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ABSTRACT: \

In this proposal we describe a research design for
investigating and interpreting the Native Alaskan Village Site
(NAVS) in the Fort Ross State Historic Park. Specifically, we
propose to define the spatial layout of the village and to
excavate one or two house structures. We will then generate a
plan for developing the first leg of a culture/nature trail
system that includes the Native Alaskan Village Site, as well as
the nearby Fort Ross Beach Site (FRBS). The proposed trail
system would include trailside displays that describe and
interpret the two archaeological sites to park visitors. The
project involves the collaboration of the Kodiak Area Native
Association. We are proposing a three year period of fieldwork,
beginning in the summer of 1991, followed by a year of write-up.
The proposal will be submitted to the National Endowment for the
Humanities, as well as other pertinent funding agencies, for
financial assistance.



I. STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE AND IMPACT OF PROJECT.

This proposal describes a multi-disciplinary (social anthro-
pology, history, archaeology) study of the Ross colony, an early 19th
century Russian trade outpost established on the Sonoma County coast
of California, 110 km north of San Francisco. The former Ross colony
is now a state historic park administered by the California Depart-
ment of Parks and Recreation (DPR). The Ross study is a collab-
orative research project involving scholars from the DPR, the Kodiak
Area Native Association (KANA), Sonoma State University (SSU), Santa
Rosa Junior College (SRJC) and the University of California, Berkeley
(UCB). The purposes of the project are twofold. One is to examine
the effects of mercantile colonial practices on native peoples at
Ross using archival, ethnographic and archaeological data. The other
purpose is educational outreach to the 200,000 visitors who tour the
Fort Ross State Historic Park each year. We will design a
- masterplan for an interpretive trail system that will permit park
visitors to view the archaeological remains of different ethnic
native neighborhoods and dwellings in the nearby hinterland of Ross.

The long-term goal of the Ross project is to evaluate how
diverse European colonial policies influenced the acculturation
processes of Pacific coast hunter-gatherers. This goal is being
addressed using a multi-stage research design. The first stage (1988-
1990) concerns background information on the Ross colony. The second
stage (1991-1994), about which this proposal is specifically
concerned, will focus on the effects that two different mercantile
policies -- native wage earning and the formation of multi-ethnic
communities -- had on coastal hunter-gatherers. The Ross case study
will be compared to earlier Russian colonies in the north Pagific in
which natives served as conscripted laborers. The 1991-1994 stage of
research will focus primarily on the native Alaskan population at
Ross, whose archaeological sites will comprise the first leg of the
culture trail system. The third stage (1995-1998) will compare
native Californian responses to the mercantile policies of Ross with
the "directed indoctrination" policies of nearby, contemporaneous
Spanish missions. This final stage will focus our field research on

Pomo and coast Miwok sites in the hinterland of Colony Ross. These
sites will constitute the second leg of the culture trail system.

The Ross project is significant for its potential in clarifying
how different European economic policies and social contexts may have
produced very different acculturation patterns among native Alaskan
and Californian populations. The project is also significantly
relevant to the broader public in the educational benefits it will
provide to park visitors. Through the eventual development of a
culture trail system, we will present an alternative side of Ross
history that shows the colony from a native's perspective and
highlights the impact that European colonization had on indigenous
populations.



II. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

I .
II.
III.

Iv.

VII.
VIII.
IX.

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE AND IMPACT OF PROJECT
TABLE OF CONTENTS
NATURE AND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PROJECT
THE ROSS COLONY
THE SCOPE OF THE ROSS PROJECT
RESEARCH QUESTIONS
Model 1: Cultural Continuity
Model 2: Wage Labor in a Market Economy
Model 3: Inter-Ethnic Exchange
PUBLIC OUTREACH
HISTORY AND DURATION OF PROJECT
1) Background Research (1988-1990)
a) The Ross Garrison
b) The Russian Village
c) The Pomo Neighborhood
d) Native Alaskan Neighborhood
Native Alaskan Village Site (NAVS)
Fort Ross Beach Site (FRBS)

2) Study of the Native Alaskan Population (1991-1994)

a) Investigation of NAVS

b) Interpretation of NAVS and FRBS

c) Museum Research

d) Ethnographic and Ethnohistoric Resarch

3) Study of the Native Californian Population (1995-1998)

PROJECT STAFF
PROJECT METHODOLOGY
1) Field Methods at NAVS
2) Laboratory Studies .
a) Chronology N
b) Analysis of Archaeological Sediments
c) Spatial Structure of NAVS
d) Architectural Analysis
e) Culture Material Analyses
I. Lithics and Worked Bone
II. Ceramics ’
I1I. Glass Beads
f) Faunal Remains
3) Archaeological Test Expectations
a) Model One: Cultural Continuity
b) Model Two: Wage Labor in a Market Economy
c) Model Three: Inter-Ethnic Exchange
WORK PLAN
FINAL PRODUCT AND DISSEMINATION
REFERENCES
TABLE ONE
FIGURES

¢

o WN

10

12
14
15
16
16
17
17
18
19
19
20
21
21
22
22
23
24
25
26
26
28
29
29
30
30
31
31
31
32
32
33
33
33
34
35
35
36
42
47



III. NATURE AND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PROJECT.

THE ROSS COLONY. Ross was founded by the Russian-American
Company, a mercantile monopoly financed primarily by private capital
from joint stockholders. The company represented Russia's interests
in the lucrative north Pacific fur trade during the 18th and 19th
centuries, in which sea otter pelts and other fur products from North
America were exchanged to Chinese merchants for tea, silk, linen and
rhubarb. Chinese goods were then transported back to western Europe
and sold at great profits (Chevigny 1965:37). The Russian
entrepreneurs established colonies in the Kurile Islands, the
Aleutian Islands, Kodiak Island, and coastal Alaska. Ross was
colonized as the company's southernmost outpost in 1812. It served
as a staging area for sea otter and fur seal hunts along the coast of
California, as an agricultural base for raising crops and livestock
for local consumption and for shipment to north Pacific cologies, and
as a small shipyard. None of'fhese economic ventures proved
profitable, especially as sea ma;mal vields from California plummeted
from overexploitation; the Ross property was subsequently sold to
John Sutter in 1841 (see Farris 1989; Spencer-Hancock 1978; Gibson
1969; Essig 1933; Fedorova 1973).

Ross represents one of the earliest pluralistic communities in
California that integrated together Europeans, Californian Indians
and other North American natives. Russians, Creoles (mixed
Russian/native ancestry), native Alaskans, and local Pomo and coast
Miwok peoples worked and lived in the hinterland of Ross. Anywhere

from 50 to 120 native Alaskans, including people from the Aleutian



Islands, Koniag Eskimos from Kodiak Island, and some northern
Athabascan men (Tana'ina) from Cook Inlet, were stationed at Ross to
hunt sea mammals (Kari 1983). Most accounts suggest that the
majority of them were from Kodiak Island (Fedorova 1973:203;
Blomkvist 1972:107; Knecht and Jordan 1985:19).

Approximately 100 coast Miwok, Kashaya Pomo and Southern Pomo
peoples were recruited to work at Ross from nearby coastal
communities and interior villages along the Russian River (Essig
1933:8; Dmytryshyn and Crownhart-Vaughan 1976:106; Fedorova 1975:12).
They served as general laborers -- tending livestock, working in the
agricultural fields to harvest wheat and barley crops, and hauling
clay for brick production (Gibson 1969:211). Russian administrators
noted that a population of local natives resided in Ross's hinterland
year-round, while others were seasonal laborers brought in from
distances up to 70 km to work during the peak period of the
agricultural season (see Gibsqn 1969; Stross and Heizer 1974ﬁ. Some
seasonal laborers were coerced\tp work at Ross (Gibson 1969:210-211).

THE SCOPE OF THE ROSS PROJECT. The long-term goal of the Ross
project is to evaluate how diverse colonial policies influenced the
acculturation processes of coastal hunter-gatherers from both Alaska
and California. This proposal concerns the second stage of research
(1991-1994), in which we will examine the effects of different
mercantile practices on native Alaskan populations. Research on
mercantile colonies, like Ross, is critical for understanding the
character of early contacts between Europeans and Indians in much of

North America beyond Spanish-controlled territory. Recent studies,



many sparked by the upcoming quincentenary of Columbus's first
voyage, suggest that the initial colonization of northern North
America cannot be characterized solely as planned government policies
of manifest destiny involving the western movement of settlers in
Conestoga wagons. Rather the formative development of European and
native affiliations in this region was forged largely by the
commercial concerns of private investors who owned joint stock in
international mercantile companies. The common agenda of these
commercial enterprises was to exploit the natural resources of North
America at great profits (see Jacobs 1988; Horsman 1988; Pierce 1988;
Ray 1988; Swagerty 1988; Farris 1989). These companies maintained
strings of trade outposts deep in "Indian territory" that in the
17th, 18th and 19th centuries stretched across interior North America
and along the north Pacific Rim. From these trade outposts and
rendezvous places representatives from English (Hudson Bay Co., North

&+
West Co.), American (American Fur Co., Pacific Fur Co.), French

{Company of New France) and Russian (Russian-American Co.) companies
competed with each other for access to prized marine and terrestrial
fur products.

Eric Wolf (1982), in considering the overall impact that
mercantile operations had on North American Indians, notes that the
companies' blitzkrieg expansion into native territories had far-
reaching implications on the perpetuity of traditional native
lifeways. He suggests (see also Trigger 1981:12-13) that significant

cultural changes took place long before ethnographers of the late

19th and early 20th centuries began to study indigenous societies in



earnest. 1In fact, Wolf argues that ethnographers, far from observing
"pristine" native societies, were making observations on tribal
entities that were largely shaped by the'earlier spread of the fur
trade (1982:194).

