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Abstract and Keywords

The ‘Man the Hunter’ conference marked the beginning of hunter-gatherer studies as an 
area of inquiry across subfields of anthropology. The published volume appeared in the 
late 1960s during the second wave of feminism and inspired an immediate backlash 
against the sexist language and omission of women’s roles in hunting and gathering 
groups. A survey of publications beginning with Man the Hunter and the immediate 
responses through the publications from the Conferences on Hunting and Gathering 
Societies (CHAGS) and selected book-length works traces the increasing, if uneven, 
influence of gender studies in hunter-gatherer research.

Keywords: CHAGS, gender, feminism, women, social roles

Introduction
GENDER is an unusual category, in that whether it is dealt with directly or not dealt with at 
all, it appears to be one of the few universals of modern human culture. Brumbach and 
Jarvenpa write ‘…[gender] may be the oldest and most fundamental distinction shaping 
human experience’ (Brumbach and Jarvenpa 2006, 503). If this is indeed the case, every 
anthropological study should address gender in a substantial way. The narratives of 
hunter-gatherers are a fundamental part of the narrative we have constructed of 
humanity, and this story has long held that women are not the innovators or drivers of 
progress, but bit players. This remains the popular notion, but it has changed within 
academia, with increasing attention paid to women’s lives and activities and to the 
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cultural construction of gender throughout time and space. This is particularly true in 
studies of living populations, and in archaeology where historic information is available 
through visual representations of sexed individuals or a significant sample of skeletal 
remains. Outside these situations, gender analysis requires more creativity, and many 
researchers have risen to the challenge. However, given the relatively low number of 
living hunter-gatherer societies and the comparatively small amount of material culture 
they leave behind, has there been as much development of gender studies within hunter-
gatherer studies? It would be impossible to survey all of anthropology, but a focus on one 
area—the Conferences on Hunting and Gathering Studies (CHAGS)—may be a good 
vector to see how gender studies may or may not have made inroads into the various sub-
fields of anthropology concerned with hunter-gatherer groups.

Gender Studies
Gender and feminist studies have certainly had an impact on hunter-gatherer studies, but 
what has the extent of that impact been? First, it would be useful to describe the goals of 
the practitioners of gender studies. This is not easy to do: no one person’s ideas or 
standpoints can be taken as representative of the whole, or even of a large group of 
people. Any statement about the goals of gender studies would necessarily leave out 
points that some practitioners would consider essential. The simplest, most inclusive 
statement I can come up with to define gender studies for the purposes of this discussion 
is this: gender studies takes gender as a central part of people’s identities and practices, 
and it thus is visible and important at all scales of culture, from the individual to larger 
society. No broad cultural study can thus be complete without consideration of gender. 
My own position is that gender should be a normal, but not normativized aspect of 
cultural analysis, and should be integrated rather than considered separately. This is not 
to say that gender should not be the focus of certain studies, but that gender should not 
always or nearly always be considered as a separate issue within broader analysis.

One of the most enduring debates about gender is between supporters of the view that 
gender roles are natural, and those who see gender as cultural. This is a somewhat 
simplistic picture, since few people believe that the contributions of nature versus 
nurture in human behaviour fall 100 per cent on one side or the other. However, gender is 
often conflated with sex, and differences are thus framed as natural and important in 
ways that other differences such as race are not. There are indeed important sex-based 
differences, but normative ideas of gender go far beyond these differences. The reason 
this matters to hunter-gatherer studies is that hunter-gatherers are seen as ‘natural’ 
people (Sterling 2011), and therefore their gender systems should reflect something that 
is natural about all people. This is problematic for a number of reasons. For one, there is 
a great deal of diversity in all aspects of hunting and gathering peoples past and present. 
This diversity is lost when we assume that they behave in ways that are natural, and for 
gender studies, what is seen as ‘natural’ is more likely to be what we see in our own lives. 

(p. 152) 
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In addition, there are so few hunting and gathering groups living today, and gender was 
not an important category of analysis to ethnographers before the second wave of 
feminism began to influence anthropology. Lastly, it is very difficult to analyse gender in 
past groups. Early ethnographies are difficult enough (see Galloway 1992 about analysing 
early ethnographers), but archaeological analyses of past groups have their obvious 
limitations. The result is often circular, where we assume certain (modern, Western) 
things about gendered behaviours among hunter-gatherers because those behaviours are 
natural, and we then confirm the naturalness of these behaviours by finding them among 
hunting and gathering groups, past and present.

Whitehouse (2006) points out that much of the writing on gender in European prehistory 
has been in English, even when the author’s first language is not English. It would not be 
surprising if this were the case in other parts of the world and during different time 
periods as well. This not only reflects the largest audience for this type of scholarship; it 
may also reflect something about gender in the Anglophone world. If addressing gender 
results in replicating Anglo-American men, women, and children in other times and 
places, nothing is added to our understanding of hunter-gatherer lives. The key thing to 
remember about gender is that it is not only about adult women, it is not always 
binary, and while it may exist everywhere, its manifestation is not universal.

The field of ‘hunter-gatherer studies’ is also not easily defined. It straddles a number of 
fields, primarily those that are included in the Anglo-American idea of anthropology as a 
discipline that includes several sub-fields. It would be impossible to investigate all of the 
publications that could be considered part of hunter-gatherer studies. Instead of making 
this attempt, I focus on the volume Man the hunter, on a few key publications that came 
as immediate reactions to this volume, and on the publications resulting from the 
Conferences on Hunting and Gathering Societies (CHAGS), inspired by the ‘Man the 
Hunter’ conference. The participants at these conferences include people who have 
identified themselves as practitioners of hunter-gatherer studies, although the 
conferences and the resulting publications should also not be seen as exhaustive. 
Because there is no one central organization in charge of CHAGS, the early programmes 
are not published, nor is there always a good-sized body of materials that can be 
identified as research resulting from these conferences. The more recent CHAGS 
consistently have edited volumes that are identified as resulting from the conferences. 
Although I have made every attempt to track down the publications from these 
conferences, there are certainly gaps.

(p. 153) 



Man the Hunter, Woman the Gatherer? The Impact of Gender Studies on 
Hunter-Gatherer Research (A Retrospective)

Page 4 of 30

PRINTED FROM OXFORD HANDBOOKS ONLINE (www.oxfordhandbooks.com). (c) Oxford University Press, 2015. All Rights 
Reserved. Under the terms of the licence agreement, an individual user may print out a PDF of a single chapter of a title in 
Oxford Handbooks Online for personal use.

