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LEARNING OBJECTIVES

Describe variation in gender concepts. 9.1

Identify differences in physique and 9.2
physiology between males and females.

Explain differences in gender roles.

L o

PJOBeN  Analyze relative gender differences in
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f, y Discuss gender differences in terms
b ( of political leadership and warfare
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208 PARTII Cultura for parents and others to remark on how differene

IIE dogno of unequal |

access by the different
genders to prestige,
authority, power, rights,
and economic resources.

P

females and males that
reflect cultural expecta-
tions and experiences.

rica. it Is common ' : e
ADE i Even newborn boys and girls are commonly described
c. K \

And vet trained observers watching infants wrapped i,
i ut'pi.nk for girls and blue for boys, cannot detect ';‘:'i
hat boys and girls are born with different

n ,\'Hr!h
8 their little girlx or boys re
personalitics.

ar

as having different |
neutral-colored blankets, msl.n.u g
The underlying belicf is t

fifference at all. |
: an old nursery rhyme:

natures. This is captured in

What are little boys made of? :
“Snips and snasls, and puppy dogs’ tails
That’s what little boys are made of!”
What are little girls made of? i
Sugar and spice and all things nice

'Ii;nr s what little grivls are made of! A

Different characterizations are not unique to North American culture; boys and gid
it appears, perceived differently the world over. Moreover, socicties usually have ,:_;
clear ideas about the roles that females and males should have during different lifes
Along with different gender roles at every stage of life comes another mystifying fact
Women nearly everywhere have fewer social advantages than men. Why? Is there a fu
mental difference between the sexes, other than the observable physical diff
explains both gender roles and the relative status of the genders? Or are gender diffé
ences created by society to serve the interests of the community—or of men?
[t was the beginning of the women’s movement in the 1960s that prompted sche
seriously consider the part society plays in creating gender differences in behavior a
type of roles females and males are assigned. Although it may seem that the deb
nature or nurture, most social scientists recognize that it is nearly impossible to dise
the two when parents and others do not treat females and males exactly the same wa
One way anthropologists begin to try to understand what might be cultural is te
amine similaritics and variations in a phenomenon cross-culturally. In the following
we will look at how concepts about gender vary across many cultures. We will als o
what is known about how and why females and males may differ physically, in gend
roles, and in personality. Finally, we will discuss another topic of infinite curiosi y
and why sexual behavior and attitudes about sex vary from culture to culture.

CNCEsS.

Humans‘ are born cither female or male, with very rare exceptions. And each
possesses different reproductive organs, a fact of life that humans share with most ar
specics. But having different organs of reproduction does not explain why males anc
tc.malcs may also differ in other physical ways. Unlike some other animal ' cciet o
pigeons, gulls, and chipmunks, in which the two sexes differ little i
males and females typically also differ physically. )
cies with two sexes does not explain why
nor docs it explain why human males and females should differ in behavi <
differently by society. Indeed, as we mentioned earlier, femal all l‘:’"
tages than males, which is why we were careful in the ; rcccd'cs ; caprecl t
ian socicties have no social groups with une 5 bl /i

S % qual access to resources e oiel
In fact, within social groups, such as families, even cgalitarian socic:ﬁ&t 'lﬂl’ally' 4

greater access to some rewards. Some gender stra : s
genders to prestige, authority, power, fi:'hts and c:f)?u?nt:i:nr’cgu‘::: u:l : ‘ "] |
tural universal. However, societies differ in the degree and type of 'n . B

Because many of the differences between females and s Bcto i
pectations and experiences, researchers now usually prefer to speak of gender diff
reserving the term sex differences for purely biological differences.? Unfortunatel
biological and cultural influences are not always clearly separable, it is sometimes ¢

5
2 v ko
In other words, the fact that we ar
human females and males came to lool
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ch term 1o use. As we discuss differences and similarities between females and males,
ind that not all cultures conceive of gender as including just two categories. Some-
1ileness™ and “femaleness™ are thought of as opposite .

‘ ends of a continuum, or there
three or more categories of gender, such as “female,” “male.” and “other.”™
X :

Gender Concepts o variation

iited States and many Western socicties, there are only two genders—female and R e oo
vour gender is assigned at birth based on external biological attributes. However,
wdnviduals feel comfortable with their gender assignment. The term tranggender is
.4 10 describe people who do not feel that their assigned gender fits them well.
{ivision INto illS( two gelldcm—nwc/&mak—is very common cm-culnmllv But a
e hotomy s far from universal. Some societies, like the Cheyenne Native Americans of
¢ Great Plains, recognized male, female, and a third gender, referred to by the Cheyenne as
o spints.” (Europeans referred to this third gender type generally as a berdache.’) “Two-
- neople were usually biological males. The gender status of “two-spirit” was often recog-
s wrrer 2 boy returned from his vision quest, a preadolescent rite of passage of several days
(1o spent in isolation in the wilderness. The boy’s “vision,” or epiphany, would lead him to
o2 two-spint person. He would wear women’s dress and take on many of the activities
1 A two-spirit might even be taken as a second wife by a man, but whether the man
wo-spint person engaged in sex is not known. The role of a “two-spirit™ person was
valent to that of a woman. Indeed, two-spirits played unique gender roles at weddings
dbirth. Accounts of “two-spirit” biological females who take on the role of men are

Kk of Yukon Territory, the Klamath of southern Oregon, and the Mohave of the Colorado
%er area in the southwestern United States. These biological female “two-spirits™ could
= women, and such relationships were lesbian relationships.®
n Oman, there is a third gender role called xanith. Anatomically male, xaniths speak of
temselves as “women.” However, xaniths have their own distinctive dress; they wear clothes
“utare neither male nor female but somewhere in between. Men in Oman typically wear

vt clothes and women bright patterns, whereas xaniths wear unpatterned pastels. Men have
“ortharr, women long, and xaniths keep theirs medium-length. Omani women are gener-
& «ecluded in their houses and can go out only with permission from their husbands, but a
anith s free to come and go and to work as a servant and /or a homosexual prostitute. Unlike
“o-spinit,” who s likely to maintain a third gender role for life, a xanith may change gen-
<t role. If 2 xanith decides to marry and is able to have intercourse with his bride, he becomes
' man.” An older xanith who is no longer attractive may decide to become an “old man.””

