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AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL STUDRY OF THE RUSSIAN
COLONY OF THE GUADALUPE VALLEY

By
Therese Muranaka*

ABSTRACT
This fresh and unusual archacological study sets out to verify the accuracy with
which athnological data and facts regarding life-style may be determined by the
examination of artifacts and “trash” found at the site, using the application of
archaeological techniques in an area where the findings may still be corroborated or
negated by living informants. The investigation site is the Molokan Colony of the
Guadalupe Valley of the State of Baja California, Mexico.

RESUMEN

Este estudio arqueolégico, fresco y fuera de lo comiin, pretende mirar |a autenticidad
con la cual los datos etnolégicos y revelaciones del estilo de vida de una comunicad
se pueden determinar examinando los anefactos y “basura” encontrados en el sitio,
mediante la aplicacién de técnicas arqueolégicas en un drea donde las respuestas
todavia pueden ser corroboradas o negadas por los primeros habitantes. El lugar de
investigacién es la colonia rasa Molokan del valle de Guadalupe, en el estado de

INTRODUCTION!

As a foreign student of archaeology in 1975 and 1976 in the East European
city of Bucharest, I was overwhelmed at first by the diversity of speech,
faces and clothing. I remember taking tram rides through the old city,
observing Macedonians, Hungarians, Jews, and Gypsies interacting with
each other in polite but limited conversations., I remember having a
conversation with a Romanian employee at an embassy library. Although
a very unassuming woman, she wore a garish silver bracelet with swirled
engravings that contrasted with her professional image. When I asked her

* Director of the Serra Museum, San Diego, Califomia.
3 SpmdﬂuhmlﬂeBmdthmofmmBmCdﬁomGemMolwﬂ.dm
exceptional Molokan historian; Molokan John J. Samarin of Los Ang Katherine
Abskumoff of the uMca in Los Angeles for her map; my translator, Elena Teresa Orozco,
mmdwademdmoflhaﬂudlhpc\mhy Speaallhmhgo:lnolol.hepeoplcof
the Guadalupe Valley, who, dﬂnoughmednfbemgpwked poked by anthropologists,
archaeologists and historians, but who always responded with patience. I would also like to
thank my husband Jason and my little son, Jay-Michael.
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Figure 1. Map of Northern Baja California, Showing Location of
the Guadalupe Valley and the Russian Colony.
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Figure 2. Map of Kars and Vicinity, Origin of Molokan Exodus to the United States at the Turn of the Century.
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Figure 3 Molokan Guadalupe Colony, 1905-1960.
Note: Modified from map in Mohoff (1992b).

Structures 2 and 5 Grigori Danielich Afonin

Structure 11. Moisés Grigorich Samarin

Structure 16 Juan Vasilich Rogoff

Structure 17 Ivan Pavlich Rogoff

Structure 39. Susana Ivanovna Kachiriski

Structure 47 Timofei M. Samarin (Mission
Ruins)

Structure 61. Andrés Moiseich Samaduroff































Table 5. Guadalupe Metal Artifacts by Structure.

AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL STUDY

Material  Subclass  Object
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colony was still special. He was torn between how to maintain the old
ways, which he valued, and yet deal with new ways, as he searched for a
reason to emigrate to “the other side”. He maintained the Russian cemetery
beautifully, showing up on countless Sundays to rake and cut weeds, clean
headboards and maintain fences.

Figure 5. Plan of Andrés Moiseich Samaduroff’s House.

Artifacts from the Samaduroff house were limited in number. Two
excavation units were put in on October 6, 1985. Unit 1 was placed in an
abandoned structure behind the main house, and was cut to 70 cm, Unit 2
was an abandoned latrine and went to only 40 cm. before flood damage
erased it. Unfortunately, only 336 artifacts came from the Samaduroff
house. Flood damage mixed a few older bottles with modem plastic,
creating a unit of secondary deposition with no integrity. Unit 1 produced
an aluminum dump of badly-corroded tin-plated sanitary cans (as opposed
to the hole-and-cap, or solder-drop cans [Busch, 1981]), as well as iron
tractor parts. House 61, as interesting as its acculturated occupants were,
yielded few artifacts that would be of use here.
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Structure 11. Moisés Grigorich Samarin

Moisés Grigorich Samarin’s (standard Russian Moisei Grigorovich
Samarin) house (Figure 3, Structure 11, Figure 6) is located toward the
southern end of the line-village at the connection with Highway 3. His
house was built for his parents Grigori Samarin and Masha Pivovarov by
his grandparents Timofei and Tanya Samarin. (The grandparents came
from Russia, and lived in what was the original 1834 mission building at
the colony [Figure 3, Structure 47]). Moisés Samarin (who was alive at the
time of the excavation but is now deceased) married a Mexican woman,
someone considered by Molokans as ne nash or “not one of ours”. His
lovely wife was Lola Lopez de Samarin, and they had four children:
Andrés, Rosa, Eloisa and Antonio, most of whom were married and on
their own. Rosa had married a half-Russian, half- Mexican man from the
Kachiriski family, making their offspring still half-Russian, half-Mexican.
Moisés’ family was very social, and very much at home in two worlds.

Guadalupe River

Figure 6. Plan of Moisés Grigorich Samarin’s House.
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Figure 7. Plan of Juan Vasilich Rogoff’s House.
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Figure 8. Plan of Grigori Danielich Afonin’s House.

of Susana Kachiriski and Moisés Samarin. Statistically insignificant in
small numbers, it nevertheless appeared. Upon closer ethnographic
checks, however, it became apparent that the Molokans used mirrors to
call the workers in from the fields when lunch or supper was ready, and that
they also had a completely utilitarian usage having nothing to do with
vanity.

Ceramics were brightly designed, hand-painted florals and solids.
Floral design elements (Table 3) were large and nonsystematic in their
distribution around the vessels. The presence of the largest number of
“Blue Willow” fragments (19) in this highly-acculturated household
contrasts with the avoidance of the Chinese dragon and pagoda themes by
the traditional Molokans.

Two fragments of silverplate were located in the refuse, plus an
inexpensive costume-jewelry heart locket. An interesting reuse of coat
hangers, prominently seen on the walls of the Mexican residences in the
valley, but never seen on the walls of Russian homes, was the twisting of
the cut ends around the bent loop, which made all-purpose hangers. It
supported the idea that the “reuse” of refuse was dramatically different
between Molokan and Mexican families in selection of items as well as
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products with brand names such as Bufalo, Barrilitos and Salsa Brava.
Although former Molokan colonists, such as Mohoff (1992a), remember
eating jalapeflo chiles with delight, the basic Russian diet was based upon
geese, chickens, noodles and wheat bread with honey. Even after villagers
stopped following kosher rules, they maintained some traditional tastes,
according to Lola Lopez de Samarin and other informants,
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Structure 76 Almacan

STRUCTURE 78 INSET ALMACEN INTERIOR

Figure 9. Plan of Samarin’s Almacen.
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