Subscriber: Durham University; date: 18 April 2018

Man the Hunter and Reaction
The ‘Man the Hunter’ conference and subsequent volume marks a good place to begin, as 
it marks the beginning of hunter-gatherer studies as a discrete area of study that 
encompasses the sub-fields of anthropology. One of the key premises of Man the hunter
was that since over 99 per cent of human history has been spent hunting and gathering, 
it was essential to document this way of life as fully as possible before the last of the 
cultures disappear. Implicit in this premise is the idea that there are enough 
commonalities between these cultures beyond broader subsistence practices.

The conference occurred during the rise of second-wave feminism in the West, a 
movement that was primarily political and had not yet had a major impact on academia. 
Though the title ‘Man the Hunter’ was meant to be pithy and not to focus on men and 
only on hunting, this title demonstrated the biases of anthropology at the time: that men’s 
activities were the most important and illustrative of a culture, and that hunting is the 
most important subsistence activity of these societies. The fact that a diversity of 
subsistence practices and other cultural practices was essentially summed up in a single 
word—‘hunting’—that everyone understands shows the extent to which this was and is 
entrenched in anthropological practice. The editors explain that ‘man’ refers to all 
humans and ‘hunter’ is shorthand for hunting and gathering (Lee and DeVore 1968b), 
though throughout the volume there is very little consideration of humans who are not 
men, and little value given to gathering. A good example of this can be found in the 
second discussion section. There is a sub-section entitled ‘Hunting vs. gathering as 
factors in subsistence’, which addresses calories, technology, and ecology, and the only 
person to address any social factors in gathering was Lorna Marshall, who hypothesized 
why !Kung women do not gather more vegetable foods than they do (Lee and DeVore 
1968a, 94). A quick glance at the list of participants shows that, as was the case across 
academia at the time, the vast majority of the participants were men. Knowledge 

production in anthropology, as in other fields, is socially situated. A broader range of 
research questions is posed when there is a broader range of researchers (Harding 1987; 
Longino 1990). In the discussion section that compared hunting and gathering, the only 
person who did not ignore the people engaged in these tasks was the sole woman who 
was participating. While it is incorrect to associate gender studies only with female 
researchers, the study of gender only became a priority in anthropology when female 
researchers entered the field in greater numbers and started studying women.

The normative approach to men’s and women’s roles in hunter-gatherer groups is evident 
throughout the volume. In Lee and DeVore’s brief discussion in the introduction to the 
volume of the patrilocal band, which Service once proposed was the basic form for all 
past hunter-gatherer bands (Service 1962, 1), with other forms of band organization seen 
as ‘artefacts of recent acculturation and breakdown’ (Lee and DeVore 1968a, 7), it would 
be obvious to the gender-sensitive researcher today that this description of the patrilocal 

(p. 154) 
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band was a result of writing current Western ideas of what is natural into the past. For 
Lee and DeVore, the lack of universality of the patrilocal band is an error outweighed by 
Service’s highlighting the effects of contact with hunter-gatherer groups.

One section, ‘Marriage and models in Australia’, seems a natural place to discuss men, 
women, and children as social beings, though there is often a lack of recognizable people. 
L. R. Hiatt’s chapter ‘Gidjingali marriage arrangements’, has a list of rules which is 
illustrated in various kinship charts, and a lengthy critique of Lévi-Strauss. No practices 
associated with marriage are described, and while Hiatt mentions in a footnote that there 
are sometimes conflicts between women and their families in marriage arrangements, he 
declines to discuss these situations (Hiatt 1968). Meggitt discusses the origins of 
‘marriage classes’ and what this means for the potential availability of mates across 
Australia (Meggitt 1968), and Yengoyan adds the factors of environment and resource 
availability (Yengoyan 1968). Despite the title of his chapter, Rose gives little attention to 
initiation, and his interest is not in what goes on during male initiation, but what it means 
for marriageability (Rose 1968). The discussion at the end of this section focuses on 
models, statistics, and Lévi-Strauss.

In a great many contributions throughout the volume the authors do not use any words 
that make you think of actual people. The use of ‘men’ and ‘women’ is rare, but typically 

sensu stricto, unlike in the title of the volume. Man the hunter was not particularly 
misogynist; men’s activities were privileged, but people seem to be little more than cogs 
in an ecological machine. It is clear that the concept of gender was all but unknown to the 
participants, and in general, the social lives of hunter-gatherers were not addressed in 
this volume.
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Woman the Gatherer
The title Man the hunter at this historical moment sparked reactions. This conference and 
volume was not the first major anthropological work to present an unbalanced picture of 
humans, but it appeared at the same time as women’s representation increased in 
anthropology and as political feminism was very visible. A few articles appeared shortly 
after Man the hunter that directly addressed the lack of women, though few of these 
articles challenged normative gender roles. In her 1974 article ‘Woman the gatherer’, 
Betty Hiatt uses the Lee and DeVore shorthand of ‘hunting’ to mean ‘hunting, gathering, 
and fishing’. She accepts a natural, biological link between women and family 
that does not exist between men and family, which leads to separate sex-linked roles. Her 
emphasis is on the point that gathering activities are more reliable means to get food, so 
that in places where vegetable foods are widely available, women’s economic activity is 
more important to the diets of hunter-gatherers. She does not question the idea that 
women’s childbearing and childrearing make them unsuited to hunting in the strictest 
sense of the word. Her definition of hunting is sometimes expansive, however, as she 
notes that ‘[i]n Tasmania, in historic times, women gathered shellfish, vegetables, small 
animals and seals’ (Hiatt 1974, 7). While many authors’ definitions of gathering will 
include shellfish because they do not move, and sometimes small animals for varying 
reasons, seals are not typically considered a gathered resource. Despite shifting the focus 
from ‘Man the Hunter’, Hiatt’s article does not represent an early study of gender among 
hunter-gatherers.

Sally (Linton) Slocum’s article ‘Woman the gatherer’, published in Women in perspective: 
a guide for cross-cultural studies and Toward an anthropology of women, and based on an 
earlier conference paper, addressed the androcentric bias of ‘man-the-hunter’-focused 
models of human evolution by turning them on their heads. Beyond merely pointing out 
male bias, she rewrites the then-common narrative of human evolution as driven by men’s 
hunting activities as instead driven by women’s gathering activities. She presents this 
tongue-in-cheek alternative not as a better story, but as an equally plausible one that 
points out the inadequacies of any model of the human past that leaves out more than 
half of humanity (Slocum 1977).