Physique and Physiology

v Shave noted,| males and females cannot readily be distinguished in some animal species.
o ¥ they differ in chromosome makeup and in their external and internal organs of re-
. ton, they do no differ otherwise. In contrast, humans are sexually dimorphic—that
P [ "0 sexes of our species are generally different in size and appearance. Females have
a1 OMately wider pelvises, Males typically are taller and have heavier skeletons. Females
A_‘L::‘l’;gcr Proportion of their body weight in fat; males have a larger proportion of body i alal .
% dm'“‘dc- Males typically have greater grip strength, proportionately larger hearts and m
North \H’Calvcr acrobic capacity (greater intake of oxygen during strenuous acuvuy) f.mb"'"m“ o" S ities.
"y n;ﬂc(‘t Merican culture tends to view “taller” and “more muscled” as better, which
M may o b'}s toward males. But how did these differences come about? Natural selec-
9 Nty gh:\c '?\‘()[cd these traits in males but selected ayimt them in females. Females
b “‘-lmir.u]"'"‘"‘ height shortly after puberty, but boys continue to grow for years
o, ¥ Because females bear children, selection may have favored carlier cessation
4d therefore less ultimate height so that the nutritional needs of a fetus would
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‘Gender roles Roles that

are culturally assigned to
genders.

s needs.® Similarly, there is some cvidence th
te with a growing mother's needs.

it hortages prcsumabl_\' because they ten
? les by nutritional shOrtages, : s bl by
are less affected than males D) | 2 Natural sclection may also have favoreg
' ' mOore 1at. \e - : |
ave proportonatciy . : 2y ST Z -
shorter and h "t'l‘mci( " in females becausc 1t rcsullﬁcd in gc; x rt:pa':erdbic “cm o
: dblvl > their muscle strength and increasc € c i ork' o
: .t fact. cultural factors, such as how m;u a SOCICTY Cxp ect
: T - -ivitv. could influence the degree o
allows males and females to engage in m'usaul.lr .'hnf“}.:n' Similor raiig 4
;.'\ and males differ muscularly and in acrobic upag;_ nu] by inllliy =3
the recent trend toward decreasing differences bcnl\ een .g acc(;um e R
e +h as marathons and swim meets, even when We _ al ¢
it % 17 g scle mass. When 1t comes to female an
ences that enable males to develop greater mus g :
physique and physiology, what we sce may be the result o and gencs,

not compe

proportionate
Athletes can buil
through training. Given th

femal

Gender Roles
Who Does What Work? L

In the chapter on cconomic systems, we noted that all socictics assign or dividesy

somewhat differently between females and males. Because role assignmCnts

cultural component, we speak of them as gender roles. What is of particular intel
about the gender division of labor is not so much that every society has diffcrent
males and females but, rather, that so many societies divide up work in similary
question, then, is: Why are there universal or near-universal patterns in such assigs
The world of work has changed for much of the world and continues to change.

a considerable amount about division of labor by gender in societies that make orm
living by collecting or producing their own food. We know less as yet about cross-a
patterns in industrial and post-industrial societies. Table 9.1 summarizes which activ
are performed by which gender in all or almost all societics, which activities are usua
performed by one gender, and which activities are commonly assigned to cither gen
both. If every culture assigned work arbitrarily to the genders, the table would reve
terns. Although many tasks are assigned to both genders (the middle column), cl
patterns arc worldwide. One of the most striking is in primary subsistence activities;
almost always hunt and trap animals, and females usually gather wild plants. Do thi
other distributions of activitics in the table suggest why females and males generally
ent thm.g?. Schglars havc suggested four explanations or theories that we label stre
compatibility-with-child-care theory, economy-of-effort theory, and expendability thea

Strength Theory The idea that males possess stren P
A o1 : generally at and
capacity to mobilize their strength in quick bursts of cncrg\g:b::ausc o cate

work capacity) is called the strength theory. Mal s
s ) y. Males may ivities t
lifting heavy objects (hu nting large animals y best perform activities t
stone, metal, or lumber), + 5
ing). And none of the activiti > i running with great

collecting firewood, scem to requi
g quire the sa
of energy. But the strength theory il

¥

y

1
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k K. ity i
'.'_' - b ',-‘. ,k".
Jlways males R Hunt and Other Activities

2 Worldwide Patterns in the Division of Labor by Gender

Near'y i
. i Moka boss

2 Mine and quarry

£l Make musical instruments

Make bone, homn, and shell objects

. Engage in combat
Usualty males Fish A Bl
Herd large animals Make nets and rope
Collect wikd honey Exercise political leadership
Clear land and prepare soil
3 for planting T
Exher gender or both i Collect shellfish T
- Carefor small animals Make leather products, baskets,
A5 Plantand tand crops mats, clothing, and pottery
! Harvest crops
Milk animals

Usualty females

ey | ol

\rdock and Provost 1973, 203-25; Whyte 1978a, 217 (political leadership and warfare); Weisner and Gallimore 1977, 169-80 (child care).

