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have observed by r, d, I or n; so that I find it in Min. du (ru,
lu, iu), Iowa, Mandan, and Crow ru, Omaha ra.

III. A reßlexive pronouh- tawa, Min. tama (tawa, taba), Iowa,
tawe,'Osage tabe, forming from possessive pronouns double
possessives, related to their primitives somewhat as' mine to
my. In some features of structure the Dakotan languages
present an amazing diversity.

According to Powell-ant. to stud Am. Lang.) a. Ponka in
order to say. "a Èan killed a rabbit," would have to say "the
man, .he, one, ani ate, standing, in the nominative case, pur-
posely, killed, by shooting an arrow, he, the one animate, sit-
ting, in the objective case." "For the form of the verb to kill
vould have to be selected, and the verb changes its form by ing

flection, and by incorporated particles, to denote person, num-
ber .and gender, as animate. or inanimate, as standing, sitting or
lying."

On the other hand the Dakota could not vary the form of the
:.verb to denote-any of these things except number, with refer-

ence to cither subject or object. He would probably say:
"Wichasta-wan rhastincha-wan kte,"-"man-a, rabbit-a, kill,"-
in which each word is abou't synonymous with its English
equivalent, and case as in English denoted by position.. If he
wished to show that the action was done by shooting, he would
probably not vary the form of the verb kill, but would fuse the
verb kute, meaning shoot whether with arrow or bullet. Ex-
cept that the Dak. order corresponds to the Icelandic the only
differencé in structure between the Dak. and English expression
is thaùthe. Dakota word kte may mean any time, the pai-ticular
time being indicated whenever desirablein all cases in Dak. as
mostly in English by auxiliary verbs and adverbs. -If the
word man- were represepted by a pronoun the Dak. would
be still more analytic, since its pronoun would indicate any act-
or, male or female, or inanimate, unless it were desirable to dis-
tinguish, in wihich case the distinction would bemade by com-
pounding the pronoun with a suitable auxiliary word. In this
feature, often given as characteristic of American languages, is
a variation the greatest possible between two languages closely
related. It is also worthy of remark that the Minnetaree, which
I should suppose the most *analytic of the group next to the
Dakota, is one of those that least resembles- the Dakota in vo-
cabulary. Some. of the features often assigned as peculiarties
of American languages were according to Bopp and Schleisher
feature's of the I. E. languages in their earlier stages. Of most
other features said to characterize American langitages I find
in Dak. but faint traces. The Dak. does have verbs nearly
synonymous with go, wa?, eat, drink, strike, etc. It is well sup-