At about the same time (1974), the faculty at Colorado Women’s College proposed a 
course on contemporary hunter-gatherers. After considering calling the course ‘Man the 
Hunter’, Sally Geis, the chair at the time, suggested thinking about what women did 
while men hunted. A review of the literature found very few publications that addressed 
this directly. Frances Dahlberg edited a volume called Woman the gatherer, consisting of 
six papers that were inspired by the course, by Man the hunter, by Slocum’s ‘Woman the 
gatherer’, and by other feminist-inspired anthropology of the late 1970s. This volume is in 
the same spirit as most feminist anthropology of this time: the papers point out 
androcentric bias in studies of human evolution, primatology, and contemporary hunter-
gatherer studies, and they look for the missing females in these fields. The focus is on 

(p. 155) 
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women’s contributions to society, and the conception of women is still fairly essentialized, 
even as Dahlberg points out that contemporary concepts of the sexes cannot be applied to 
the past (Dahlberg 1981). Like much of the scholarship of this period that addresses sex 
roles and focuses on women’s contributions, this volume contains no papers that 
investigate gender as we now conceive of it. This is still very much the corrective phase of 
feminist anthropology, pointing out androcentric bias and seeking the ‘missing women’.

Tanner and Zihlman also wrote a paper in the corrective mode, placing gathering of plant 
foods at the centre of hominin evolution, extending Slocum’s argument. Their premise, 
following Washburn and Lancaster, is that subsistence patterns were interrelated with 
social patterns. Thus, starting from the premise that hunting evolved first and drove 
human evolution leads to very different conclusions about Australopithecus than Tanner 
and Zihlman’s premise, that gathering evolved first. Tanner and Zihlman looked at early 
hominid dentition, faunal remains, ethnographic data, and chimpanzee behaviour to 
conclude that gathered plant foods were the primary source of nutrition for early 
hominins, and they discuss what types of simple, mostly perishable tools may have aided 
Australopithecines in gathering. Certain assumptions about male and female 
behaviour are taken as natural, such as that males would not care for young. They end 
their paper with a warning against looking at contemporary societies, particularly 
Western societies, to understand what is natural for humans (Tanner and Zihlman 1976).

(p. 156) 
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Feminist Inspiration
The late 1970s marks the beginning of feminist anthropology. Women’s political 
movements in the West were strong, and many women looked to anthropology seeking 
the origins of women’s lower status (Reiter 1975a). However, the anthropological 
literature could not provide answers. Women’s tasks were considered inaccessible in the 
archaeological/palaeoanthropological record or to male ethnographers, and their roles 
were considered connected to their reproductive capacities (or limitations). An increasing 
number of publications focused on not only critiquing male bias in anthropology, but 
developing research on women and female primates. It is in these publications, such as 

Toward an anthropology of women (Reiter 1975b) that questions of gender, although only 
women’s gender, are first investigated. Archaeology, notably, was much later than the 
other sub-fields of anthropology in developing feminist approaches and theorizing about 
gender (Conkey and Spector 1984).

In a paper that was originally presented at both the American Anthropological 
Association meetings in 1975 and CHAGS in 1978, Collier and Rosaldo (1981)
investigated gender through societal structures, and particularly among hunter-gatherers 
and gardeners. Comparing such groups from all over the world, they write ‘themes of 
motherhood and sexual reproduction are far less central to such peoples’ conceptions of 
“woman” than we had assumed’ (Collier and Rosalso 1981, 276). They also note ‘…Man 
the Hunter, which we thought to be our myth, turned out to characterize their conception 
of maleness’ (Collier and Rosalso 1981, 275). In other words, while we tend to focus on 
women when we think of gender, in these cases, it is the construction of men’s identities 
that was emphasized in the societies Collier and Rosaldo looked at. Also, where we tend 
to juxtapose binaries, they found no particular opposite or complementary role to ‘Man 
the Hunter’, nor were ‘men’ associated with ‘culture’ and ‘women’ with ‘nature’, nor any 
of the other structuralist categories commonly used at the time. They noted that hunter-
gatherers have been used as models of what is natural for human behaviour, and that 
feminists have hoped to find evidence for a natural egalitarianism, while others find the 
universality of male dominance. Their approach to inequality among these groups was to 
look at ritualized ideas and behaviours, their place in everyday social relations, and how 
this leads to differences in status. Collier and Rosaldo found that marriage was the best 
entry point for the analysis of gender in non-class societies. Marriage was connected to 
social relations throughout the group, food sharing, autonomy or lack thereof, and politics
—obligations. They find that with a few exceptions, women gain new duties and lose 
status and personal freedom, while men see very little change in their duties and they 
gain greater social status upon marriage. Men’s greater need for marriage leads to 
developing ways to reduce this power that women might otherwise have or the conflicts 
that might arise. This need of marriage is to have someone to provide them and their 
families with food, since the food they hunt is shared among the group; this provider is 
also the means by which men become adults. Marriage makes men independent, (p. 157) 
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though obliged to in-laws, but provides fewer benefits to women (Collier and Rosalso 
1981).

‘Archaeology and the study of gender’ (Conkey and Spector 1984) was a groundbreaking 
paper in archaeology, and marks the beginning of serious consideration of gender in 
archaeological scholarship. Conkey and Spector note that the literature is ‘permeated 
with assumptions, assertions, and purported statements of “fact” about gender’ (Conkey 
and Spector 1984, 2), although gender was not considered a topic of analysis. While there 
were a few publications that preceded Conkey and Spector, this article is probably the 
earliest attempt by archaeologists, one of whom specializes in prehistoric hunter-
gatherers, to think seriously about gender in archaeologically known groups.

Conferences on Hunting and Gathering 
Societies (CHAGS)

CHAGS I and II

The first CHAGS was held in 1978 in Paris, to commemorate the tenth anniversary of Man 
the hunter. Another conference followed in Quebec in 1980, and this conference involved 
scholars from hunter-gatherer groups. These conferences were open to anyone who could 
get to them (Lee and Daly 2004). There is no central administration of CHAGS; 
nonetheless, conferences were held around the world except in Africa every two to five 
years until 2002, and with the exception of the Quebec conference, edited volumes are 
available.

Eleanor Leacock and Richard Lee edited Politics and history in band societies shortly 
after the first CHAGS (Leacock and Lee 1982b). Given the title of the volume and 
Leacock’s renown as a feminist anthropologist, we can expect that gender should appear 
in at least some of the contributions. In their introduction, Leacock and Lee mention 
relations between the sexes and the concept of ‘human nature’ in the very first pages, 
then praise Man the hunter while noting that the title ‘Woman the Gatherer’ would have 
been equally accurate (Leacock and Lee 1982a, 2–3).

The volume is divided into three parts. In the first part, ‘Dynamics of egalitarian foraging 
societies’, a few authors address differences between men, women, and children. While 
most chapters have no explicit discussion of gender, the authors do use inclusive 
pronouns, which is a departure from earlier anthropological writing and evidence that the 
authors were aware of the feminist critiques of anthropology. The contributions also point 
out the complications and the outliers rather than trying to shoehorn them into their 
hypotheses. This may be in part due to the fact that all of the authors are writing about 
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living or recent groups, not archaeological ones. The feminist critique of anthropology 
had not reached archaeology at this point, and the post-processual critique was just 
beginning. It is unlikely that at this point an archaeologist would have participated in a 
volume titled Politics and history in band societies.