the compatibility theory may explain why onlyinfant care is listed in Table 9.1 as almost
“vaswoman’s work. Nursing and caring for their infants and other children may have so
“umed women's lives that, until recently, there may have been practically no other universal
“near-universal women-only activities. This theory may also explain why oen usually perform
Ch tasks a¢ huming, trapping, fishing, collecting honey, lumbering, and mining. Those tasks
‘« Langerous for infants to be around and, in any case, would be difficult to coordinate with
"t Gare. A group may also make fine distinctions in the division of labor that are consistent
th the o )mpatihiliq‘ theory: Amons the Aché huntcr-gathcrcrs Ofpaﬂsua)', for cxamplc, ks
"men collect the type of honey produced by stingless bees, while men collect qthcr Ik)l}c)'.
“nally, the compatibility theory may explain why men scem to nkc over certain crafts in
“ties that have full-time specialization. Although d\cbcdisuncuon 1s l?o.t.slx_nm in Table 91.al
"5 such as basket, mat, and making tend to be women’s ERtare  anonoommcra
:‘:'&'nc\ but men’s activities mpoﬁmﬂ? With%““‘ﬁmc craft mls Sumhrb, G 1
.','.\;II\ 3 female activity unless it is produced for trade.'* F“n’t_im‘ specialization and Brogiac;
“". 107 trade may be lc;s compatible with child care. Cooking is a good cmmpl.c In our own
U Many women are excellent cooks and traditionally did most of the cooking at home,
"5 and bakers tend to be men. In order to work as chefs, women woukd ERC carctak-
¥ their babjes and young children, and shorter hours than chefs and bakers typically wzork
: ""ilk‘ ‘ompatibiliey {hcory does not explain, however, why men usually prepare soil for
‘ ‘ing Make ()hic-c(s out of wood’ or work bone, hom, and Sl\?“- All of those tasks
. Probably pe stopped to tend to a child, and none of them is any more dangerous

“Nidre 3 :
¢ nearby than is cooking.

MY-of-Effort Theory Why do males tend to perform tasks such as woodcarving

ele, :‘lllxi be done by w()m:nym,;l’o tend children? The mq]y.of-cm)n ‘heofy may

iy ;‘, “ task patterns that the strength and compatibility theories do not readily address.
"Ple, it may be advantageous for men to make wooden musical instruments because

(Qno
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they generally lumber e Lumbering may g
men more knowledge about the physical pe
ties of various woods and make it more likele)
thev know how to work with dﬂﬁ'l’ctﬂ O ‘
| h;- cconomy of-ctiort mtcrprctation aho 3
gests that it would be advantageous for one
der to perform tasks that are located near e
other. That is, if women have to be near homs
nurse and take care of young children, it woul
be economical for them to perform other che

in or near the home.

Expendability Theory The idea that men,
rather than women, will tend to do the dangss
ous work in a socicty because the loss of meni§
not as great a disadvantage reproductively asgh
loss of women is called the cx;x-ndability Hhiex
If some men lose their lives in hunting, dee
water fishing, mining, quarrying, lumberingsa
the like, reproduction need not suffer as longs
most fertile women have sexual access to mens
for example, if the socicty permits two or moe
women to be married to the same man. ¢ If
activity is dangerous, why would anybody, m
or female, be willing to do it? Perhaps it is bes
cause societies glorify and reward some sucha

)

Theoretical Weaknesses The productive
and domestic tasks that societies everywhe
have carried out are a well-established body@
knowledge. We also have data on whether mes
women, or both perform cach task. The theones
that we discussed are all, to some extent, based
on these data. And singly or in combinzﬁﬂll'!. '
theory seems to explain much of the division®
labor by gender; yet each theory has weakné
Critics of the strength theory have pointed o4
that women in some societies do engage in ¥t
heavy labor.'” They argue that if women in SOS%
societies can develop the strength to do sud
work, then perhaps strength is more a functié
" training than has been believed. 3
['he (f)lllp.\lihilil}' theory’s central idea that labor is divided to conform to the reg ':
ments of child care is also debatable. In fact. the reverse can be true: Child care can conioe
to tl?cl dclm.llnd\ of other work. Women who spend a good deal nfti-nu" in agrialltllﬂl o
outside the home, for example, often ask others to watch ce vir infas hey
are unavailable to nurse.'® For example, agricultural work .:::(:I::‘:]l\:)ll:::allﬁ:i‘:.:sa‘r:ﬁk :
would seem to be especially incompatible with child care. Heavy loads must be carried
and _d"“'“ steep slopes, the fields are far apart, and labor takes u'p n;();t uft‘hc day. Yet ™
perform this work anyway and leave their infants with others for long stretches
. In some socictics, women hunt—one of the activitics considered ansr incompat bl
with child care and generally done only by men. Many Agta women of the Philippit
seem able to manage both tasks, They rcgularlv hunt wild pig and deer; and wo en 4%
or in groups kill almost 30 percent of the Inrgc' game in the Agra diet 20 The compatt
theory, like the other proposed explanations for the division of labor iw gcndcr.
that women do not perform work that may jeopardize their rcpr(xluqi’w.- ability.
women who hunt and even take their nursing babies on hunting trips do not have lor
reproductive rates than the women who choose not to hunt. To be ﬁ-lil’. the circums®

.
i

Females usually care for young children, but sometimes males do more as this
ther in Shanghai, China
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1 these women h‘{"‘ may be more compatible with child care: The hunting
¢ only about a half hour from camp; dogs accompany them to' assist in the
d protect (-hcm :fnd their babies; and because they tend to hunt in groups, oth-
p carry their t_»ablcs, as well as the carcasses. However, these factors, too S;lg'
vomen can chccti\'cly accommodate the differing nccc’ls of two com;xtix;g tasks.
by women is also fairly common among the Aka, forest foragers in the Central
(cpublic. Aka women participate in and sometimes lead cooperative net-hunting, in
rea is circled and animals are flushed out and caught in nets. The women spend
tely 18 percent of their time net-hunting, which is more time than Aka men de-
: task.”" In the Canadian subarctic, teams of Chipewyan women would hunt small
- wuch as muskrats or rabbits, and would commonly join their husbands to hunt large
wuch as moose. Some Chipewyan precautions suggest that the compatibility between
i child care was a consideration, however. Women would avoid hunting moose af-
urth or fifth month of pregnancy. They usually joined hunting tecams as newlyweds
ir childbearing years. Women also did not participate in long-distance hunts.??
-« examples of women who hunt and who work in agriculture suggest, we would
cer position to evaluate the various theories and, perhaps, to propose one if we
¢ precisely what each activity humans perform requires. Without a systematic
w much strength is required for each task, how dangerous cach task is, or
«ks can be interrupted for child care and later resumed, theories about the way
fivide up their work can be little more than guesses.

