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is prominent in its features, or half-moon shapd, as Catlin
calls it. The former is the peculiarity of the Algonquin,
the latter ofthe Dacotah. Small sun&en eyes, low forehead
and short hait characterize the American Indian in one de-

_scription, and in the other we find large eves, arched fore-
head and long hair. Here agaii the Algonquin furnishes
one portrait, and e Iro4uois or Dacotah, the other. A third
and totally differentype is presented by the Athabascan.
In regard to character, we find Châteauhriand characteriz-
ingthe Huron as gay, witty, flighty and chivalrous; and Cat-
lin, speaking of the Dacotahs as, with all their native dignity,
garrulous and fond of humour; while many writers upon
the Tinneh or Athabascans point out features of -character

that are peculiar to them, and describe them as inveterate
grumblers, unreliable, undignified and laughter loving.
The fact is that "the Stoic of the woods, the man without a
tear," the taciturn, undemonstrative, grave and deliberate
savage, who has given an ideal character to the whole of
our Indian population, is the Algonquin. He is totally
unlike the other aborigines on this side of the Rocky
Mountains.

It would be absurd to deny that there is some ground for
the common opinion which recognizes a family likeness
among the tribes'of the continent. In their arts and
appliances and in their mode of life there is much in com-
mon, but this community has its origin not in the unity
of the tribes, but in the similarity of their conditions, and
in the fact of their mutual intercourse Yet, allowing this,
there are still wide diversities. The Spartan-like national
life of the Iroquois, described by Châteaubriand, the Hon.
L. H. Morgan, and Dr. Parkman, finds no counterpart
among the Algonquins. The large handsome lodges of
the Dacotahs are quite unlike the huts of Algonquins and
Tinneh. The Algonquin was no potter as were originally
both Dacotahs and Iroquois. Iroquois, Dacotahs, and Tin-