Lee’s contribution, ‘Politics, sexual and non-sexual, in an egalitarian society’, makes clear 
through the title that gender will not disappear. Lee looks at the degree of equality 
between !Kung men and women, how they reconcile leadership with egalitarianism, and 

connections between economics and politics. He creates a complicated picture of 
the people he knew, where rules seem to be suggestions rather than constraints. There is 
still no analysis of gender, however. While the men and women he presents are 
individuals, Lee still presents limited ways of being men and women (Lee 1982). In 
another contribution, Hamilton critiques the ways in which Western researchers have 
considered Aboriginal connections to land and divisions between economic and ritual life. 
Her conclusion is that patrilineality and patrilocality is not the norm it has been assumed 
to be, though again, gender is not an explicit area of analysis (Hamilton 1982). Turnbull’s 
chapter, ‘The ritualization of potential conflict between the sexes among the Mbuti’, looks 
at ways in which adults defuse possible violence and how children imitate and elaborate 
on the conflict they witness. Sexuality plays a prominent role, and this sexuality is not 
necessarily reproductive or indeed heterosexual. Turnbull also addresses the ways in 
which children learn to behave as adults through observation and instruction, which is 
gendered. By looking at how identity is transformed through life and what men and 
women can, may, and may not do, Turnbull’s contribution addresses gender in a similar 
way as researchers do today, even if he does not use the word ‘gender’ (Turnbull 1982).

In the other two parts, ‘Forager–farmer relations’ and ‘Contemporary political struggles’, 
gender is not a major component of the analysis, although it is not ignored. Many of the 
chapters in these sections describe a wide variety of aspects of identity and interactions 
between people, including gender, race, ethnicity, class, and how they relate to different 
groups’ impact on one another. In short pieces, there is little room to analyse all of these 
aspects, and though some aspects get little attention, they are still included. The 
exception is Leacock’s chapter, ‘Relations of production in band society’, the only 
contribution that actually uses the word ‘gender’. Leacock discusses a number of cases in 
which relations between men and women changed quickly and drastically upon contact 
with Europeans (Leacock 1982). The focus on the fluidity of roles and interactions, the 
fact that these things can change with time and circumstance, is what separates ‘gender’ 
from ‘sex’.

CHAGS III

CHAGS III was held in Bad Homberg, Germany, in 1983 as a small gathering of invited 
scholars. This conference was centred on the theme of sociology and land use among 
hunter-gatherers. The resulting volume is Past and present in hunter-gatherer studies, 
edited by Carmel Schrire (1984a). Six of the chapters in the book are from conference 

(p. 158) 
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participants, and three were invited to contribute after. At this point in hunter-gatherer 
studies it seems unlikely that anyone could ignore women, even if gender is not yet being 
widely problematized. Nevertheless, Schrire and others often use ‘men’ to mean ‘people’; 
but Schrire addresses the stereotypes of hunter-gatherer life and the harm they do, and 
many of these stereotypes are of women’s and girls’ value (Schrire 1984b). Jones 
specifically writes about the tools men and women use for subsistence activities (Jones 
1984), and Gordon makes mention of violent interactions between the !Kung and others, 
often following ‘interfering with Bushmen women’ (Gordon 1984, 203). Lewis-Williams 
discusses sexual division of labour among the San, particularly among medicine people, 
though he also notes that men’s and women’s work is cooperative in both symbolic and 
daily labour (Lewis-Williams 1984). Griffin writes about the Agta of the Philippines, a 
group that is well known for women’s hunting. Griffin describes the similarities 
and differences between men’s and women’s hunting, and describes the environment and 
technologies used, but avoids discussion of the fact that women regularly hunt in this 
group (Griffin 1984). It seems like a missed opportunity to analyse why this group 
behaves in a way that seems to be unique among living hunter-gatherers. In the other 
contributions, gender is not explicitly addressed, but these are not necessarily 
androcentric chapters either. Many of the authors take a critical approach to hunter-
gatherer studies, which hints at a ‘climate’ that would allow for the analysis of gender, 
even if that does not happen here. One difference between this volume and the one edited 
by Leacock and Lee is that Schrire’s volume mixes different sub-fields of anthropology, 
just before archaeology begins to engage with gender following Conkey and Spector’s 
groundbreaking article.

CHAGS IV

CHAGS IV was held in London in 1986, and was again open to all who wished to and 
could afford to participate (Lee and Daly 2004). The resulting volumes, Hunters and 
gatherers, volume I: history, evolution and social change (Ingold et al. 1988a) and 

Hunters and gatherers, volume II: property, power and ideology (Ingold et al. 1988b) are 
a selection of the seventy-four papers presented at the conference (Ingold 1988). The 
titles indicate a high degree of critical and political engagement, some of which extends 
to gender studies. Volume I primarily focuses on histories of hunter-gatherer groups. 
These histories are heavily descriptive rather than analytical, filling in details of peoples 
who are often seen as timeless. Marriage is occasionally described, and in most papers 
adult men and women are the key actors, with the very young and very old playing 
smaller roles. A few chapters explicitly address gender: Gardner has a section in his 
contribution about gender relations and husband–wife relations. In particular, Paliyan 
have quite different ideas of proper behaviour for women than the Tamils with whom they 
interact, and they are subject to pressures to change (Gardner 1988). This section is 
separate from other sections in the paper that address marriage and remarriage. 
Sandbukt’s chapter contains the word ‘gender’ in the title. About half the chapter 
discusses what females and children must avoid, and how males have power over their 
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lives and labour. These strict rules exist more as ideology than practice, and the reality of 
people’s lives is quite variable (Sandbukt 1988). In the end, a pattern emerges. Like 
previous edited volumes resulting from CHAGS, the researchers working with living or 
recent hunter-gatherers are the most likely to address gender. This volume is focused on 
history, and the deeper in time the author investigates, the less likely he or she is to 
consider gender, though the language typically remains inclusive. The exception is the 
palaeoanthropological article, which uses ‘man’ to refer to people except when discussing 
sexual dimorphism (Foley 1988). While feminism and gender studies in anthropology 
were no longer restricted to socio-cultural anthropology at the time of this conference, it 
remained difficult for researchers to address gender in the deep past. The second volume 
follows the same pattern. The section called ‘Equality and domination’ (Sharp 1988) is 
primarily composed of ethnographic accounts, and these articles pay attention to gender. 
One chapter has the word ‘gender’ in the title (Cooper 1990)—again an ethnographic 
account. Many of the chapters touch on gender, even if only briefly, but all of the 
contributions are ethnographic.
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CHAGS V

CHAGS V, held in Darwin, Australia, in 1988 addressed development, cultural identity and 
political processes, changing social and economic inequality in the present, and the place 
of hunters and gatherers in Western thought and anthropology, and the volume that 
collects the papers on prehistoric demography (Keen and Yamada 2001a, 1) addresses 
demography in the most narrow sense, almost to the exclusion of the other themes of the 
conference. There are only the briefest mentions of fertility and birth spacing 
(Shnirelman 2001) and marriage. Only one paper mentions men’s and women’s economic 
roles (Burch and Ellanna 1994b), though without any analysis. All of the studies in this 
volume employ either the direct historical approach or ethnographic analogy for 
archaeological data, or they are ethnographic studies themselves. This makes the lack of 
discussion of gender in demographic processes all the more curious, and this is a 
dramatic departure from earlier CHAGS publications.