A challenge of historical anthropological studies in the 1990's
is to make sense of the broad range of native reactions that followed
early contacts with the expanding European world system (Thomas
1989:11). As Simmons (1988:6-8) observes, scholars are both
intrigued and somewhat baffled by the diverse native reactions to
European expansion into their territory; these varied from total
compliance and partial acculturation to complete resistence and
subsequent annihilation. In examining this problem, it is important
to recognize the diverse range of native cultures and sociopolitical
institutions that European traders confronted. This is further
compounded by the contrasting mercantile practices of the fur'_
companies operating in North Ameérica. Each company employed its own
economic strategies in working wiéh native peoples, and these changed
greatly over time depending upon the supply and demand for fur
products on the world market and the labor needs of companies (Pierce
1988:119-123, Ray 1988:338-347; Swagerty 1988:362-374; Gibson
1988:377-384).

The commercial activities of Russian entrepreneurs are a case in
point. 1In the early years of operation (mid to late 18th century),
Russian merchants relied on political subjugation and hostage-taking
to exact fur tributes (yasak) from native populations in the Aleutian

Islands and Kodiak Island (Chevigny 1965:37; Tikhmenev 1978:14). In



contrast, contemporary British and American traders relied on
commodity exchangé to obtain sea mammal pelts from independent native
hunters and trappers in coastal Alaska (Gibson 1988:380-385).
Russian merchants could not compete in tHe open market against
American and British companies because Russian trade goods were
generally of lower quality, less plentiful and higher priced (Gibson
1988:377-378). The Russlans avoided direct competition for native
labor with other companies by conscripting Aleuts and Koniags to hunt
exclusively for them. When tribute extortion was banned by the
Russian government in 1788 (Pierce 1988:121), it was replaced by
compulsory service, in which any "Aleut" male between the ages of 15
to 50 years could be drafted to hunt for the company. Gibson
(1987:5-6) describes|the native hunters as "corvee serfs" who were
paid in kind with clothing, tobacco and food, much of it produced
under company supervision by native women and children (see Black
1977:99-101, cited in Crowell 1990). ¢

By about 1812, when Ross waé\;olonized, the mercantile practices
of the Russian American Company began to approximate those of other
fur companies in North America. There were two developments that
tend to characterize later, 19th century trade outposts. First, some
natives became full-time employees on the company's payroll. 1In
British, American and Russian fur companies a relatively rigid
social/ economic hierarchy evolved in which a person's occupation,
hence salary, was dictated largely by ethnicity (Ray 1988:343;
Swagerty 1988:365; Monks 1985:407; Burley 1985:416). In the Russian-

American Company, the apex of the hierarchy consisted of "honorable"



Russians (company administrators), "semi-honorable" Russians (clerks,
soldiers, navigators, traders), and then "colonial citizens" made up
of lower class Russians and Creoles (Fedorova 1975:15). The next
rank was filled by the native Alaskans Qko were paid a standardized
price for each pelt or earned an annual salary (Tikhmenev 1978:144,
157; Dmytryshyn and Crownhart-Vaughan 1976:51; Gibson 1969:211).
Scrip was issued for wages that could be exchanged for European
commodities and food at the company store (Fedorova 1975:16).

Native Californian laborers filled the lowest rank in the hierarchy
at Ross; they were paid in kind (food, tobacco or other goods, such
as clothing) for their work (Farris 1988; Gibson 1969:211; Stross and
Heizer 1974:9).

The second common trend was the rise of ethnically diverse
company outposts. Fur companies commonly transferred native workers
from over-hunted regions to newly established outposts. By the
early 19th century, fur compan%es were recuiting native labgg from
former outposts across the continent to work at new colonies. For
example, Eastern Woodland Indians (especially Iroquois) made up one
third of the British hired hands in the Columbia River regions by
1821, and about 300 Hawaiians sefved as deck hands, freighters and
general laborers (Swagerty 1988:365). Considerable social
interaction took place between ethnic groups in these later
mercantile colonies, and inter-ethnic marriages were common (Swagerty

1988:371; Prager 1985:388). At Ross, according to Ivan Kuskov's

census of 1820, about 42 coast Miwok and Kashaya women were married



or cohabited with Russian, Crecle and native Alaskan men (Fedorowva
t%75:12).

RESEARCH QUESTIONS, The research agenda of the Roes project
wlll address the Russlan American Cumpan;'s policies regarding native
workers In a regicnal, diachronlic context, Archaeolegical and
ethnohistorical research has been on-golng on Kodiak I=zland. Alacka
[and nearby archlpelages}) for geveral years, the purpese of which 1=
to evaluata how marly Russilan colonlal practlices (hostage-taking,
corves labor) impacted the traditional llfeways of Kodiak and Aleut
peoples [(&.¢., Black 1977, 1989;: Clark 1974; 1985; Knecht 198%;
¥oecht atd Jordan 1985; Jordan and Knecht 198B). Fieldwark will
continue thls summer when an international team of achelars from
KANA, the Shakalin Reglonal Muzseum, USSR, and 0.C. Berkeley initiate
a full-scale archaeological investigation of the Three Sajints Bay
colony, the first permanent Russzian settlement on Kodiak Ialaﬁf
founded in 17B4 {e=s Crowell 1999}.

The ptudy of Roma will build upon the on-going Kodlak Island
regearch. An ideal opportunity =xits to examine the impact of early
and late Russian colonlal policles on the same native peoples by
comparing and contrastlang sarly Kodiak I'sland native gsettlemznts with
Foxs. HRoss represents A case study of mercantlle colonlallam under
conditions involving native wage labor ino a tightly stratifled,
multi-ethplic environment. The Questicn we pose ig the degree to
which wage rarning in a multl-e=thnic context gffected the

acculturation procees of Aleuts and Koniags brought up under an

econcmic syzstem of corvee xerfidom and hostage=-taklng. Me envision
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at least three potential scenarios for the native Alaskan community

at Ross.

Model 1: Cultural Continuity. We may find little evidence of

’

cultural change in comparing the native Alaskan population at Ross to

18th and early 19th century Kodiak Island. Recent archaeological and
ethnohistorical investigations on Kodiak Island suggest that many
aspects of traditional Koniag lifeways transcended early Russian
contact. Koniag village layout; residential architecture, including
floor plans, construction materials and interior sweat baths; and
some cultural materials (ground stone celts and ulus) changed little
during the initial period of contact (1784-1840)(see Knecht and
Jordan 1985:32). . Since the Koniag workers were paid in kind,
especially with products manufactured locally by native women and
children, they had little access to nonlocal trade goods. Thus,
unlike independent Tlingit hunters working with American and British
companies in southwest Alaska< Koniag hunters had little oﬁ%ortunity
to accumulate wealth, prestigeior political status by harvesting fur
. products. Since the Russians forged alliances, whenever possible
\\\ﬂgh native elites, the traditional stratified political system of
“\\ﬂiégs persevered on Kodiak Island. However, Crowell (1990)
~t shifts in traditional subsistence pursuits may have
= able bodied men now spent most of their time away
«sstal foods such as shellfish that could be

p )Yy elderly people, women and children may have

wou 41y important.

coula
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In sum, if the cultural pattern developed under initial contact
with Russians was transplanted to Ross, we may expect to find (after
Crowell 1990): 1) traditional Koniag architecture, 2) traditional
ground stone technology, 3) few European trade goods in most Koniag
residences, 4) little evidence of status and wealth differences
outside the traditional political system, 5) the perpetuity of
ascribed elites who had some access to trade goods, and 6) the
exploitation of readily accessible resources (especially if family
units were sent south). If this cultural pattern is found at Ross,
then it would indicate that the later, "more enlightened" Russian
policies had little effect on the acculturation process of Native
Alaskans. Once defined, the nature of the relationship between
Russian adminstrators and Alaskan workers may have changed little
during the operation of the Russian-American Company. The broader
ramification of this finding to the study of European/nativg
colonialism is that the natur;~9f patron/client bonds forged during
initial contact may be relativeiy conservative, and may transcend new
colonial policies.

Model 2: Wage Labor in a Market Economy. We may find evidence

for significant changes in the sociopolitical roles and economic
statuses of the native Alaskans at Ross. Wage earning in a market
economy would allow Koniags to purchase nonlocal goods and obtain
European style furnishings. Skillful hunters could now trade pelts
for scrip redeemable at the company store. Beginning in the 19th
century, Russian administrators established a tfade network with

American skippers who shipped manufactured goods and luxury foods to
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Russian American colonies. Most of the manufactured commodities
appear to have been destined for native consumption (Gibson 1976:172)
Furthermore, wages could be used to purc@ase European foods (wheat,
beef, pork) raised at Ross or shipped in from Spanish California
(Gibson 1976:186-187).

In similar economic contexts where native middlemen or company
workers had ready access to nonlocal goods and food, there is
evidence that some natives achieved considerable wealth and prestige
(see Gibson 1988:390; Swagerty 1988:364-367). In contemporary
Northwest Coast tradeposts operated by British and American
merchants, customary kin-based political relationships under went a
transformation, since new means of accumulating wealth and prestige
now existed outside traditional sources formerly defined primarily by
ascription. Competition for the high status positions resulted; the
number of individuals claiming elite rankings eventually P
proliferated, thereby depreciating the traditional political
hierarchy (Gibson 1988:390). A

In sum, if this second model operated at Ross, then we may
expect to find 1) European style innovations in native residences, 2)
a greater number of European tools, 3) a diverse range of trade goods
in native Alaskan residences, 4) evidence of relatively greater
wealth accumulation, 5) a proliferation of high status positions, 6)
a diverse range of food refuse, including provisions available from
the company (beef and pork). These findings would imply that a shift

to wage earning may have a significant effect on the acculturation

process of native peoples. The broader ramifications of this
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finding to the study of European/native contact is that under
colonial conditions 1n which natives become wage laborers, a
breakdown of traditional kin-based polit;cal and economic
relationships may take place, especially when the extended family
units were broken up and stationed in different trade outposts.