Changing Labor and Gender Roles As fewer societies remain isolated and more
rechnologies to help them perform certain tasks, both the tasks and who performs
sound to change. As we know from our own and other industrial socictics, when
Junes replace human strength, when women have fewer children, and when child care
e delegated, the division of labor changes, as do the tasks that need to be performed.

remarkably, labor appears to divide by gender even in a post-industrial world.

Relative Contributions to Work: XD Analyze relative
gender differences in term

Who Works More? of contrbutions to work.
st contemporary societies typically equate “work” with earning money. Until relatively
“enthy, “homemaker” did not count as an occupation in the United States, for example.
s we discussed in the chapters on food-getting and economics, we humans lived in
, "itence economies for most of our history, and the invention of money is relatively
et Most societies known to anthropology, whether they were foragers or food
T ers, focused primarily on the basic necessitics.

_"enanthropologists rescarch the division of labor by gender, they usually focus on
"mary subsistence activities—gathering, hunting, fishing, herding, and farming. As if

1€ Were 3 predisposed bias against household work, less attention has been paid to gen-

. ""nbutions toward secondary subsistence activities, such as food preparation for _getﬁ}':g 3?“"“:_%{ gather-
- "BOr storing. Yet. wi , i can never be consumed without some 'ng, hunting, fishing,
- g. Yet, with a few exceptions, food herding, and agriculture.

.,.‘.-.'mun. For ex ample, hunting cannot contribute much to the dict unless th.c meat
the "4ght home (cut up or carried whole), skinned, cleaned, prcpar.cd f o C-OOkmg’ ud
f‘\,t.x:de. I the animal is large, the meat must be prepared for distribution and /or
e A0d 2 skins and other parts are often used for clothing or tools, someone has to
b those, Ag ctty Jo Brumbach and Robert Jarvenpa point out, the Western model
: ‘t:‘!h focuses on the “kill” (perhaps derived from the n?(ion of sp.on-hunting) frd
i Omplexity of processes associated with it. This view may hide women’s role in

N,
o

© 4nd emphasize the male’s role as “hunter.”

S,Er
. all Work

<) "l
Xy, l\': Kk whether males or females generally do more work. Wc'do not yet have
tudjes of how females and males spcnd their Iimc, but studies of horticultural

either to make it edible
or to store it.




| 214 PART Il Cultural Variation far suggest that, if we count all the kinds of eeq

. A ral societies 5O Is PR | B . 2
and intensive agrne ultu Fable 9.1, women ‘.\'l’“‘"”-‘ work more total hours per da L
activitics ShOWR (% o y truly cross cultural universal. However, we do kne

if this 1s : P -
ot re women earn Wages, they are still responsible for the by
1C

1| as the child care at home.

|
nomis
| | men We do ok
, many socictes W

that 1 .
the |mlm'|m|d work as we

subsistence Work

\ctivities are by nature generally located farther from the

.nd female and male contributions of this kind of work vary across cul
| pent on primary subsistence activities 1s generally not availy
{er contributes to the diet in terms of caloric intz

Primary subsistence

dwelling,
cause the length of ume s

| we estimate how much cach genc

primary subsistence activities. ]
In some socictics, women have traditionally contributed more to the cconomy th:

' both in terms of time spent and caloric intake. For example, among the Tchq mby
all of the fishing—going out carly in they
g when the sun was hot. Some of the cag

mei
New Guinea in the 1930s, the women did

by canoe to their fish traps and returnin

T —

In many farming SOX oS Hl}',
an 0O SOMe was traded for sago (a starch) and sugarcane, and it was the women who went on the
ture and take care . . 25 <
gt 3 3 canoce trips to do the trading.™

Ll

e B N In contrast. men did almost all of the primary subsistence work among the Toda g
India. As they were described carly in the 20th century, they depended for subsiste
most entirely on the dairy products of the