The other volume published from this conference comes from a session called ‘Emergent 
social and economic inequalities among contemporary hunters and gatherers’, and was 
published in a volume called Emergent inequalities in Aboriginal Australia. There is a 
good deal of variation in how the authors address or ignore gender. Keen writes that 
women’s lack of power is due to patrilocality, but that this is something that changes as 
women age. However, various societal structures maintain women’s inferior position in 
governance, limiting their power to their own reproduction and certain domestic affairs. 
In Kolig’s contribution, he deliberately avoids extensive discussion of gender, which he 
sees as tangential to his discussion of power, and as concerning only women: ‘…one 
would have to say, that women if they are to be exchanged between clans, as seems to 
have traditionally been the case, cannot have the same powers as those who control the 
exchange. However, I do not wish to enter into a detailed debate on the traditional or 
post-contact gender situation with regard to power. Doing so would lead us too far from 
our main theme’ (Kolig 1989, 64). Burbank and Chisholm discuss changes in family 
structure that have implications for gender relations and maternal and child health. They 
note that ‘the emergence of greater socio-sexual equality between older and younger 
south-east Arnhem Land men has, paradoxically, contributed to the emergence of a new 
inequality between older and younger women, or married and unmarried women and 
their children’ (Burbank and Chisholm 1989, 85). Julie Finlayson looks at the effects of 
the disproportionate Aboriginal reliance on welfare as compared to European-descended 
populations and how government policies relating to who gets paid what has led to 
changes in gender relations. This has happened because unemployed men move to the 
domestic sphere, which has not traditionally been their place, while women receiving 
cash benefits are less economically dependent on men and simultaneously have more 
claims made upon them by men through the appropriation of their payments and their 
labour. Overall, this volume has a great diversity of authors’ opinions on the importance 
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of gender when looking at inequality, though most give at least some attention to the 
subject.

CHAGS VI

CHAGS VI, held in Fairbanks, Alaska, in 1990 resulted in the edited volume Key issues in 
hunter-gatherer research (Burch and Ellanna 1994a). This was the first CHAGS held after

the fall of the Soviet Union, and thus was the first with a considerable contingent 
from Russia. As the title suggests, key issues are identified and addressed. The very first 
of these issues is gender, marking the first appearance of gender as a separate, important 
section within a CHAGS publication. Two chapters and an editorial comprise this section; 
most sections comprise two or three chapters and an editorial, indicating that this subject 
was given equal weight with others, though some sections contain more or fewer papers. 
The editors point out two areas they do not include in this volume: revisionism and 
optimal foraging theory. They explain that these debates are very active and resulting in 
many publications, and so there is little reason for them to devote space to these issues. 
The implication is that the editors view the subjects they did include as important, but 
understudied. The brief editorial introducing the gender section illustrates some 
interesting issues in thinking about gender among hunter-gatherers. The editors decry 
the historical emphasis on hunting to the detriment of gathering, and point out a number 
of publications that demonstrate the importance in caloric terms of women’s gathering 
activities. Immediately after that, the authors point out cases of women hunting and 
fishing, with men’s gathering activities relegated to a parenthetical comment, in a way 
that continues to valorize hunting as the more prestigious activity. They do, however, 
make an essential point at the end of the editorial: ‘…gender issues are only analytically 
distinct from many other issues. One cannot really make sense of the division of labour 
along gender lines in a given society without reference to the allocation of power and 
responsibility, ritual, symbolism, communication, and emotional expression. The 
straightforward focus of many early gender studies on the amount of time males and 
females spent in different activities is no longer sufficient’ (Burch and Ellana 1994b, 13). 
They emphasize the necessity of integrating gender into wider analysis, even if their 
conception of gender is presented in terms of differences between adult women’s and 
men’s lives.

The two research articles in this section are ethnographic. The articles focus on very 
different people who live gender in different ways, but what they have in common is that 
both describe the ideology of gender and the ways in which daily practice coincides with, 
conflicts with, and reinforces these ideologies. Women’s exercise of power is also key 
here, and the two articles illustrate very different kinds of power for women. Both 
chapters focus on the interactions between adult men and women, though Sharp’s 
chapter includes some Chipewyan opinion of children and the elderly, who are seen as 
dependants, and the ways in which women are often equated with these groups. Sharp 
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also situates his theoretical approach within the broader issues of gender and politics in 
North American cultures (Sharp 1994).

Outside the gender section of this volume, the papers achieve variable success in 
integrating gender into their analyses. Gender is rarely seen at an intersection with other 
issues such as territory, place, or government intervention. Women are not ignored, but 
by this point the study of gender has progressed well beyond merely including women. 
Again, archaeological research has less discussion of gender, even though there are cases 
in which multiple burials are available (e.g. Andrews 1994; Yesner 1994) and this is one of 
the areas of archaeology where gender is typically seen as being more ‘accessible’. 
Another contribution (Jones et al. 1994), a comparison of ethnographies that focuses on 
children’s food production work and the reproductive advantages this work can bring to 
their mothers, discusses men, women, boys, and girls, but still manages largely to avoid 
discussing gender. Gender reappears in the section on culture contact, most notably in 

Mearns’s (1994) chapter about Aboriginal women’s responsibilities to continue traditions 
in a changing world. Mearns discusses change and continuity in the Dreaming in the 
Northern Territory in Australia, with particular attention to the ways in which 
interaction with Australian authorities led to threats to women’s sacred sites in the 
interests of protecting men’s ritual business. Women had to negotiate both the gender 
norms of their culture with those of the state (Schweitzer et al. 2000). Overall, gender 
gets more attention in this volume than in previous CHAGS publications, though that 
attention is primarily ethnographic.