Model 3: Inter-Ethnic Exchange. The initial contact between

native Alaskans and Californians may be another source of cultural
change. The effect that ethnically diverse communities had on the
acculturation process of native peoples in colonial settings has
received little attention by scholars. Yet the close interaction of
different ethnic groups from many different homelands represents a
fertile ground for stimulating cultural exchange of architectural
styles, material goods, methods of craft production, subsistence
practices, diet, dress, and ceremonial practices (see for example
Gibson 1988:389). The Pomo and Miwok populations at Ross maxﬂhave
served as important sources of cultural change for the native
Alaskans (and vice versa), providing new ideas for adapting to an
alien environment (see Dmytryshyn et al. 1989:278).

In sum, if this model of ethpic exchange operated at Ross, then
we may expect to find evidence among the native Alaskan population
of: 1) Pomo/Miwok architectural innovations in native Alaskan
residences, 2) the adoption of Pomo/Miwok culture materials, 3) the
adoption of Pomo/Miwok craft manufacture, 4) the adoption of
Pomo/Miwok foods, and 6) inter-ethnic households. These findings
would suggest that inter-ethnic relationships in later trade outposts

could effect the acculturation process of native peoples. The
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ramification of this finding to broader studies of European/ native
contact is that pluralistic fur trade communities, which sprang up
across North America, may be important cgtalysts of cultural change.

We recognize from the outset that the three models are not
mutually exclusive. Various combinations of the test expectations of
all three models may be manifested at Ross. Rather, we view the
models as heuristic devices for measuring the rate and direction of
cultural change. Model One provides a baseline for measuring changes
in native Alaskan material culture and architectural features at Ross
as it is compared to the early Kodiak Island acculturation pattern.
Differences between the expected and observed patterns will then be
considered in some detail. Models Two and Three evaluate whether the
direction of change from the Kodiak Island pattern may have resulted
from wage earning and/or inter-ethnic exchange.

PUBLIC OUTREACH. The project is significant beyond its P
potential contribution to the theoretical perspective on European/
native contact. Currently, the‘}estored garrison and exhibits at
the state park focus primarily on the Russian occupation of Ross.

Yet based on census data, the ethnic Russians made up only 8-12% of
the population of the Ross community (Farris 1989:488). The purpose
of the trail system is to complement existing displays by taking the
public beyond the garrison to view the archaeological remains of the
multi-ethnic Ross community. The trail system will educate the
public in the important contributions that different ethnic groups
had in building, maintaining, and supporting the Ross colony, as well

as underscoring the importance of both ethnohistoric and
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archaeological research for understanding the past. The first leg of
the cultural trail system will focus on the native Alaskan
population. Working closely with native Alaskan descendents, we
propose to generate a masterplan for in;erpreting native Alaskan
sites in the near hinterland of Ross.
IV. HISTORY AND DURATION OF PROJECT

The Ross project is to extend over a ten year period; beginning
in 1988 it will continue through at least 1998. The project is
divided into three stages of research: 1) background research, 2) the
study of the Native Alaskan population, and 3) the study of the Coast

Miwok and Pomo populations.

1) Background Research (1988-1990). Initiated in 1988, the

first stage of research involved assembling the collaborative
interdisciplinary research team, undertaking ethnohistoric and
archival research on the Ross community, and implementing two summer
seasons of archaeological field work. A search of site reco;;s at
the Department of Park and Recr;ation, Sonoma State University, and
University of California, Berkeley revealed that about 30 sites had

been recorded previously within a 5 km radius of the Ross garrison.

The majority are prehistoric and historic native California sites
(see figure 1),

During the summers of 1988 and 1989, field crews from U.C.
Berkeley conducted an intensive survey of the Fort Ross State
Historic park. 1In the survey of 240 hectares, we detected and
recorded 24 additional sites in the immediate hinterland of the Ross

garrison (see figure 1). These sites include the locations of
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Russian outbuildings, the remains of the Native Alaskan Village site
(NAVS) and the Fort Ross Beach Site (FRBS), a trash dump and work
area associated with the Alaskan villagg. However, most sites
consist of prehistoric and/or historic native Californian sites that
are identified as hunting places, gathering locations, processing
stations and villages (Lightfoot in prep.). Some excavation work was
undertaken at the FRBS, which is endangered by coastal erosion. 1In
addition, crews under the direction of David Fredrickson (Sonoma
State University) and Thomas Origer (Santa Rosa Junior College)
tested the subsurface of Son 1453 and Son 1454, extensive 1lithic
scatters situated to the northwest of the Ross garrison.

The results of our archaeological fieldwork and archival

research to date suggests that the spatial structure of the Ross
colony was organized into four discrete ethnic residential compounds
or neighborhoods (figure 2).

'.
a) The Ross Garrison. The nucleus of the Ross community

consisted of a stockade and two Blockhouses that enclosed a variety
of structures. It was here that the "honorary" Russian
administrators and military officers lived, worked, and relaxed. The
garrison has received considerab1e~archaeological attention since the
early 1950's, and good areal samples have been excavated from the
official's barracks, the chief manager's living quarters, the fur

warehouse, the kitchen and chapel (see Farris 1989:490-492 for

summary of Ross archaeology).

b) The Russian Village. Situated primarily to the south and

southwest of the garrison, this neighborhood consisted of numerous
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reszidential structures as 1llustrated 1in several pericd palntings.
We belleve that thege were the residences of "semi-honhorable” Ruasian
employees, and "Coilenial Cltizenzs" made up of lower status Russians
and Creglea. Little archeeglpoglical Hérk hazs takepn place hersa.,
Glenn Farris directed an excavatlon of a leach llne Ilp this area,. but
the findinges seemed to be more related to the Indien communlty
working for william Benltz batween 1843 and 1867,

¢} The Pomo Nelghborhood., The majeority of historlc natiwve
Californla sltes are found to the north and northeast of the garcieon
within a 1 to 2 km radius. Corrently, Seven sltes are ldentified as
historic villages that may date to the Russlan pericd of occupatlion
basad on ceramlc types, glazs beads, and pending obkzidian hydration
dates. Thane inclﬁde P-3-1, B-%-1, A-5-%, and Son 174, 17H, B70Q,
and lddé {(gee figure 2]. Some of theoese cites Bay alac postdate the
Ruasian ccecupation, when local Indlans contihued to reside la_the
kinterland of Ross while working for American ranchers. Glenn Farrls
{pereonal communication} notes fhnt the 185%9 Plat map of the Muniz
Rancho shows the locatlon of Z2on 17% marked as an "Indlan Rancherias."
In addition, an historic Kative Americat zite (Son 174} 1s found
within the boundaries of the Ruseilan Village, although Farrie's atudy
{ses above) puggestes 1t also postdates the Rusaslan period.

The peven historic native Californlan gltes have pren recorded,
prapped and surface collected. Subsurface testing took place at one
site, Son &I0, by Sonoma State Universlty and Department of Farks and

Recreation fleld crews In the 18T0's and 1980's.
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d} Matlive Alaskan Nelghborhood, Pricr to ou
and 198%, no archaesleogical work had specifically focused on To
native Rlagkan pepulation of Ross. Using both archival sources and
archaeclogical data, we identifled the Hatlve Alaskan neighborhood as
consisting of twoe sites {(NAVS, PRBS) along the Fort Hoss Cova

immediately south of the Rose garrlson (see flgure 21.

NHative Alaskan Yillage Site. HAVS, sltumsted abowt 33 meters

south of the southern portal of the garrieon, 1s identifjied on the
1817 map of Roess as the locatlon of "14§ Aleut Yurts made of planks"
(Fedorova 1973:359). The Russiane #vidently allowed the native
Rlaskans great freedom in the style in which they built their houses
(Blomkvist 1972:107; Tikhmenev 137B:134). Some accounts suggest that
Fuseslan =tyle plank houses were constructed out of redwood (Blomkviat
18972:107; Dmyiryshyn and Crownhart-Yaughan 1%76:106), although other
observatlons suggest that a few traditional senl-subtarranean
barabaras (5od houses) or "flatjened cabing of 80 Kodiake" wers alen
Bullt (Tikhmenev 1978:134; Duhaut-Cillly 192%:325),

The site sitr o1 a vridge with a epectacular view ovarlaoking the
Faclfic Dcean and Fort Rogs Cove. Today the viliage location consists
of an axtencive Acatter of sriifacts (glass ftrade beads, ceramlcs,
projectlle polnte, flakers, worked bhone artlifacts, etc.) distributed
over a 00 by 40 meter area. A total of fourteen shallow surface
depresslons, ranglng In silza from 3 to & metarx in diamater, are

distributed 1ln a linear fashion from north to south aleng the ridge

tep of the site [(figure #). EBased on the 2X surface collectlon of

the mitae, artifact densitles were calculated and l1llustrated es=

19



computer generated isopleths. The contour patterns show that
clusters of artifacts (ceramics, beads, stone tools) are distributed
outside several of these surface depressions (figures 4, 5, 6). We
hypothesize that these depressions may ;epresent former house
locations with household refuse deposited around their perimeters. A
magnetometer survey of the site undertaken by Lewis Somers
strengthens this preliminary interpretation. Along the linear
distribution of surface features and middens are magnetometer signals

suggesting subsurface anomalies (figure 7).