wewsmm  ter buffalo, cither by using the products dis

o "8 or by sclling them for grain. Only men ¢

P

1
f

the buffalo and also prepared the dairy pré

.l ucts, which women were not permitted €€

e
L

Women performed mostly housework, preg
ing the purchased grain for cooking, clea
house, and decorating clothing.?®
A survey of a wide variety of societies i
revealed that these extremes are not comn
Usually both women and men contribute
deal toward primary food-getting acti ities,
men usually contribute more in most SOCie
Because women are almost always o¢ pice
infant- and child-care responsibilities, it
surprising that men usually perform moste
primary subsistence work, which generall
be done away from the home. p:
Why do women in some societies do
much or more than men in primary sub
work? Some of the variation is explained
the society’s types of food-getting ac ivit
socicties that depend on hunting, fishi
herding—generally male activities—forit
of their calories, men usually contribute
than women.?® For example, among he
who traditionally depended mostly oniit
and fishing, as well as among the To da
depended mostly on herding, men di d
the primary subsistence work. In societi€
depend on gathering, primarily womef
women tend to do most of the »
I'he 'Kung are an example. But the pre€
nant type of food-getting is not alway
tive. For example, among the Tehambd
depended mostly on fishing, women
of the work. Most societies dcpﬂ‘d‘ 1pe
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‘vod production m!hcr than foraging. With the exception of clearing land,
the soil, and herding large animals, which are usually men’s tasks, men, women,
1o the work of planting, crop tending (weeding, irrigating), and harvesting (sce
We need some explanation, then, of why women do most of the farming work
.ocicties but men do it in others. Different patterns predominate in different arcas
(4. In Africa, south of the Sahara, women generally do most of the farming. In
\«ia and Europe and the areas around the Mediterranean, men do more.™
- rvpe of agriculture may help explain some of the variation. Men’s contribution to
.ubsistence tends to be much higher than women’s in intensive agricultural so-
o particularly with plow agriculture. In contrast, women’s contribution is relatively
’ ypared with men’s and sometimes higher in horticultural socictics. According to
Lseerup, when population increases and there is pressure to make more intensive
the land, cultivators begin to use the plow and irrigation, and males start to do
But it is not clear why.
Jhould women not contribute a lot to farming just because plows are used? In
- answer this question, most rescarchers shift to considering how much time
4 females spend in various farming tasks rather than estimating the total caloric
on of females versus males. The reason for this shift is that gender contribution
- varies substantially over the various phases of the production sequence, as well
ne crop to another. Thus, the total amount of time females versus males work
 tasks is casier to estimate than how much each gender contributes to the dict
't calories. How would caloric contribution be judged, for example, if men clear
{ and plow, women plant and weed, and both harvest the crop?
- agriculture could increase male contribution to subsistence because plowing takes
ver and minimizes weeding time. Cross-culturally, men usually clear land. (This does not
11 that women are not able to plow, for there are examples of women plowing when nec-
It has been estimated that, in one district in Nigeria, 100 days of work are required
cir one acre of virgin land for plowing by tractor; only 20 days are required to prepare
e land for shifting cultivation. Weeding is a task that probably can be combined with child
e, and perhaps women may have mostly performed it previously for that reason.*® But the
it men do the plowing, which may take a lot of time, does not explain why women do
el fewer farming tasks, including weeding, in societies that have the plow.™
‘nother explanation for the apparent decrease in women'’s contribution in intensive
inculture is that they have less time to spend in the fields. Intensive agriculturalists rely
v on such grain crops as corn, wheat, and oats, which require a great deal of prepa-
“on and processing, tasks commonly performed by women. Grains are usually dried
“ioee storing. To be edible, dried grains must cither be cooked in water for a long time
¢ preprocessed to cook faster. Cooking requires collecting water and firewood, nei-
rot which is usually close by, and both of which are women’s tasks. In addition, there
Tore cleaning of pots and utensils to be done. Soaking, grinding, or pounding can
NI:\ cooking time for hard grains, but the process that speeds up cooking the most—
g —is itslf very time-consuming unless done by machine. Then there is also
| '}'-(T::land the additional houscwork that c.hildrcp cl)mﬂ. . \
e m‘:’lq work may also increase .subnanmlly with intensive agnculturc.bc'cat;:c
e a1 Such societics have more children than women in horticultural socicties.™ If
2 .,M <hild care and the housework that children entail to the intensive food processing
:l*:;::k the women undertake, it is casy to understand why women cannot conm‘l’;.
i ‘um,:\c, lthan men, or as muc!\ time as men, to mtc:::vlc agnc;l:nr;d Yclt women’s
: kg .\; lmugh less thap men’s in thc ficlds, is nonctheless ;:l - f.‘.)un addition
Ny 3 o x_‘."mc‘ women in such soacng may labor outside the home four and a half
,":m : ;;m\cn‘da_\s a week, on average. A Veen |
el o “umc.‘?“? ;g.—.‘mlt'um| socicties, (hosc‘(hat su.bﬂst on horticulture rely a great
Nich bousep, ‘l J ummbu'uons..Why? Mn in horticultural societies may not have as
‘!“”‘t ml work 35. intensive a.sﬂcul(!ll'al women, but neither do the ITI.CH. Why,
Nietey 3 ”’ctn do relatively more in horuculmrc also? In fact, men in 'h.omcultural
Mgy l”""“':n drawn away from cultivation into other types of activities, On-c .of
on is warfare, in which all able-bodied men are expected to participate.
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EX iscuss gender
differences in terms of
political leadership and

ral Variation . | |
e arfare when primary subsistence

if .« are engaged In W ‘ n
dence that, if males are "il i,ﬁvork 3 Men may also be removed from
omen will € b : ot on

i S rowns and cities for wages o
have to work in dlst:ll‘lt s

There 1s €Vi
has to be done, then the w

mary subsistence work if they

- rance trading trips.’ .
T “distance trading ; o 3
v periodically go on long-C ' s AT , activities, we might expel
tht\.‘\ I‘:m”d en fnmributc a lot to pnmary food-getting - ght cxp
'hen wome

5-C : ies suggest that, indeed, thi

fects on their childrearning. Several cross-uul?ural stufif‘malf.gc(mmbu,ﬁon ;

‘x &tk l;ion is correct. In contrast to societies with .&l ll-:l)“ :mrihuting vy o

o o d ~ g o - - s | y '( ”. ]
‘sul‘xis‘tcncc (in terms of contributing ualonl«.s)., 'hlgth,\. ;,(,thcm e thcmfeed‘o. .

infa id fe i abli hers besides the 0 Also

infants solid foods carlier, cn.lhlmg.m - dustrious, probably to help their me
in such societies are likely to be trained to be indus 5 \ I

14
and female babies are more valued.