The volume ends with a section addressing future directions for hunter-gatherer 
research. There is some attention to topics of future research, but most attention is given 
to how that research may be conducted. The future of modern hunter-gatherers and their 
descendants is in question. In terms of the topics suggested, they are primarily present-
oriented—relations between hunter-gatherers and states, land and resource use, and 
social relations. Neither archaeological, historical, linguistic, nor biomedical approaches 
are suggested by the contributors here. These proscriptions will certainly allow for 
analysis of gender, though in limited aspects of hunter-gatherer studies.

CHAGS VII

CHAGS VII was held in Moscow in 1993. Hunters and gatherers in the modern world
resulted, though the editors of this volume make no mention of any other publications 
that may have resulted, for example from their Russian colleagues who convened the 
conference, or presenters who did not address the situation of modern hunter-gatherer 
peoples. The dominant theme of the volume is struggle. That struggle is manifested and 
revealed in different ways, but there is an air of doom here. The other notable 
commonality is a sense of excitement at engagement with Russian anthropologists and 
their (mostly) Siberian case studies.
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There are five sections of the volume, one of which is called ‘Gender and representation’. 
Although the other sections address areas in which gender could potentially be analysed, 
the attention to gender outside the section specifically designated for it is often quite 
minimal, if present. The chapter about interpersonal violence (Goulet 2000), often under 
the influence of alcohol, gives the impression that women do not get drunk and involved 
in violence as often as men, though this is not expressly stated. The focus is on men, and 
women and children appear on the side. The author could have taken the opportunity to 
investigate men’s gender, an approach we have not yet seen through the CHAGS 
publications. Chindina (2000) identifies potentially interesting ethnic differences between 
men’s and women’s graves in Bronze Age cemeteries in south-western Siberia, though 
there is no further analysis. Batianova discusses ritual violence in two groups in Siberia. 
Most of what she discusses is murder and suicide (often achieved by asking someone to 
kill him or her), though she also touches on infanticide and euthanasia. Most of this 
violence is deadly violence, or potentially so. The last part of her chapter addresses 
violence against women, including abduction for marriage, intense games between the 
sexes, and rape (although Batianova does not use this word). All of these forms of 
violence arise in predictable situations and the reactions are also predictable (Batianova 
2000). Kim writes about Sel’kup world view, where gender plays a role in some aspects. 
She discusses the idea of male souls, how deficiency in the ‘male source’ is thought to 
result in defective people or women, and the connection to certain animals (Kim 2000).

The section on gender and representation has five articles, about the same number as the 
other sections. In ‘Gender role transformation among Australian Aborigines’, Tonkinson 

(2000) begins not by describing the changes in gender roles, but in 
anthropology’s ideas about these roles among Australian Aborigines. He next moves to 
the problem of reconstructing gender roles before European contact while relying on oral 
histories and colonial accounts that ignored women as unimportant; but more 
importantly, the ways in which Westerners typically think about gender roles as 
connected to structures of dominance obscures features such as complementarity. A 
major problem for anthropologists is how to account for what appears to be high degrees 
of female autonomy coexisting with high levels of inequality between the sexes that 
heavily favours men. Tonkinson also points out that most scholars interested in gender in 
Aboriginal society have been women, though the conclusions they have drawn have been 
quite different, including relative equality, complete male domination, and separate 
spheres. There are also intersections that relate to power, such as age and context. These 
and other factors are important both before and after European contact, though the 
results are quite different. Post-contact, Aboriginal women were more likely to adopt 
European lifestyles than men, perhaps because women found a wider range of 
possibilities while men found more restrictions. Women often acted as intermediaries 
between Europeans and other Aborigines, giving them a level of power that did not exist 
before. Women were not just given power by Europeans; they argued for it, at times in 
ways that could be considered deceptive. Tonkinson primarily discusses changes in 
women’s roles, but he also addresses changes for men. It was still rare at this point to 
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think about the fact that men have gender too, and Tonkinson’s chapter is wonderfully 
complex.

Federova writes about women’s tasks in Mansi society, particularly in subsistence 
activities. While she does note that these roles can vary from family to family, this is more 
about the presence or absence of men than any tension between ideology and practice. 
Federova’s chapter is more like some of the early works that resulted from the feminist 
critique of anthropology, describing women’s and to a lesser extent children’s lives, but 
not analysing gender (Fedorova 2000). Staniukovich looks at oral literature, in particular 
an epic about a female peacemaker. It is a story that has been described by Western 
publishers as a piece of entertainment that was not part of traditional belief systems, but 
Staniukovich finds this to be untrue. She finds that as a general rule, women’s epics 
emphasize peace and men’s epics emphasize violence and vengeance. However, these 
epics are often complementary, telling two sides of the same story that often end with 
peace prevailing (Staniukovich 2000).

Not all of the papers in ‘Gender and representation’ address gender, and not all of the 
papers on gender presented at the conference are included in this volume. One of the 
published contributions addresses the ideology and power of naming, as done by 
Bushmen and by Europeans (naming Bushmen: Widlok 2000). Another looks at 
government and foreign NGO attempts to move the Baka to a sedentary life (Hewlett 
2000). These are very interesting articles, but it means that there are in fact only two 
articles that focus on gender in the volume, while a quick glance at the table of contents 
gives the impression that gender occupies roughly equal space with other concerns. 
Among the unpublished papers for which I was only able to find titles were presentations 
called ‘Is self-determination a gendered concept?’, presented by Diane Bell, ‘Women’s life 
histories from northern Canada: explaining new changes with old stories’, presented by 
Julie Cruikshank, ‘The choice of widowhood among Walpiri women’, presented by 
Françoise Dussart, ‘Redefining place: Aboriginal women and change’, presented by Mary 
Edmunds, and ‘Land-use rights of Ojibwa-Cree women’, presented by Krystyna 
Sieciechowicz. These papers were part of a session called ‘Gender in hunter-gatherer 
societies in a changing and contemporary world’, of which only Mearns’s 
contribution was published. There was another gender symposium, ‘Economic, political 
and ideological dimensions of gender’, for which I was unable to find a list of participants 
or titles (University of Alaska Fairbanks 1990).

CHAGS VIII

CHAGS VIII, held in Osaka, Japan, in 1998 had one of the twenty-one sessions devoted to 
gender. Papers from this session, titled ‘Gender and the dynamics of culture’, were 
published together with sessions titled ‘Ethnicity, church and state’ and ‘Identity, 
transformation and performance’ in a volume titled Identity and gender in hunting and 
gathering societies (Keen and Yamada 2001b). The volume is divided into two parts: Part 
I, ‘Changing identity in post-foraging societies’, combines the papers from ‘Ethnicity, 
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church and state’ and ‘Identity, transformation and performance’; Part II is ‘Gender and 
the dynamics of culture’. In their general introduction, Keen and Yamada note that 
‘[w]hile the two parts are discrete, there are connecting themes…Part I focuses on 
questions of identity in the context of relations with the state and the wider society, 
including the effects of assimilationist policies, symbols of identity, indigenous and 
anthropological constructions of identity’ (Yamada 2001, 238).