Fort Ross Beach Site. FRBS sits at the base of a steep slope,

30 m directly below the Native Alaskan Village site. The site
extends about 30 meters in length across an eroded face of the cliff
on the north side of the Fort Ross Creek (see figure 2). Extensive
testing of the erosional face in the 1988 and 1989 field seasons
vielded a diverse range of domesticated mammals (horse, cow, pig,
sheep), terrestrial mammals (dger, rabbit), sea mammals (haf%or seal,

sea otter, sea lion, whale), fish, and bird bones, as well as
abalone, mussel, limpet, chiton, and turban snail shells. A
considerable number of historic ceramics, lithics, glass beads, and
bone artifacts have also beeﬁ recovered. Our investigation to date
suggests that the midden deposits were formed primarily from refuse
discarded over the cliff (or subsequently eroded down the cliff) from
the Native Alaskan village. Two harpoon points, several fragments of
harpoon points, a fish hook and other pieces of worked bone are
diagnostic of native Alaskan remains. In addition, a pit feature

(1.5 m in diameter) has been unearthed that indicates some activities
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took place in situ on the colluvial slope. At present the function
of the plt has not Teen deterpined, slthough we are avaluating
gevaral alternatives inpcluding its use aF gtorage pit, bath house or
compartment of a larger barabara (domegtic houae) siructure,

The regults of the 19P8 and 1983 field ressarth are being

written for publication In the Confrlbutions of the University of

callfornia Archaenlcoglcal Reasarch monograph series. Funding for the

first stage of background research was provided by a Junicor Faculty
Grant at U.C. Berkeley, the Californla Department of Parks and
Recreaticn, the NHatlenal Scispce Foundatleon [(#ENS-82189690), and the
American Home Shield Company of Santa Rogsa, Californla.

2) The Stuwdy of the Natiwve Alaskan Populaticn {1991-1994.

The gecond stage of fleld research, for which we are reguestling
agzletance from the Natlonal Endowment for the Hupanlities, focumes
primarily opn the pative Alaskan neighborhbood at RBossx.  Four mgjnr
rezearch actlvities are prnpﬂﬂeq for this stage of research:

a) Investigaticon of NAVS. We propose to test the Natlve
Alaskan ¥illage glte to svaluate whether the surface depressions,
artifact clusters and magnetometer aignals reprezent the remains of
house structures, activity areas aﬂd middens. The goals of the
investigation are to delineate the spatial structure of the village,
and to excavate one or two reszidences,. We will work in close
collaboration with representatliven of the Xpdiak Area Hatlve
Assoclation in Investlgatlng thelr anceztral villlage. EAHA 15 the
nonprofit arm of the native's asgociation of Rodlak Ieland, Alaska.

& principle misslon of KANA 1s to sducate the public about
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traditional native lifeways and "to preserve and promote their
language, customs, folklore and arts" (KANA 1988). A museum and
culture center will soon be constructed on Kodiak Island that is
dedicated to exhibiting traditional Kon;ag cultural materials. We
propose that the KANA archaeologist, Richard Knecht, and the KANA
museum director, Gordon Pullar, work with us in all stages of field
research. In addition, we propose that four or five KANA high school
or college students work in the project, receiving U.C. Berkeley
credit for participating in the field school.

b) Interpretation of NAVS and FRBS. We propose that the first
leg of the culture trail system focus on the native Alaskan
neighborhood. We will generate a masterplan for developing both
sites for public interpretation. We propose that R. Knecht, KANA
archaeologist, and G. Pullar, KANA museum director, participate with
us in all decisions concerning the development of NAVS and FRBS for
public access and display. Fur&hermore, we will work with Gf[Pullar
in planning a traveling exhibit of native Alaskan materials from Fort
Ross for the KANA museum and culture center.

c) Museum Research. Another activity will be the study of
museum collections from previous ekcavations at Ross. The California
Department of Parks and Recreation has centralized most of these
collections in its Archaeology Lab facilities in Sacramento. The
material collections and associated field notes will be examined from
a) the Russian garrison (chief manager's living quarters, the 01d Fur

Warehouse, the employee's barracks, the chapel, as well as other

areas excavated immediately adjacent to the garrison), b) the Russian
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village {G. Farris's leach line excavation), and c) native
Californian sites, including: Son 1446, a possible historic Indian
residence (B. Parkman, personal communigcation); Son 1455, a small
prehistoric shell midden; and Son 670, a possible village of both
prehistoric and historic age.

d) Ethnographic and Ethnohistoric Research. The final activity
includes working with local coastal Pomo people in the vicinity of
Ross. Contemporary Pomo people reside in the nearby Stewart's Point
and Point Arena/Manchester Rancherias. Ethnographic research, under
the direction of Richard Hitchcock, U.C. Berkeley, will commence in
the summer of 1990. We propose to continue this research in 1991 and
1992, Hitchcock will collect information on the oral tradition of
Pomos that pertain to the Ross colony, especially Pomo interaction
with native Alaskans (e.g., Farris 1989b; James n.d).

Hitchcock's work will also serve as a prelude to the th;rd stage
of research described below. Since we plan to include both
prehistoric and historic native Ealifornian sites as part of the
second leg of the culture trail system, we need the full
participation of local Pomo peoplg to generate an appropriate
masterplan for developing their ancestral sites for public
interpretation. Yet there is no one tribal organization that
represents all coastal Pomo people. Rather, a diverse number of kin
based groups must be consulted about the excavation, analysis and
interpretation of native California sites. We propose that Dick
Hitchcock serve as liaison between the different Pomo groups from

Stewart's Point and Point Arena/Manchester to develop a feasibility
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plan for identifying survey sites that smay orf way not be approprlate
for further urchaea]agiénl study and publlc interpretation.
Forthermore, {o facillate the participation of the Xashaya Pomo early
in the project, wa are reguesting funding £70m HEH to hips geveral
Pomo wlders and estudents from local rancherias to Work with state
park, university and KANA personnel in the axcavation of HAVS.

Fisld and laboratory work for the second stage of research will
e conducted dn the summers of 1991, 1992, and 1993, In 1994 we plan
to spend the year wrlting up this stage of the investigatlon., He
Will publieh the resulte of cur investigation in the Centrlbutlions of

the University of California Archaesclogical Research Facllity series,

Funding for thls stage of inveatlgation 1s belng requested from the
Haticonal Endowment for the Humanlities. We wlll also explore funding
poaslibliltlies with the Fort Ross Interpretive Asagociatlion.

2] The Study of the Mative Callfornlan Fopulaticn {1955,-1084).

Ar the thlrd stage of research, we propoze to implement the
aboyve Teasglbillty plan for ntudfing and inpterpreting coastal Fomo and
Miwck zitex, and to generate a magterplan for the gecand leg of the
culture trail. Working with Pome consultants from different kin
groups, we plan to excavate and interpret a8 &nall sample of both
prehistoric and historic sites in the immediate hintarland of Ross 1n
1995, 1996 and 1597. The rexearch agenda of thls investigatlon la to
examine the effects of Russlan mercantile policies on indigetisons
coastal hunter-gatherers. The acculturation process of the FPoma and
Miwoks will then be compared to fellow Californlan Indlans who were

subjected to very differsnt colonial pelicles In pnearby,
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contemporaneous Spanish missions. By comparing the Ross case study
with recent acculturation studies of neophytes in Spanish missions
(e.g., Farnsworth 1987; Costello and H?rnbeck 1989, Hoover 1989,
Deetz 1963), we may address how coastal hunter-gatherers responded to
the "directed" indoctrination policies of the Franciscan missions
versus the mercantile practices of a trade outpost. Funding for this
stage of investigation has not yet been determined.
V. PROJECT STAFF (1991-1994)

The collaborative interdisciplinary team includes the following

participants and specialities they bring to the Ross study.

Aron Crowell (Graduate Student, U.C. Berkeley)
North Pacific peoples, Kodiak Island prehistory and history,
Russian-American Company.

Glenn Farris (State Archaeologist II, Dept. of Parks and Rec.)
Ethnohistory of Ross, historical archaeology, prehistory
of the north and central coasts of California, Russian-
American Company.

David Fredrickson (Professor, Sonoma State University) 14
North Coast Ranges archaeology, Pomo subsistence-settlement
systems, trade networks. “\

Richard Hitchcock (Graduate Student, U.C. Berkeley)
Pomo ethnography and ethnohistory.

Richard Knecht (Heritage Program Director, Kodiak Area Native Ass.)
KANA archaeologist, Kodiak Island history and prehistory,
fur trade archaeology, Russian American Company.

Thomas Origer (Instructor, Santa Rosa Junior College)
North Coast Ranges archaeology, obsidian hydration,
trade networks.

Breck Parkman (Regional Archaeologist, Dept. of Parks and Rec.)

North Coast Ranges archaeology, coastal hunter-gatherers,
native rock art, contempory native peoples.

Heather Price (Graduate Student, U.C. Berkeley)
Geoarchaeology, site formation processes.
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Gordan Pullar [Director. Kodlak Area Hatlve Asgocietlon Musewn]
¥onlag culture history, XKodiak Island history, museam
studles, '

Margaret Purser (Regearch Archaecloglst, Sonoma State Unlverslity:
Historical archamology, ceramic and glass material culturs.

Dwight Slmone [Instructor, San Jose S5tate Uniwversity])
Horth Coast Ranges archaeclogy, Faunal analyais.

Lewls Somers [(Gegscan Research, lnc.]
Geophyslcal survey, magnetometer and resistivity mapping.

Thonas Hake [(Graduate Student, U.C. Berkeley]
Faunal analyais.

vI. PROJECT METHODOLOGY
Thig section desgcribes pur proposed field and laboratory studiss
for mecond etage of regsarch [1991-94). This includes: 1) the field
methods for the HAVS excavation, 2] material culture analyges, and 3)
archaeclogical test expectatione for the thres acculturatlon models
of Roas natiwve Alaskane.

1] Fleld Methods at MAVS. The firset phase of fleld work will

Attenpt to accomplish two gQoals: a) d=fine the herizontal spf&ial
sEtructure of the Hatlve hlaskﬂn.?gllnge slte, lncluding the spatial
distributlion of midden deposlits, varlous classee of artifacts, and
architectural features guch as house atructures, and b} clarify the
depth, structure and conatituente of subgurface deposits. The flrst
goal involves the excavation of shallow test unltes or surface test
unite [8TUs)]., each meaguring .5 by .5 m. ln =ize and 17 em In depth,
laid out contiguously in traheects. The tezt unite will be aixcavated
iIn zagst/west traneects which are systematically placed across the
Blte area based opn prior knowledge of surface depressions, surface

artifact density maps, and magnetometer ancialies (see figures 3A-7].
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We feel this method provides a relatively efficient technique for
obtaining broad spafial patterns across the site while controlling
the specific provenience of materials tp a 50cm square unit.