Political Leadership and Warfare

n rather than women tend to lead in the politic
One cross-cultural survey found that only men were leaders in about 8? percen ‘
surveved societics. Among the 10 percent of societies that‘had women in | derskh
positions, they were cither outnumbered by or less powc['ful. than the male le: del
In the remaining 2 percent, leadership was fairly evenly distributed between m en
women. If we look at sovereign nations, not cultures, the mean average of we men
national parliaments and legislative bodies is 19 pcrccnt.“ x
Whether or not we consider warfare to be part of the political sphere of life; w
almost universal dominance of males in that arena. In 87 percent of the world
in the anthropological record, women never participate actively in war.** Amon
ern nation-states, as of 2013, only 12 countries allow military women in combats*
United States only recently changed its policy to allow such participation. (See th
“Why Do Some Socicties Allow Women to Participate in Combat?” for a discuss
women in combat in the remaining 13 percent of societies.) ‘
Even in masrilineal societics, in which the descent of a kin group is passed
through the mother and the female ancestors, formal political positions are A
men. Among the matrilineal Iroquois of what is now New York State, wome!
::fn:f;:(::cccli ::uia:;? nu;on:icc:‘c:}a‘l::c in:‘;)rmal inﬂucnsc on political affairs. ! ’
life and death f(;r Prison‘:'crs of warrt!:rb'cdrcl‘:rcscmanycs' .Womcn conkd
intervene to bring about peace N‘oncu: 1( 2 ﬂ'\‘cn of their households to go oW
of the Iroquois, which comprised fiv tribal aroupe o FCLtC body ACHER
Why have men (at Jeast 1o far) Al groups, was a council of 50 male ch
. alw ‘s ¥
Some scholars suggest that mcn‘sar(.:lm'St l, el do.mmatcd the political sphere ¢
ship, particularly because ks : ::\c: arfare gives them the edge in pol itica
Pons, an important resource.*” Evi

gests, however, that force i rarely :

is not the deciding facl(:: l;a(hclr) USCCt!at() Lt leadership positions;* sup
~ wartare may bc l o .-
O > . x v rc atc - 1
ul:;; rcal.:oon. War affects survival, and it occurs rcgulaﬂd ito pohuscoaldlmca.d“ 5
S a s ’ 1N m . Ther
R n‘::(:::’ ;m_\ be among the most important ki;ds ofos‘liu'cal actions th
4 S- It stands to reason that the people w 5 ut

make these decisions, People who know the most abou

Two other factors may be j 1 ci
erally - ¥ be nvolved in male py ! i iti g
smdchrs:ast;:s':c::h t of men. Why heighe shoul;:i C:c();“ f!all:gcc lnle!;:h““; .l
i at }a]lcr people are more likely i i
oty men dominate politics beca th
O women. Men’s activities typi ik
to work more around the home

In almost every known society, me

i

In settled 'Kung Eroups, women no lon
T inscc::i‘l‘;d to have lost much of their fo .
care may also detract from |



re have been some female
riors throughout history. In
e 18th and 19th centuries,
nade up one wing of the
y army in the West African
n of Dahomey, for example,
~stituted one-third of the
{ forces at one point. Yet most
ves and most countries have
‘od women from combat, and
ve excluded women from all
13y activities or planning.
., then, do some societies allow
to be warriors? Psychologist
Adams compared about 70
es studied by anthropologists
) answer that question. He
that women are active warriors
«t occasionally in 13 percent of

he sample societiestin native North  tic
amerca, the Comanche, Crow, Dela-  th
were, Fox, Gros Ventre, and Navajo

nac women warriors. In the

there were active warrior women

:mong the Maori of New Zealan
Majuro Atoll in the Marshall Is!
and among the Orokaiva of
Gunea. In none of these so
were the warriors usually wo
nomen were allowed to eng
combat if they wanted to.
How are societies with w
warriors different from those ti
exclude women from co {
"y differ in one of two
Either they conduct purely

lﬁ‘

Perspectives on Gender
why Do Some Societies Allow Women to Participate in Combat?

wars, fighting only against people

in other societies, or they marry
wnti.un their own community in a
society. Adams argues that either of
these two conditions, which are not
particularly common, will preclude
conflicts of interest between wives
and husbands. In purely external war,
couples who come from the same
society (though not necessarily the
same community) will share the same
loyalties. If war occurs internally,
between communities and larger
groups within a society, there will be
no conflict of interest between hus-
band and wife as long as they grew
up in the same community. In short,
wives who do not have allegiances in
the “enemy” camp can, by implica-
be wm to fight alongside

DL ks

AT
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Many countries today engage in
purely external war. Other things be-
ing equal, we might extrapolate fm
Adams's findings and expect barriers
against woman warriors to disqp-
pear completely in such societies. In
2011 Australia and in 2013 the United
States joined 10 other countries in al-
lowing women in combat. It may be
a trend, but most countries disallow
such participation, and woman war-
riors are rare. Even in Adams’s study,
not all societies with purely external
war or intra-community marriage
had woman warriors. Other condi-
tions may have to be present before
women and men participate equally in
combat. We may have to consider the
degree to which the society seeks to
maximize reproduction (and therefore
protect women from danger) and the

degree to which the society depends
on women for subsistence during

“udy of village leadership among the Kayapo of Brazil, Dennis Werner found that women
jft heavy child-care burdens were less influential than women not as involved in child
he suggests that they had fewer friends and missed many details of what was going

*In the village 51

';»; ' various explanations suggest why men generally dominate politics, but we still

“

. 10 explain why women participate in politics more in some soq-cﬁC§ t-h
- NOSS investigated this question in a cross-cultural survey of 90 societies.

an in others,
52 In that

€ the degree of female participation in politics varied considerably. For example,

Cong th
3
Nde 0

¢ Mende of Sierra Leone, women regularly held high office, but among the

' Zaire, women took no part in public life. One factor that predicts the exclu-

,‘ "Women from p()liu'c3 is the orggnization ofcommumtics around male kin. As we

. < |.ﬂcr
. o

<
' 3 Il

»when they marry, women usually have to leave their commt'mitie's and move

"shand’s household. If women are outsiders joining a community with many

i \':lfx the males will have political advantages because of their inside knowledge
MMunity’s members and its past events.
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XD Analyze relative
status among women
cross-culturally.

