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Anderson tells the reader in his introduction that his intent is o
present an cxamplc of an “cthno-biography” which, he explains,
consists Of the “writing of biography from the perspective ot a minority
culture’” (p. 3). The subject of his exercise is the tragic Little Crow,
whom Anderson cffectively portrays as much as a symbol as an actual
leader of the Dakota Sioux during the contlict of 1862, Conscequently,
it is his ability to reconstruct the ideologics and perspectives of
participants in this culminating ¢ncounter upon which Anderson
chooses to be evaluated.

At the beginning of the 18th Century non-Indians — traders,
missionarics, travelers, and the militaey - made theie entrance upon
the upper Mississippi River. The first familics  of  non-lndian
Minnesotans, some few with cmpathy for the plight of the castern
Dakotas, did not understind  tutly  the  extenvating  historical
crcumstances that preceded the confroniation. Instead, they created
myths about Little Crow as leader of the perpetrators ol the violence
Anderson shows how violent the decades of ineraction betore the
conflict of 1862 were in the lives of the Dakotas,

While Anderson marshals the availuble evidence to shape a
comprehension of the dwindling options accessible to the particular
bands of castern Dakotas, his technigue as a biographer is more obscure
Propelled by an explicit positivist bent, Anderson culls the 19th Century
primary sources, some never betfore utilized, to reconstruct a single
reality, rather than a scrics of realities, within which he thinks Littde
Crow, the castern Sioux, and Minnesotans actually intersected, with
the inevitable contlict resulting. Unfortunatety, the sources are
incomplete, which leads Anderson to conjecture, and at times he
borders upon  psychological  obscervations  without supporting
documentation.

Anderson attributes Little Crow's rise to intlucnce as necessarily tied
to strategic alliances and Kinship networks emanating not only from
the particulars of socio-cultural circumstances, but also from carcetul
constructions by Little Crow. Anderson provides in an appendix a tull
reconstruction of  Little Crow’s  gencalogy, based on available
information. By showing the exwent ot intermarriage between relatives
of Little Crow and members of the soldicer socictics with traders, he
suggests the extent to which Little Crow must have utilized his kinship
relations as a basis for alliance

While kinship obligations in Dakota socicty cacry important moril
valences, the situational dynamics often reflect the very specitic
interactions of individuals. Kinship is a meaningtul subsystem of

symbols and mcanings informing behavior in a socicty, but the
individual motivation of any sclt cmerges and is articulated based on
socialization and overall degrees of an individual's participation. “lrade
alliances based on Umarriages of the country” did not necessarily
respond to the moral obligations expected of anindividual in the role
ol rebative in castern Dakot societry

Anderson attempts (o expliain these kinship systems. He does not
understind kinship theory, however, nor how adequately o tichis data
within the framework of Dakota kinship. For example, his discussion
of Dakota kinship is marred by his incorrect use ot the erm attine””
(p. 2:1) and his inability to realize that in Dakot socicty being arehative
precludes  the anthropological misnomer of fictive kinship. He
mischaracterizes  these relutives as those coming purely  from
ceremoniad adoption and gife giving™” (p. 2 1)

Anderson allows a glimpsce of intratribal competition for authority
and status and demonstrates how traders engaged in activities to
influence various headmen. He concedes that Littde Crow was neither
very representative of nor extremely marginal to his culture. Frequently,
Anderson relics upon hypothetical psychohistorical suppositions as
to the nature of Little Crow’s thoughts and those of his supporters.

This study does synthesize much of the information available in
written sources about the contlict, but disappoints in that so few new
insights emerge. Anderson encounters the sime problems in his
approach to biography that any biographer cncounters when the data
asscbled includes no written records crcated by the person who s
the subject. Thoughts are attributed by Anderson to the subject oo
simplistically, based merely on the observations or interprettion of
others. One set ot myths is thus exchanged for areviscd set. This work
should be more accurately considered an interpretation of polity in
castern Dakota socicty in the mid 19th Century, rather than an
cthinobiography.
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