Previous excavations of other coastal sites by Sonoma State
University crews suggest that archaeological materials recovered from
STUs are often representative of subsurface deposits to a depth of 50
to 60 cm below surface (D. Fredrickson, personal communication).

This relationship exists because the vertical integrity of most local
coastal sites, like NAVS, is disrupted by continous gopher activity
that tends to transport materials to the surface. (The Russians
commented on the gophers agitation of the landscape which reduced
crop vields). Sediments from the STUs will be wet screened through
1/16" mesh to maximize the recovery of lithic debitage, glass beads
and small faunal remains. Using this method we expect to generate
high resolution, horizontal spatial distributions of debitagg,
artifacts, and faunal remains across the site.

Soil cores using a 4" diame}er modified Livingston corer will be
employed to clarify the depth and structure of subsurface deposits.
We propose to excavate one soil core from one out of every four STUs.
In addition, soil cores will be taken from every surface depression
and magnetometer signal that may mark the location of a buried
architectural feature.

The second phase of field work will focus on the excavation of

native Alaskan residences. In those cases where so0il cores detect

possible architectural features, we propose to excavate a one by one

meter test unit to provide more information on the geoarchaeological
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context of deposlts, and to recover artifacte and faunalysflaral
remainga. We will then select one or two stiructures for full-scale,
horizontal stripping excavatlon. The selection criteria are: 1] the
ldentificatlion of sediments that may rel;te to the occupation and use
af the Ffeaturs, Zz} the ideptification of well preserved organic
renalns, and 3 fsatures that demonsirate good potentlal for dating.
He are syxpecially interested i 1dentifyving and excavating structures
that burned during their use life. He anticlpate exposing a
horizontal area of ten by ten to twenty by twenty meters In elze for
4ach structure. AL sXtenzive gample of extiramurel space around each
structure Is necessary to defipe releted featurea. household dumps
and activity areas. _The excavatlon of two houge sitructures
reprezents a relatively emall percentage of the total site area {less
than 10%¥) and the remalnder will be preserved for future
archaegloglcal inwvestigationg. The fleld work at HAVE: will be*

directed by a Jeint research teap including . Farris, 0.

Fredrickecn, R. Enecht, ¥. Llghtfcot, T. Origer, and E. Parkman.
L. Somere will provide expertise on interpreting magnetometer
glgnals.

2} Laboratory Studles. A varlety of laboratory studies will be

undertakwn on the materlal remalns from the HAYS excavation to

evraluate the thires acculturation hodels. In additich, we will employ
pertient archlwval informatiocn angd extant museym collectlons from the
Ruzglan garrlecn. Russian vlllage and native Californian neighborhood
for comparatlive purposes, Epacifically, the following flve kinda of

atudies will be undertaken:
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a) Chronology. Chronological control of NAVS deposits will be
provided by the seriation of temporally sensitive historic ceramics
and glass beads; obsidian hydration; and dendrochronology.

Obsidian hydration, which is extensivly used to date sites in an
ordinal manner in the North Coast Ranges, will be most useful for
discriminating historic deposits from potential prehistoric ones.

The work will be directed by T. Origer using the facilitles at the
Obsidian Lab at Sonoma State University. A redwood dendrochronology
has been established by Lester White for the North Coast Ranges, and
this was used to accurately date a redwood post from the 0l1d Fur
Warehouse at Ross. If redwood timbers can be recovered from native
Alaskan residences, then a fine-grained chronology of the use life of
structures (construction, remodeling) may be possible.

b) Analysis of Archaeological Sediments. NAVS sediments from
core samples and architectural features will be analyzed to define
the geoarchaeological context of deposits. We are especia}ly
concerned about the depositibnal character of architectural features.
Are these features characteriz;d by relatively undisturbed in situ
primary deposits, secondary refuse deposited after the structure was
abandoned or evidence of post-depositional disturbances (e.g., gophef
activity)? These geocarchaeological questions will be evaluated
through a detailed examination of the vertical structure of the
sediments, the particle size, shape and orientation of individual

sediments, and the chemical constituents of the sediments (see, for

example, Stein 1985; Gladfelter 1981; Hassan 1978). H. Price will
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direct the analysis both in the field and in the Archaeological
Research Facility's Laboratories at U.C. Berkeley.

c) Spatial Structure of NAVS, We will undertake a spatial
analysis of features, artifacts and eco}acts from the NAVS excavation
to define the organizational parameters of the village, including the
distribution of houses, public architecture, midden deposits, and
specific classes of artifacts. Computer mapping programs, such as
SURFER, will facilitate this pattern search. G. Farris and K.
Lightfoot will direct this work.

d) Architectural Analysis. We will undertake a detailed
analysis of the architectural features unearthed at NAVS. This will
include the floor plans, architectural styles, construction
materials, internal features, and organization of space outside the
residence. The NAVS residences will be compared to historic
barabaras excavated in Kodiak Island by Knecht and Jordan (1985).
They will also be compared to historic Pomo residences to ev;iuate
whether inter-ethnic relationsﬁips influenced the construction
techniques of the native Alaskans. Historic Pomo architecture is
described by Russian and French visitors to Ross (e.g., Farris 1988;
Stross and Heizer 1974}, and Pomo houses have been recently excavated
in nearby study areas by Layton (1986, 1987). G. Farris and K.
Lightfoot will direct this analysis in close consultation with
experts on Koniag houses (R. Knecht, G. Pullar, A. Crowell) and Pomo

houses (Pomo consultants, and D. Fredrickson, T. Origer, B. Parkman,

D. Hitchcock).
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e) Culture Material Analyses. We will focus our efforts on 3
classes of artifacts:

I. Lithics and Worked Bone. Materials will be defined into
various debitage, flake and tool categéries. A detalled spatial
analysis will be undertaken of the "waste stream" of different
classes of artifacts, including their manufacture, use and discard
across residences, middens and activity areas at NAVS. The purpose
of this analysis is to identify the kinds of implements possibly
manufactured at NAVS. We will then compare the NAVS assemblage to
those curated in museum collections from the Russian Garrison,
Russian village and historic Pomo/Miwok sites (e.g., Son 670). 1In
undertaking the comparative analysis, we will attempt to identify the
places of manufacture and use of particular lithic and bone
implements, and the ethnic groups who may have produced and/or used
them. Some implements may have been produced by a specific ethnic
group and then exchanged within and between ethnic neighborhgods.
Other materials, once introducéa\to Ross by a specific ethnic group,
may have been adopted, modified and then manufactured by multiple
groups. A. Crowell and K. Lightfoot will direct this analysis.

I1. Ceramics. This artifact'class, commonly found in all four
neighborhoods of Ross, will be identified by ware, vessel form, and
country of manufacture when possible. Most Ross ceramics are English
and American earthenwares or Chinese porcelains that were imported to
the colony and probably sold in the company store. A detailed

spatial analysis of different ceramic types may provide information

on the purchasing patterns of different ethnic groups, as well as
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their purchasing power, since 19th century prices of different wares
can often be assigned (see Miller 1980). We will use ceramics to
measure the commercial activity of native peoples, and to appraise
wealth and status differences between éthnic neighborhoods and
individual residences. M. Purser will direct the analysis.

III) Glass Beads. This material, also commonly found in all
four ethnic neighborhoods at Ross, will be analyzed using the
criteria outlined by Kidd and Kidd (1970). Most beads found at Ross
were probably imported by the Russian American Company. Since beads
vary greatly in size, shape, color, method of manufacture, and market
value in the early 19th century, they provide another good source for
evaluating natives' participation in the Ross market. A spatial
analysis of beads may provide information on purchasing power, ethnic
choice and status ranking within the Ross community. A preliminary
analysis of Ross beads by Achtley (1990) indicates that beads vary
significantly in size and colpr from the Russian garrison,*ﬁhe Native
Alaskan neighborhood, and a possible Pomo site. R. Knecht will
consult on this work.

f) Faunal Remains. Faunal specimens will be analyzed for
skeletal elements, species identification, butchering marks, and
butchering practices. A spatial study of different faunal elements
will then be undertaken within the NAVS site. Food refuse is one of
the most diagnostic signatures of ethnic groups commonly available to
archaeologists. Zooarchaeological analyses have successfully defined

ethnic differences among historic California groups in their choice

of meats, cut of meats, and butchering techniques (Jolley 1983; Gust
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1983; Schulz and Gust 1983). Furthermore, faunal remains can inform
us about subsistence practices, and the degree to which natives
became dependent on European foods (or Yice versa) that could be
purchased from the company. D. Simons and T. Wake will direct the
faunal analysis.

3) Archaeological Test Expectations. The specific test

expectations for the three acculturation models are as follows:

a) Model One: Cultural Continuity. If cultural continuity
existed between Kodiak Island and Ross, then we expect to find at
NAVS:

I. Traditional semi-subterranean sod houses (barabaras) as
excavated and illustrated by Knecht and Jordan (1985).

II. Traditional ground stone lithic technology represented by
the presence of such tools as celts and ulus.

III. A relatively low diversity and density of nonlocal goods
(glass beads, glass containers and ceramic wares).

IV. Few high priced ceramic wares and glass beads. Those found
should exhibit a nonrandom distribution, possibly reflecting the
residences or household middens of traditional Koniag elites?

V. A relatively high perdéntage of the faunal remains should
consist of maritime resources that are readily harvested from nearby
environs.

b) Model Two: Wage Labor in a Market Economy. If wage earning
influenced the acculturation process of the native Alaskans at Ross,
then we expect to find at NAVS:

I. European innovations in native residences. Access to
European goods may be manifested in native architecture. These
manifestations may include innovations in the furnishings,
construction materials and internal features of houses.

II. The common occurrence of European tools, represented by iron
artifacts, available from the company store.

III. Numerous nonlocal goods, represented by glass beads, glass
containers and ceramic wares, available from the company store.