The Relative Status of Women

: - ¢ e 5390
'omen and men live very separate lives. ¥
“IO le status. Like women in some other parts g
ltt c T 5 . - - h . : " .
il il : ,in seclusion, staying in their houses ar
;clsp::it'\;\'nrld women in Daghara live mostly In ;:.1:) (ml\: it paldatl .
t:r::)r t'nurt\'ards. If they must go outi lthc‘:\' Llallks 'i‘hcsc e woovalm -
ies in long black cloaks. C e orn in ¢
ir faces and bodies in Yo m political acriviestl
shr()ujx:\l'uc:l\r'c:n at home. Women are essentially € .\gllfd;dt }:Z(,-s m;:g e
::::ijlrc'énnsidcrcd to be under the .mthont:\' of thcll'r :5 on virsinity beior i ; g
uality of women is controlled; there is strict emphasis B ) ore
il el g al conversations with strange men,

1 ven cas . .
Because women arc not permitted ey cn] ; ln :ﬂ o natios s very stig A
ibiliti ) ] ‘en prel 2 \ )
' s of extramarital or even p ‘
possibilities o

hardly anv sexual restrictions are im:»loscq (t).l'l/ n‘lrcn.wcm  spproachicalil e
y an) sjeties, such as the Mbut of Zaire, q

But some societies, such as t S s
and females. Like most food collectors, the Mbuti have no formal po zani

to make decisions or to settle disputes. When public d’SPUtFS (’C‘:_",r’;og“: :;'"’
men take part in the uproar. Not only do women make their P"s'lt:(" il o '
opinions are often heeded. Even in domestic quarrels involving physical vi :
husband and wife, others usually intervene to stop them, regardless of who hit
first.** Women control the use of dwellings; they usually ha\.'c equal say over th :
of resources they or the men collect, over the upbringing of their chllc?rcn, d at
whom their children should marry. One of the few signs of inequality is that wome
somewhat more restricted than men with respect to extramarital sex.>® 2
But many social scientists have asked why the status of women appears to vary
one society to another. There are many theories about why women have relati
low status. One of the most common theories is that women’s status will be h
they contribute substantially to primary subsistence activities. This theory wou
that women should have very little status when food-getting depends largely on I
herding, or intensive agriculture. A second theory suggests that men will be more
and esteemed than women where warfare is particularly important. A third theon
gests that men will have higher status where there are centralized political hierar¢
since men usually play the dominant role in politics. The fourth theory predicts t
women will have higher status where kin groups and couples’ places of resid 1ce
marriage are organized around women.
One of the problems in evaluating these theori
about the meaning of status. There are probably

researchers interested in the topic. To some, the
much value society confe

In the small Iragi town of Daghara, '
n appear to have very

search by Martin Whyte su es

i \ B8ests that they ¢ : =
Whyte rated 52 items that m; be + €0 Dot Ror.each sample society
items included s o Mught be used to i

. uch things a5 which sex can i

- . . - n

s:)scnplmmg Unmarried children, ang whcthc:' the gods ; society are
th. The results of the study ing; rigalerll i a

A N which the status of women is higl
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-ross-cultural cndcncc..Contrary 1o popular belicf, the idea that generally high
ns from a greater caloric contribution to primary subsistence activities is not

4.5 For example, women seem to have higher status the more a socicty depends
wing, but women do little of the Primary subsistence work in hunting societics.

commonly thought that warfare should bolster male status, but there is no con-
dence that a high frequ 3

T ke 58 ency of warfare generally lowers women’s status in differ-
sheres OfF LG

women'’s Electoral Success on the Northwest Coast

tcal life has changed dra-
natically since first contact
n Europeans for most Na-
erican groups, including the
t Salish of western Washington
:te and British Columbia. With
ws from the U.S. and Canadian
"ments, each of the recognized
Salish communities now has an
i council. But who is getting
ectec? Even though women did
not have much of a role in traditional
oo tics, now the Coast Salish groups
are electing a lot of women. From
the 1960s to the 1980s, women held
over 40 percent of the council seats
7 the 12 Washington State groups,
and in the 1990s, women held 28
rercent of the seats in the 50 British
Columbian groups. The ,
% women on the councils varies from
® percent among the Tulalip to 62
Percent among the Stillaguamish. What

#counts for the women's electo

men dominate the councils. Even
~ though women may have jobstoo,
0 . theirincome is not as great as the

Cdturally? g } g s m X
According to Bruce Mill ggests th:

? comparative study of
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¢ status for women in Many arcas of life? Alt}:ough the resulg
ort in Whyte's study for the thcqry that women have sopy

. oroups and marital residence are orgapnzcd .?mund Womgx, ., Ve

il -t{u‘»rc fully in the chapter on marital residence and kinsk b.)

i exam l‘c Even though Iroquois women could not hold formal x o

s suthority within and beyond the houschold. Related wome

. e they had considerable ; on
office, they I ]:Lhnuw\ with husbands who belonged to other kin groups. In the longhe
)N O "

' ity was clear, and lht‘}' cov .  Won
women s .ll!lh()nl_\ Wi ; ’ : Tan : o
{ ““(' i (hC \”( xaunon of thc '(Kxi lllC)’ prodllu:d. All()(.l(l()n (?lf.ld mﬂucﬂCC d‘c . : 3 ':'l
4 < t . : [} |

wrties, because men could not undcrtakc a raid without pmvmons. omen were In Olve
par y . Wi

| s selerti f religious leaders, half of whom were women. Even in pOlfﬂCS, Uthe ~:;{i':
the sclecnon of relig) : s g h' -ontrolled (hcschCUOHOf ncilm
could not speak or serve on the council, they !argc_ con b