One of the lessons of gender studies is that gender is an integral part of culture, and 
particularly of identity. Yet the authors in Part I choose not to address gender, despite 
several obvious openings. In the section of Part I called ‘Performance, symbols and 
narrative styles’ Hiwasaki points to the fact that the concept of identity as performance 
comes from Judith Butler (Hiwasaki 2001), who was writing specifically about gender. 
Only Shnirelman, in his paper about Tlingit acculturation, touches on the subject of 
gender, and he does this outside of a section dedicated to marriage and adoption (which, 
strangely, does not discuss gender at all). He does not attempt any in-depth analysis, 
simply noting that certain roles have changed in recent years, with women taking on 
teaching and craft production that was traditionally the realm of men (Shnirelman 2001).

The title of Inoue’s article begins ‘Hunting as a symbol of cultural tradition’, and the very 
first sentence starts ‘This chapter focuses on the cultural aspects of hunting, trapping, 
fishing and gathering activities…’ (Inoue 2001, 89), which repeats the now quite old 
elision used in Man the hunter to refer to a range of subsistence activities. Hunting is 
indeed the focus here, although there is mention of traditional craftwork, particularly 
traditional clothing, as well as food-sharing. The perception of these practices among the 
Gwich’in is contrasted with Western practices, but there is no discussion of gender 
despite the fact that this is one of the areas in which gender typically gets attention in 
hunter-gatherer studies.

In Part II, the section specifically devoted to gender, it is not always clear that the papers 
address their topics through the lens of gender studies. In one case, for example, it seems 
that a paper was part of this session and this part of the volume because it addresses 
marriage, reproduction, and extra-marital sex. Imamura’s paper discusses relations 
between men, women, and children, but it is focused on heterosexual relationships in and 
around marriage, and the word ‘sex’ could accurately have been used in place of 
‘gender’ (Imamura 2001). In contrast, Quraishy’s contribution addresses evolving gender 
relations and increasing inequality between men and women as the Alu Kurumba foragers 
moved from hunting and gathering to broader subsistence strategies that included earlier 
strategies as well as agriculture and wage labour. Considering different examples 
of gendered division of labour, Quraishy concludes that market economies lead to high 
levels of inequality. Even when the division of labour is strict and the work done by one 
sex is valued more than that done by the other (typically, men’s hunting being most highly 
valued), inequality remains low (Quraishy 2001). Venkateswar also looks at gender among 
hunter-gatherer groups in India, addressing the effects of colonialism, first by the British, 
then by India. She studies two groups and, refreshingly, she addresses her own gender 
and ethnic presentation, and what it means for her relationships with the people she 
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interviews. For one group, the Onge, Venkateswar describes how women are actively 
resisting deliberate efforts by the Indian state, often with the complicity of Onge men, to 
subordinate women as part of a campaign of acculturation. She is made very aware of her 
outsider status by the women, when she expected to find greater cooperation due to their 
shared gender. Among the Andamanese, the same gender and ethnic presentation 
provokes a much more sympathetic response than Venkateswar received among the 
Onge. In this case, being an outsider means that she will not judge their behaviour the 
way other Indian women might. Venkateswar presents a very complicated picture of 
gender relations that explicitly draws on a broad range of feminist anthropological 
approaches (Venkateswar 2001, 28). Fedorova addresses etiquette among the Mansi, a 
Siberian ethnic group. The rules of etiquette for women mostly concern married women 
of childbearing age; and most women are basically autonomous and have been 
historically, in terms of providing for themselves and their children. In this case, women’s 
gender evolves with age, with prepubescent girls and older women able to do certain 
things that other women may not. Many of the taboos related to women were rarely 
observed during the Soviet period, especially in more densely-populated areas. Federova 
describes the etiquette that women must obey, but there is no analysis of it, little 
discussion of how culture-contact impacted on these taboos, and there is practically no 
mention of men’s gendered behaviour (Fedorova 2001).

Lastly, Yamada opens her discussion of gender among the Ainu with a brief discussion of 
the critique of the assumption of the universality of the gendered division of labour, 
pointing out that the idea of binary gender roles cannot even be supported by the 
supposed binary existence of sex. Yet, despite her critique of the modern industrialized 
anthropologist’s view of gender, it appears that the Ainu express their ideas about gender 
in ways that sound very familiar. Male deities hunt and build, female deities embroider 
and serve food. Yamada weaves her discussion of gender into a broader discussion of 
Ainu cultural-revitalization movements, in terms of reclaiming and transmitting 
traditional language and rituals. Yamada has put gender squarely where it belongs—as an 
inseparable part of daily life, practised, interpreted, and observed in every aspect of 
behaviour. She also notes that women have expressed more interest and pride in their 
Ainu identity, while men have been more content to identify themselves as Japanese. 
Older women have been the repositories of much of the knowledge about Ainu culture, 
and it has increased their importance as younger women in particular want to learn about 
Ainu culture. The traditional gender roles of the Ainu give women greater power and 
autonomy, yet they take nothing from men (Yamada 2001).

Very few of the other publications from CHAGS VIII address gender. Anderson and Ikeya’s 
volume (2001), Parks, property, and power: managing hunting practice and identity within 
state policy regimes, has very little mention of women and children and no analysis of 
gender, which is unsurprising since the primary subjects are hunting and mining, 
activities not typically associated with women and children. It bears repeating 
that gender is not only about women, but it seems to be the case that when women are 
not a primary subject gender is more easily ignored. Social economy of modern hunter-
gatherers focuses mostly on hunting and meat-sharing, although vegetable foods are 
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mentioned, so women’s tasks in preparation of tools and processing of animals is a 
frequently discussed subject, but there is little analysis of gender beyond comparing tasks 
(Wenzel et al. 2000). The volume titled Self- and other-images of hunter-gatherers has a 
few articles that address gender. Most have just brief mention of gender, but Kaare’s 
(2002) contribution goes extensively into the subject. Kaare writes, ‘Akie metaphors of 
kinship and gender are key to our understanding of the broader context of their 
understanding of their cosmology and central ideas about fertility, social (re)production, 
procreation and the continuity of meaningful life’ (Kaare 2002, 28). Kaare describes how 
the Akie believe gender roles and subsistence activities were chosen in the past and their 
importance to daily life and interaction with their neighbours. Symbolism is everywhere 
in the world, and everyday objects have meaning connected to gender and kinship. This is 
the only paper outside of the gender session/volume that takes gender as a central part of 
its analysis.