33



IV. The presence of expensive goods, represented by high priced
ceramic wares and glass beads, in many of the residences and
household middens. :This pattern should reflect the overall greater
wealth and material accumulation of the native workers, as well as
the greater competition for high status positions.

V. A diverse range of food refuse, including a high percentage
of supplies purchased from the company store, such as bovid and
porcine remains.

c) Model Three: Inter-Ethnic Exchange. If inter-ethnic exchange
effected the acculturation process of native Alaskans, then we expect
to find the following archaeological pattern at NAVS:

I. Pomo/Miwok innovations in native Alaskan residences,
including modifications based on the floor plans, construction
materials, and internal features of native Californian houses.

I11. The common assimilation of Pomo/Miwok cultural materials
into the NAVS lithic and bone assemblages.

III. The adoption of Pomo/Miwok craft production, including
chipped stone reduction techniques commonly employed by native
Californians. Evidence of manufacture should include the occurrence
of all stages of core reduction at NAVS.

Iv. The adoption of Pomo/Miwok foods, as represented by local
plant and animal remains, and evidence of Pomo food processing and
cooking activities, such as mortars and pestles associated wigh acorn
processing. Some foods, such as cervids, may be supplied by
Pomo/Miwok people and the faunal remains may exhibit their "ethnic"
butchering signature. g

V. Evidence of Inter-Ethnic residences. All of the above
expectations may be anticipated in inter-ethnic households composed
of Pomo/Miwok women and Koniag men. To evaluate whether the
archaeological pattern is a product of Californian women cohabiting
with Alaskan hunters, or whether it is the result of the
acculturation of Alaskan households, we will attempt to analyze
separately the material culture of males and females. Since gender-
related roles and work habits were highly structured in both
traditional Pomo/Miwok and Koniag cultures, we will use Russian
archival information to define Pomo/Miwok women's material culture
from that of Koniag women. We expect that inter-ethnic households
will be composed of Pomo/Miwok female's and Koniag male's cultural
materials, whereas "pure" Alaskan households should be characterized
by Koniag male and female materials. The degree of change from these
ideal expectations in either inter-ethnic or Alaskan households will
provide a measure of the rate of acculturation by ethnicity and
gender.
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¥I1I. WORK PLAN
See Table One. -
¥YIII. PFRINAL PRODUCT AMD DISSEMINATION,
The flnal product produced Iin 1994 will involve two parts.
Firet, the three acculturatien modele will ke evaluated for the
native Alaakahn neighborhood at Ross, The regults wlll be wrltten up

and disssmlnated in moncgraph form in the Coptributichs of the

University of California Archaeclaogical Fesearch Facility,

Sescond, a masterplan will bBe submitted to the Office of Interpretlve
Services, Depariment of Parks and Recreatlon, for develoaping the FRBS
and MAYS sltes for public interpretaticon. We anticlipate a plan for
the placerment of trall dlsplays that deacrlbe the archaenloglical
g2ites in some detail. The trail displays wmay lnclude numbered posts
keyed to a trall pamphlet, ax well as photos and Baps of the.'

axcavation and plastic casts of artifacts.

A%



REFERENCES

Atchley, %5ars '
1990 A Prelinminary Study of Glase Peads from the 1%EBE and
1983 field seagons of the Fort Ross Archaeaological
Frojlect. Ms. on file, Archaecloglcal Research

Facility, Universlty of California, Berkeley.

Black, Lvdlia T.
1877 The RKonyag {Ilnhabltentz of the island of Kedjak)] by
icsaf [Bolatow] ([1794-17991 and hy Gldeon ([180£-1857).
Artic Anthropology 14(2):73=10B.

19849 Hussla'e American Adventure. [Hatural History 12:-45-37.

Elomkvisr, E.E.
1972 A Russejian Sclentific Expeditlion to California and alacska,
1839-1849, Oregon Higtorical fQuartercly June 19372, pp 101~
1T,

Burley, bavid
1985 Ssoclal Organization in Historical Seoclietles: A Critical
Commentary. In Status, Stroacturs and Straclfication:
Current Archaeclogical Reconstructlons, edited by M.
Thompson, M.T. Garcla, F.J. Kense, pp. 415-418,
Unlversity of Calgary, Calgary, ARlberta.

Chevigny, Hector
1965 Fuesian America The Great alaskan Venture 1741-318677
Binford and Mort PFublishing, Portland, oregon.

Costelle, Julla G. and Davld Hornbeck
1939 Alta Callifornia:; An Overview, In Columbian Congequences.
edited by Davld Hurst Thoma=, pp. 303=33Z%. Smlitheonilan
Iniversity Press, Hashlngton D.C,

Crowell, Aron
1990 Archaeological Investigatlione at Three Salnte Bay, an
i8th Century Russlan Settlement on Koediak Izland, Alaska.
Fropcocsal submltted to the Hatlenal Sclence Foundation,
Washington D.C.

Clark, Dohald W.
1974 Conkrlbutions £ the Later Prahigtory of Kodiak Ieland,
Alaskna. Hatlonal Mussum of Man Mercury Series,
Archagoleglical Survey of Canada, Faper Ho. 20, Ottawa.

158% Archaegloglical Test at the Ruselan Three Saints Bay
Celony, Alaska., Historical Archasclogy 19(2):1)d-12].

36



Deeptz, James

1963 Archaéolegical Invegtigatlons at La Purlsima Misslon,
Annual Report, UCLA Archaecloglcal Survey, pp. 161-241.
UCLA.

Dmy¥tryshyn, Basil and E.A . P. Crosmhart-¥aughan
1976 Colenial Russien Amerlca, Kyrlll T. Khlebnikow's Reports,
1IBi7-1832,. CQregon Hlstorlecal Society Presc.

omytryshyn, Basll, E.A.F. Crownhart-Yaughan. and Thomas Vaughan
1989 The Rucsslan American Colonles Three Canturies of Russian
Eastward Expanslion 1798«18B7. WYol. 3. A Documentary
Escord. Oregon Hlstorical Soclety PFrese,

TDuhaut-Cllly, Ruguste Bernard
1929 Voyage autour Jdu Monde, Paris, 1834-1835%. Translated 1n
Quartercly vol, 8. Californla Hisetorical Soclety. San
Francisco.

Esslqg, BE.O. (edltor)
1533 Th+ Busslans in Callfornla. Callfornia Higtorical
Socciety., San Francieco.

Farnsworth, Paul
1987 The FEcopomlce of Acculturation in the Californilas Higsions:
A Hilstorlcal and Archaecloglcal Study of Mlagicn Huesatra
Senora de la Scoledad, Ph.P. disserfation, Department of
Anthropolegy, University of Callfornla, Loz Angeles.

Farrls, Glenn J.
1988 A Frenbch ¥Yigitor'se Degepiptlon of the Fort Ross 'Rancharia
In 1839. News from Natiwe Callfornla 2:22-23.

1992 The Rueslan Imprint on the Colonization of Califernla.
In Columblan Consequentces, #dited by David Hurst Thomas,
Fp- 4B81-498., Emithecnlan Inetitutlon Fress, Washington
D.GC.

198%L Recognizling Indian Folk Hlstory as Real Histnrz: A Fart
Rose Example,.” American Indian Quarterly 13 {4}: 4F1-480.

Fedorova, Sveflana G.
1973% The Bueslan Population In Alaska and Californla Late 18th
Centu¥y - 1B867. Translated and e=dited by Richard A.

Plarce and Altoen 5. Donnelly. Limpestone Presz, Kingston,
Gntario,

1975 Ethnic Procesears in Ruspian America. Ooccasional Papers
Ho, 1, Anchorage Hiztorlical and Fioe Artg Muzeum,
Anchorage, Alaska.

a1



Gloson, James R,
1969 Russdian in Californla, 1823, Report of Governor Wrangel.
Pacific Northwest Quarterly 60:205-215%.

1976 Imperlal Russla in Frontier America: The Changing
Geography of Supply of Russla America, 1784-1B67.
oxford Unlverslty Press, Wew York.

1987 PRusslan Dependence Upon the Natives of Eugsslan America.
¥ennan Inetitute for Advanced Pusslan 3tudles Oeccasional
Fapers No. 70, Smithsondlan Institution Bullding.
Hashington D.C.

1988 The Haritlmese Trade of the Hapth Faclfle Coast, In
Handbook of Horth Amerlcan Indians History of Indian
Relationg, Veol. 4, edlted by Wicomk E. Washburn, pp. 375-
390. Smitheonlan Instlitution, Washington D.C,

Gladfeltey, Bruce G.

1981 Deavelopments and Dlrections in Gecarchaeslogy. In
Advances In Archaeolaglical Method and Theory, Vol. 4,
edited by M. Schiffer, pp. 343-364. Academlc Fress, New
York.

Gust, Sherrl
1983 Froblens and Proespects it Ninetespnth Century GCalifornia
Zocarchaeology, In Forgeotten Places apnd Thionge: Areh-
asalogical Perspectives on Amerxicapn History, edited by
A. Hard, pp. 341-348, Center for Anthropologlcal
Studies, Albuyuergus, Hew Mexlco, ’

Harean, Fekri .
1978 Sedimepnts in Archasplegy: Methods and Implications for
Falecenvironmental and Cultural Analysils. Journal of
Field Archaeclogy 5:187=213.

Horsman, Reginald
1988 Unlted States Indian Pollcies, 1776-181%. In Aandbook of
Horth American Indians History of Indian-White Relations,
VYol. 4, =dilted by Willcomb E. Washburn, pp. 29-23%,
gmitheonlan Instlitution, Washington L.C.

Hoover, Robert L.

1989 Spanish-Hatlve Interaction apd Acculturation in the Alta
California Misslons. In Columbian Conseguences, edltad
by David Hupst Thomas. YWol, 1, pp. 3953406, Smithsonlan
Inztitution Press, Hashington D.C.

