizens with rights and responsibilities within Canadian society. 

[Trans] I have been criticized for referring to Louis Riel 
as “my brother.” I would rather call Louis Riel “my 
brother” than do as some men do and call the Orangemen 
their brothers. I would rather be related to a Métis than 
to certain politicians who seek to crush our race and 
destroy our religion. I have never been ashamed of a 
hanged man who hanged for the love of his country. I 
have never been ashamed of a De Lorimier, a Duquet or 
a Chénier; I have never been ashamed of my father, who 
was imprisoned in 1837 because he loved his country. 

~ Honoré Mercier, 7 May 188645 

The Capture of Batoche
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