The session convened by Habu et al. was held in Aomori, the location of the Jomon site 
Sannai Muryama, before the main sessions in Osaka (Habu 2003). The rare mention of 
gender is found in Hudson’s paper discussing fetishism of foragers, where he notes that 
women played an important role in the ‘let’s all meet at Sannai Muryama’ event, but that 
he does not have the space to go into the rather important aspects of gender, which he 
recognizes as needing a ‘sophisticated’ analysis. He does write a bit about women and 
matriarchical versus patriarchical societies, and that the importance of women in these 
events is not ‘an extreme feminism’, but a way to link to a past that is imagined as being 
matriarchal. However, this article is not about hunter-gatherers but about how modern 
Japanese feel about them (Hudson 2003).

CHAGS IX

CHAGS IX was the last CHAGS (so far), held in Edinburgh in 2002. One session, ‘Hunting 
and gathering as a theme in the history of anthropology’, resulted in the volume Hunter-
gatherers in history, archaeology and anthropology (Barnard 2004b). The articles in this 
book mostly look at the study of hunter-gatherers; some authors look at the histories of 
the study of hunter-gatherers in general (e.g. Barnard 2004a; Pluciennik 2004; Yengoyan 
2004); others describe the histories of research by scholars of different nationalities (e.g. 
Artemova 2004; Ichikawa 2004; Ingold 2004; Schweitzer 2004); and reinterpreting 
hunter-gatherer archaeology, anthropology, and history of the hunter-gatherer studies 
(e.g. Lane and Schadla-Hall 2004; Myers 2004). There is, however, almost no discussion 
of gender, although the gender of practitioners and the use of theories of gender have 
both been important to the evolution of hunter-gatherer studies.

The other volume published from this conference was Hewlett and Lamb’s (2005b) 
Hunter-gatherer childhoods: evolutionary, developmental and cultural perspectives. Most, 
but not all of the participants were young scholars themselves. Given the main title, one 
might expect that gender would be an integral part of many, if not all, of the papers. In 
fact, the subtitle is more telling. All of the papers use ethnographic data; evolutionary 
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approaches are the most common and focus on how adults and children ‘try to 
enhance their reproductive fitness (i.e. adaptation) in particular social, ecological, and 
demographic settings’ (Hewlett and Lamb 2005a, 11). All of the papers use 
developmental approaches as well, which the editors describe as analysis that is age-
specific, and cultural approaches emphasize children’s points of view. This is the volume 
that brings together more biological anthropologists than all of the previous CHAGS 
publications, and it happens to be the one that is least concerned with issues of gender. 
The editors rightly observe that childhood has been an ignored aspect of hunter-gatherer 
studies (Hewlett and Lamb 2005a), much as gender was. Every author talks specifically 
about mothers, fathers, children, sex, etc., but in a way that implies that various practices 
exist primarily because they are adaptive. Those who take ‘culturalist’ approaches are the 
exception. Bird-David suggests several reasons why the history of hunter-gatherer studies 
would make scholars uneasy studying children. She also notes that childhood is not a 
clearly defined state, but juxtaposes ‘child’ and ‘adult’. Children are considered as a 
single category, but when they become adults they are men and women (Bird-David 
2005). Bonnie Hewlett looks at expressions of grief among older children, and finds that 
among other factors, there are gendered aspects to that expression. Ngandu men are not 
supposed to cry—only women and children may—although men insisted that their grief 
was equal to women’s. For a male child to remain stoical is to appear more like a man. 
This is not at all the case for the Aka, though prolonged crying is discouraged as it may 
cause sickness. Hewlett also investigated how many deaths the children remembered, 
and found that they remembered more male deaths than female deaths, and male deaths 
caused more grief (B. L. Hewlett 2005). Kamei looks at Baka children’s play, noting that 
the gendered division of labour observed among adults is reflected in some of the games 
that children play, although there are a lot of activities in which both boys and girls 
participate equally (Kamei 2005). Given that childhood is a time of socialization and not 
just physical and mental development, it must be a time during which children learn to be 
adults of a certain gender. I find it puzzling that so many of the issues surrounding 
childhood, such as learning and socialization, sex, marriage, family life, etc. are gendered 
experiences, yet there is very little attention to this aspect of gender in this volume with 
the exception of Kamei’s work.

Conclusions
Looking at the publications from CHAGS, there can be no doubt that gender studies has 
had an impact on hunter-gatherer studies, but that impact has been uneven. In socio-
cultural anthropology, the feminist critique began at about the same time as the 
publication of Man the hunter, and the reaction was swift and cutting. Since the 
publication of Man the hunter, there has been an increase in scholarly attention to gender 
in hunter-gatherer studies, particularly in ethnographic work, and this increase happened 
early and quickly. Other subfields of anthropology were much slower to address gender, 
and there still appears to be a lot of ground to be made up. It may be the case that 
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archaeologists and biological anthropologists who study gender among hunter-gatherers 
are not the same scholars who participate in CHAGS, but there is no evidence for this, 
nor any clear reason why this would be so. Since the last CHAGS was held in 2002, no 
doubt we would see an increase across sub-fields of attention to gender were another 
conference held today. Beyond the CHAGS publications, archaeologists have 
published a number of works addressing gender and hunter-gatherer groups, some of 
which are book-length, such as Owen’s (2005) Distorting the past, which combines 
ethnographic and archaeological evidence of the late Upper Palaeolithic in Germany, and 

Adovasio, Soffer, and Page’s (2007) The invisible sex, which addresses women in both Old 
World and North American early prehistory. As the dates of these publications indicate, 
hunter-gatherer archaeology has lagged in terms of addressing gender, but these and 
other publications indicate that rapid progress is being made, progress that will probably 
continue.

If hunter-gatherer studies continue to change in similar ways to the rest of anthropology, 
in the future we should expect to see increasing attention to men’s (e.g. Mansur and 
Piqué 2007) and children’s genders, third (or fourth, fifth, etc.) genders, sexuality, the use 
of queer theories (e.g. Cobb 2005), and intersectionalities between gender studies and 
other areas of social theory. Theories of agency and attention to the body (e.g. Sneider 
2012) as a unit of analysis also have great potential to contribute to the study of gender 
among hunter-gatherers. Ethnoarchaeological studies, such as Jarvenpa and Brumbach’s 
(2006) Circumpolar lives and livelihood, are another example of a direction in which 
future archaeological contributions may go. Gender may continue to be treated in 
separate sections of publications, or even in separate books, but hunter-gatherer studies, 
like the rest of anthropology, have reached a point where it is increasingly difficult to 
ignore gender. Since we still have difficulty separating hunter-gatherer cultures from an 
idea of ‘natural’ humans, the study of gender and related topics in hunter-gatherer 
groups will have an impact that reaches well beyond these groups.
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