A8



Jacopbs, Wllbur R.
1988 Britlsh Indian Folicies toc 1783. In Handbook of Horth
American jndiane Histary of Indian-White Relationz, Vol.

i, edited by Wilcomb E. Washburn, pp. 5-12. Smnlthsonlan
Ingtitutdon, Hashlngion B.C. °

James, Herman
in.d. Metinl History -- My Famlly's Story (Southwestern or
Kashaya FPomal. Ms on file, Archive of Kative American
Etudies, Univerelty of Callfornla, Berkeley.

Jolley, Robesrt L,
1983 HNorth American Sites Zooarchaeology. Hilsgtorieal
Archaeclogy 17;64-73.

Jordan., Richard #H. and Richard A. Knecht
1988 Archaeclogical Ressarch on western Kodlak Island, Alashka:
The Development of Konlag Culture. In Aurcra The lLate
Prehistoric Development of Alaska's NHative Feople, edited
by Robert Shaw, Roger K. Harritt, Don E. Dumond, pp. 225-
aps. Alaska Anthropeloglcal Aseoclatisn Mohograph Series

Ho. 4.
KANA
1588 EKodlak Area Native RAsgsoclation, Directory of Services and
19847 Annual Repeort. d9n [lle, Kodiak Area Natlye
Asgociatlion. 402 Center Ave., Kodlak, Alaska.
Earl, James o

1983 HKalitfornsky, The callfornlan from Cook Inlet. Alaska In
Ferspectlye H:1-11.

L]

Kldd, Kenneth and Martha Kidd
1970 A Clasglfication Syetem for Glage Beads for the Use of
Fileld Archaeologlsts. Canadlan Higtorigc Sites Occasional
Fapers in Archaeoclogy and History He. J3.

knecht, Richard A.
1585 HNunakaxvak: Konlag Soclety on the Russzian-American
Frontler., M.A. Thesis, Bryn Mawr College, PA.

Knecht, Eichard A. and Richard A. Jordan
1985 Hupakakhnak: An Historle Kenifag Yillage in Karluek, Kodlak
Island, Alaska. Artic Anthropoleogy 22:1-33.

Layton, Thomas N.
1386 Three Chop Village A Mitom Fomno Camp on the Trall to the
Coast. Monograph on file, Department of Anthropology.
san Jose State Universicy.

ag



13847 FHightblrda Retreat A Masut Pomp Hamlet MHear Calpella,
Callfornlia. Monegraph on flle. Department of
Anthropology, San Jose State University.
Milley, George ‘
1380 Classificetlon and Economic ZScallng of 19th Century
Ceramics. Historical Archaeolegy 14:1-35.

Monks, Gragoiry
1385 Status atd Fur Trade in the Northern Department, 1821-
1870. In Btatus, Structure and Stratification: Current
Archaeclogical Reconstructions, edited by M., Thompson,
H.T. Garcia, F.7. Ketsa, pp. 407-411!. Unlverslity of
Calgary, Calgary, Canada.

Plerce, Richard h.
1988 Ruszian and Sovlet Eskimeo Indian Pollcies. In Handbook of
Horth American indlanpe Higtory of Indian-White Relatlona.
Vol, 4., edlted by Wllcomb E. Washburn, pp. 119-1327T.
Emlthaonian Institution, Washipngton D.C.

FPrager, fiabriella .

1985 A Comparicson of Bocial Structure in North West Company and
the Hudson's Bay Company. In 3tatus, Structure and
Etratlfication, edlted by Marc Thompson, H.T. Garcla, and
F. J. Kense, pp. 387-392, Archaenlegical Asscciatlon.
Mniversity of Calgary.

L
Ray, Arthur J.

1988 The Hudson's Bay Company and Native People. In Handbook
wf Herth Amerlean Indlans Hiegtory of Indian-White
Felatiops, Vol., 4, &dlted by Wllcomb E. Washburn, pp. 335-
3%0. Smitheonlan Institutlon, Hashington L.C.

Schulz, Feter D. and Sherri M. Gust
1483 Faunal Eemaine and Soclal Status in 15th Century
Sacramento. Historical Archaeology 1T:44-53.

Simmons, Wllliam 5.
1988 cCulture Theory in Contemporary Ethnohlstory. Ethnohiztory
35:1-14.

Spencer-Hancock, Diane
1978 Fort Roggs: Indlang-Busgilangs-Amerjcans. Fort REose
Interpretlive Agsoclation,. Jenper. Callfornia.

Zteln, Julie
198% Interpreting Sedlments 1ln Cultural Settings. In
Archapplogical Sediments in Context, edited by J, S5tein
and W. Farrand, pp. 5-13. <Center for the Study of Early
HMan. Unlversity of Maline, Dronoe, Malne,

11



T

Strogg, Fred and Robert F. HeizZer
1574 Ethnographic Observatlona on the Coast Hiwok and Pomo By
Contre-Rdmiral F. F. Von Hrangell and P. Epstromitonoy opf
the Rueslan Colony Hoss, 1B39. Archaeplogical Research
Facllity, Unlversity of California, Berkeley.

Swagerty, William R.
1588 Indlan Trade ity Trane-Hississippi West to 187C. In Hand-
book of North American Indians History of Tndlan-White
Felatlons, ¥ol. 4, edited by Wilcomb E. Washburt, pp. 351-
A74. sSmithsopian Institutlon, Washlngton D.C.

Thomaz , David Hurat
1984 LColumblan Censequences: The Spanizh Borderlandzs in Cubist
Ferspectlve. In Columbian Conseguences, edited by D.H.
Thomats, YWol. 1, pp. 1-14., Smithsonlan Institution Fress,
Hashiangton D.C.

Tikhmernew, P.A.
1978 A Histery ol the Fuesian-Amerlcan Company. Trabslated and
edited by Rlchard A Plerce and A- 5. Donnelly.
Inlverslty of Washington Fre=ss, Seattle, Washington.

Trlgaey, Bruce 4.
1581 Archaeology and the Ethnographlc Fregsent. Anthropologica

23:3-17.
wolf, Erlic
1782 Eurcpe and the People Withowt Histeory. university of
California Fress, Herksley. ’

11



/

TABLE ONE. WORK PLAN

PERIOD ACTIVITY PERSONNEL

7/1/91 - FIELD WORK:

8/15/91
NAVS: Excavation of STUs, Knecht, Pullar, Crowell
sediment coring, Farris, Parkman, Origer
interpret magnetometer Fredrickson, Lightfoot
signals Price, Wake, Somers

KANA students
Pomo consultants

Ethnographic Research Hitchcock

8/15/91- LABORATORY WORK:

7/1/92
Museum Collections (Son 670, Russian Village, Chapel)
Archaeological materials from NAVS
General Sorting and Organ- Lightfoot directing under-
ization of collections grad. and grad. students
(lithics, trade beads,etc.)
Specialized Analyses:
Obsidian Hydration Origer
Faunal Analysis Simons and Wake
Geoarchaeology Price ¢
Ceramics, Glass Purser

1/1/92- WRITE-UP:

7/1/92 Preliminary Report Farris and Lightfoot
of First Field Season

17/1/92- FIELD WORK:

8/15/92

Excavation of STUs and

Sediment Cores at NAVS;

Selection of House
Structures, Horizontal
Stripping Excavation

Ethnographic Research
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Knecht, Pullar, Crowell
Farris, Parkman, Origer
Fredrickson, Lightfoot
Price, Wake, Somers
KANA students

Pomo consultants

Hitchcock




8/15/92-
7/1/93

1/1/93-
7/1/93

7/1/93-

8/15/93

8/15/93-
7/1/94

TABLE ONE (Cont.)

LABORATORY WORK:

Museum Collections (Kuskpv House, barracks)
Archaeological Materials from NAVS

General Sorting and Organ- Lightfoot directing under-
ization of collections grad. and grad. students
(lithics, trade beads, etc.)

Specialized Analyses:

Obsidian Hydration Origer

Faunal Analysis Simons and Wake
Geoarchaeology Price

Cermaics, glass Purser

WRITE-UP:

Preliminary Report of Farris and Lightfoot

Second Field Season

FIELD WORK:

Horizonatal Stripping of Knecht, Pullar, Crowell
house structures, extra- Farris, Parkman, Origer
mural features at NAVS Fredrickson, Lightfoot

Price, Wake, KANA students
Pomo consultants

LABORATORY WORK:™

Museum Collections (Officials' Quarters, Fur Warehouse)
Archaeological Materials from NAVS

General Sorting and Organ- Lightfoot directing under-
ization of collections grad and grad. students
(lithics, trade beads, etc.)

Specialized Analysesé

Obsidian Hydration Origer

Faunal Analysis Simons and Wake
Geoarchaeology Price

Ceramics, glass Purser
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TABLE ONE [(Cont. |

SYHTHESIS, WEITE-UF AHND FUBRLICATI{ON:

Mrite-up reaults of the third season of fleld werk

at HAYE [(Lightfocot and Farrilas wlll coordinate
efiortae)

Generate an interpretive plan fer the first leg of the
culture trall system [(Lightfoot, Farris and Parkman will
coordiante afforts with Knecht and Fullar]

Produce & [eazlbillty plan for studying and interpreting
Fomo =jtes as part of the secopnd Jeg of the culture

trall system {Hlithcock and Farkman will be princlpal
AULthors)

Frepare a monogtaph on the results of the remearsh,
gubmit for publication in the Contrilbutlonz of the

University of Californla Archaenlngical BEesearch
Facllitg goeries.

The man¢graph Will dexcrlbe the
Tesulte af the MAVE excmvatlon., and evaluate the
three acculturation models, Farrjis and Lightfoot willl
serve ag the wolume epditors.
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Figure 2. The Spatial Organization of the Boss Community
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Figure 3. Topographic Map af NAYS Shewing location of Fourteen
Surface Depresaions. Eentour Inkerval is 1 m,
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St alifornia The Resources Agency of California

Nieniorandum

Date : March 14, 1990

To ¢ Michael R. Stephenson, SPR II
Fort Ross SHP/Salt Point SP
Russian River District

From : Department of Parks and Recreation

Subject: Archeological Investigations at Fort Ross/Salt Point

1 have attached for your files two archeological permits for work to be con-
ducted this year at Fort Ross SHP and Salt Point SP.

The Fort Ross permit is for the work that the University of Wisconsin will

be doing in the historic Russian Cemetery. This permit is still undergoing the
required review prior to approval. I am leaving for Kodiak, Alaska tomorrow,
and following my consultations there, we may need to write-in special
conditions on the permit in regard to the treatment of burials attributed to
being Native Alaskan. In other words, the Kodiak people may tell me that they
do not wish to have their ancestors unearthed, even if we are planning for re-
burial in a dignified manner. I will have a much better idea as to their
feelings next week. Of course, we are still working under the impression that
there are no Native California Indians buried in the Russian Cemetery, but I
must still research this further. The Kashaya people 1 have talked to so far
do not feel that there will be anyone from Kashaya in the cemetery, but if we
do encounter a burial that seems to be Kashaya, they want us to stop, mark the
gravesite for future knowledge and management, and fill-in the excavation pit.
To date, I have discussed this project with Vana Lawson, Violet Chappel, and
Anita Silva. 1I've asked to be put on the agenda for some future Kashaya

tribal meeting, but have not heard back on this yet. I would like to do a
presentation to the Kashaya community similar to what I will be doing at Kodiak
this Saturday.

The second permit is for Salt Point., Tom Origer and his fieldclasses (spring,
summer, and fall) will be working on salvaging portions of a number of eroding
archeological sites. This permit has already been through review, and has been
approved by Carl Chavez. I will have Tom contact you before the initiation of
his project in order to clarify any ' special concerns and requests you or your
staff might have. I have worked with Tom for many years now, and have always
found him to be the most agreeable, so I do not anticipate any problems with his
project. However, should any problems arise concerning this project, or the one
at Fort Ross, please contact me if I can be of any assistance.

1 have determined from the Sonoma County Planning Department that a Coastal
Permit is not necessary for either project. CEQA review is necessary, though,
N and the paperwork and review process for both projects has already been
initiated. I anticipate that there might be some natural resource concerns, .
which will either require mitigation (e.g., revegetating with seed the areas
archeologically excavated) or perhaps project adjustment (deciding not to



“Yichael R. Stephenman, econt., page 2

rxcavate ome akite or anathier due to environmental toncerne cxpreamed durlng
CEQA revinwl, Additionelly, the Fori Ranma prajoet will require o crerealn
amaunt of the vezetmblon on Ehe cemetery oo be removed.  Thia La prilmariiy
Coyote Brush. There Le met a lat to be removed (47 approvad), but I exmectk
it w1l require additicnal review, nince it 13 B matlive specleas.

Fhile at the Rumaian Gemetery an February #%rd of this yrear, 1T recelved

what appears (mccording to my dactor) to be angther tick hite. @lthough I
eAn't Aay for aure, T oxpockt my [iret tlck hite came Trom thla same alte last
year, According to Kent ldghtfoar, one af the xiudente amgipned to aaslstling
trula Somers in mapplng the cemetery last pummer Tham alac heen dlapnoassd as
having [Lyme THiarasaa., EZhe mAay or may not have gotten Lt from working in the
cometery, hut Lt Lo epough Lo make me worry a [L7tle alowat the Unlyeralty nf
Hiaconaln archeoTogisats worklng there thia summer. I thowpht T would eheck
arcund to aee LY anyone had 1deasa ahout selepuardinn the prajrct perscnnel.
If wou mr anyone at the park hawve sany ldean or suppestbona, I'd appreclate
bBi-arblng them,

Tt 1naks an §f It wlll he ap sxelting woar Car arehealnpy At Fort Rods and 5alt
Praintl I hene the attached permit infarmation =111 help clariTy Juat what we
are mlannine in The ratka, &and hegefully facilicmre the =clipdul [Inp thar wp )

hee remilred a8 the prajactas heatne A% alvaye, T &7 lagklog {arward T worsine
wlth you and the Fort Boasa and Salt Polne scaffe on these prn|ecin.

[ red

E. Nreck Parkman
Repional Archeolopiat

REtaczhie=ent

£.0. Resn Hanmaliew
e Tto



UNIVERSIFY OF CALIFORNIA, BELNEELEY

a-m -

NINKEITY 7 BAYES - IMeJHT - [OH ANGFLES & BICRISIIE < TAN LaFod = SA N Fldne z5i i AAHTA TANNA ML = SaTR CRUE
AN INARLTIETHIRE AN, LS S 1W 2 PATILLTY MENKELEY, CALTFIMLEIA  mgpea
Ik PANTAIENT OF A Janeiig- o ey

Henry Agonia, Director
State of California
Department of Parks and Becreatlaon
1415 9th Street
Box Q9478896 r
sacramento. A 94296-0001
472/50

Dear HMr. Agonila:

I am submitting for your consideration the enclosed propeosal
bt undertake the Investigation and inteppretation of the watlve
Alaskan Village Site (HAYVE) In the Fort Hoss 3tate Historic Park.
The archaeclagical project 1z a collaborative effort of scholars
and professlonals from the Department of Parks and Recreatlaon,
Santa Resa Junlor College, Sonoma State Unlversity. the
Univerzity of Callfornia at Herkeley, and the EKodiak Area Mative
Aszoclation. The project will begin to implement two primary
goalas of the General Development Flan of the Fort Ross State
Histgriec Park [approved in 1975 as Resclutlon 53-75). The first
goal 1z to define the zpatial structiure of the willage and to
excavate ane gr two Kopnlag Eskime house ztructures [(General
Cevelopment Plan pp. 50-5%1). The second goal is to generate a
plan for developing the site, as well as the nearby Fort Ross
Beach 31te [FRE3), for wisitors as the first leg of the projected
cultures/mature trail sy=tem in the Fort Rozsa State Historie Park.
The traill system, which will eventually link vup different kinds
o0f archarological sltes in the park, 1= deszscribed and illustrated
of1 pages 4%, 5B and 58 of the Generz]l Development Flan,

The field component of the project fis proposed for the
suvmmers of 1991, 1997, and 1943, We propese to ralse mpst of the
funds for the archaeolegical research from external sources. We
Will soon e submitting a grant to the Hational Endowment for the
ilunanities (HEN] for funding assistance. The NEH program In
archaeclogy provides matching funds for fileld and laboratory
work. Our match includes warigus professor's salaries from =tate
universitiez and collegesz. He are also requesting release fime
for several Callfornia Department of FParks and Fecreation
employees to work on the praoject. The expertise of these



individuals is critical for the success of our project. Thei?
salaries will be matched dollar for dollar by NEH. Release time
is requested for:

1) Dr. Glenn Farris, State Archaeologist II, Resource

Protection Division. Dr. Farris is the leading authority on
the archaeology and ethnohistory of Fort Ross. He will serve as
the Co-Principal Investigator in the NEH grant. We are

requesting release time for five weeks during the field season
and eight weeks following the field work for each of the next
three years (1991, 1992, 1993). Release time after the field
season is requested so that he may work with us in the
archaeological laboratories at U.C. Berkeley, and so that he may
conduct ethnohistorical research in the Bancroft Library. During
that period he will be granted the honorary post of Research
Associate in the Archaeological Research Facility, a position
that provides him with space and library privileges at U. C.
Berkeley.

2) Breck Parkman, Northern Regional Archaeologist. Mr.
Parkman provides a pivotal role in our project on several
different levels. He is a leading figure in the archaeology of
the North Coast Ranges and contributes greatly to the research
objectives, implementation and interpretation of our .
archaeological work. He also serves as a crucial liaison with
the local Kashaya Pomo people. Finally, he serves as the
archaeological liaison with other state personnel in the Northern
Region office and the Russian River District office. We are
requesting release time for five weeks during the field season
for each of the next three years (1991, 1992, 1993).

3) Professional Staff of the Fort Ross State Histori Park.
We propose that any interested park rangers and interpretive
staff be released from their normal duties to rotate in the
excavation of the site for a week or two during each of the three
field seasons. We will take full responsibility in training them
in the field methods of archaeology. Since the Fort Ross staff
provides the primary interpretation of the Fort Ross State
Historic Park to more than 200,000 visitors each year, their
participation in the excavation will greatly benefit the public
for years to come. Furthermore, since the Maintenance Supervisor
of the park will be instrumental in the development of the trail
system, we will be pleased to work with him and his staff in any
way possible.



We will work in close collaboration with representatives of
the Kodiak Area Native Association in studying and interpreting
their ancestral village. KANA is the nonprofit arm of the
native's association of Kodiak Island, Alaska. A principal
mission of the KANA is to educate the public about their
traditional native lifeways and to promote and preserve their
language, customs, history and folklore. They are very excited
about the prospect of working with us at Fort Ross, and about the
possiblity of exhibiting Fort Ross materials in their new native
museum as part of a traveling display. We are proposing that
several of their representatives and high school students work
with us in excavating the Native Alaskan Village Site. Enclosed
is a cooperative agreement that spells out several points of
collaboration between KANA, the Archaeological Research Facility,
U.C. Berkeley and the California Department of Parks and
Recreation. Please let me know if you see any problems with this
document.

I will be pleased to meet with you and your staff to discuss
any matters in more detail.

Thank you very much for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Kent Lightfoot
Associate Professor, Anthropology
Director, Archaeological Research Facility

!

CC Richard G. Rayburn, Chief, Resource Protection Division
Carl S. Chavez, Director, Northern Region
Ronald Hanshew, District Superintendent, Russian River
District



Figure 3- Fredicted Surface Distribution of Ceramics atl MNAYS.
Contour Interval ix .25 ceramics/m sqQuare.
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' Figure 5. Fredicted Surface Distribution of Blags Beads at HAVE,
Cantour Interwal is .1 bradssm square.
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Figure &.

Fredicted Surface Bistribution of Ptilized Lithic

Artifacts at WAUS. Contpur Interval is
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