] could institute impeachment proceedings against those to whom l.hq ovject . |
' In pre-industrial socicties, women have generally !mvcr status in S(.)CIC.U& with m ore
cal hierarchy.® Lower status for women is also associated with other indicators of culty
R nnp!wty%xial stratification, plow-and-irrig,at.ion agﬁcylmrc, lar_gc sctdcmems, 1
| property, and craft specialization. Only women’s informal ml]ucncc. increases
complexity. But informal influence may simply reflect a .Iacl.i of real influence. y ¢

complexity is associated with women having less authority in the home, less cont ol ¢
' erty, and more restricted sexual lives in pre-industrial societies is not yet understo F«l
‘ the relationship between cultural complexity and gender equality appears to be erse
‘ dustrial and post-industrial societies. Judging by a comparative study of gender it
countries, it scems that countries that rely on agriculture, such as Nigeria and Pe u, h
least favorable attitudes toward gender equality; industrial societics, such as Russia ar
Taiwan, have moderately favorable attitudes; and post-industrial societies, such
and the United States, have the most favorable attitudes toward gender equality
critical difference that may explain this reversal is the role that formal education §
industrial and post-industrial socicties. Education almost always increases status,
more girls and young women are educated, the greater the likelihood that their

increase. Furthermore, although the mechanisms are not well understood,
usually results in lowered fertility, which perhaps frees women to pursue ot
As we discussed carlicr, one study among the Kayapo found that women with 1

children are considered less influential, 3
Western colonialism appears to have been generally detrimental to women'’s.
Although the relative status of men and Wwomen may not have been equal b ofor
Europeans arrived, colonial influences seem generally to have undermined th
women, 'l-'hcrc arc many examples of Europeans restructuring landownersh
and teaching men modern farming techniques, even in places where women
the farmers. In addition, men more often than women could earn cash thro
bor or through sales of goods (such as furs) to Europeans.® From these his
e o de e, v r bgining o undeotand some of
I atus. If we can understand which of th

What does predict highe
is some Suppor

r status where

’ not strong, there
atures of societ

highe
cuss thesc fe
| [roquois are a 8

ild ask objectionable men to leave. The wome

togethe

0

are informative, they do not tell us whether the rved di :
difterent from our own. Fortunately, we now ha?:s:yn::;i:ifcm wud
non-Western societies. These studies recorded the minute details of behavior
numbers of males and females. Most of the studies have observed children in.
settings. Any conclusions about female-male differences in aggressiveness, for
based on actual counts of the number of times a particular individual tried to hu
another person during a given amount of observation time. Almost all of
a matter of degree, not a matter of a behavior being present or absent in female




cconomic Development and Women’s Status

{ on the writings of
rer Boserup and subsequent
larship on women in de-
t, the prevailing opinion
' development usually made
.orse for women. Develop-
\ts commonly targeted
earning new technology
« to produce crops for sale.
vomen in developing coun-
1ill largely left out and
1ill face difficulties, but
search has documented
nen often find creative
participate in commercial
»f the creative strategies
;se in Kenya to get around
ctural disadvantages include
r renting land with their
is, “pooling” small pieces of
meet minimum requirements
nmercial growers, joining
7' rotating credit associations,
king to the private sector for
raining and materials for contract
agriculture "

Nomen's scale of productioncan

range from raising a few extra pigs h\-‘

sale in southwestern China to more

4

“omplex activities, such as contract
farming for crop exports in | \en A
market trading in Ghana.

In contrast to men near
where in developing coun
women use the money from t
commercial enterprises to purch
focd and household goods an
educate their children. If the
comes or savings grow, they
P37 for large appliances, fur
and farm machinery and ve '
Most of the recent stud
9est that byrin oy it
“osehold aasistes NG 18
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Microfinance programs for small business have helped women in developing
countries to build status and independence.

changes in the status of women,
including increased educational op-
portunities, greater say in household
decisions, and higher social status in

.

keeps them close to home and away
from other, more public opportuni-
ties. How do women fare in indus-

trial societies, where only a small
proportion of people engage in
farming? According to a survey of

61 countries, gender equality is

more favored in industrializing coun-
tries than in agricultural societies.
With industrialization, infant and

DIM

A's‘gression Which differences in personality are suggested by these systematic studies?
-~ Mosy consistent difference is in the area ofaggrcssion- Boys Y00 hurt others more
8y than girls do. In the Six Cultures project, an extensive comparative study of
"I behavior, this difference was statistically significant as early as 3 to 6 years of
Y different research teams observed children’s behavior in Kenya (among the
Mexico, India, the Philippines, Okinawa, and the United States. A more recent

Ul s .
iral comparison of four other cultures (the Logoli of Keny

iy 1 »
| %amoa) supports the finding that boys are generally more aggressiv

ra, Nepal, Belize, and
¢.” Studies in
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i i ' rsonal distance.
siren olay in small, intimate groups, boys in larger groups with more interpe SO

the United States are consistent with the cross-culuvqul findings as wcll:. In :l:arg '* )
of observational and experimental studies, boys thl.bltcd more aggrc‘ssm-n an girls.
Other female-male differences have turned up with considerable consistency, buti
have to be cautious in accepting them, either because they have not been docum entes
as well or because there are more exceptions. There seems to be a tendency for B :,
exhibit more responsible behavior, including nurturance (trying to help others). -
seem more likely to conform to adult wishes and commands. Bo__\'s try more often (0
dominance over others to get their own way. In play, boys and girls show a prefe b
their own gender. Boys seem to play in large groups, girls in small g)ncs. And boys
maintain more personal distance between cach other than girls do. 4
If we assume that these differences are consistent across cultures, how can We expi
them? Many writers and researchers believe that because certain female-male dif -_'
so consistent, they are probably rooted in the biological differences between the B
Aggression is one of the traits most often attributed to biology, particularly becaus
difference in this behavior appears so early in life.”” But an alternative argument is .
cties bring up boys and girls differently because they almost universally require aduit
and females to perform different types of roles. If most societies expect adult males
warriors or to be prepared to be warriors, shouldn’t we expect most societies to enee
or idealize aggression in males? And if females are almost always the caretakers ofii
shouldn’t we also expect societies generally to encourage nurturing behaviors in
Rescarchers tend to adopt cither the biological or the socialization view, but '.{'
ble that both kinds of causes are important in the development of gender different
example, parents might turn a slight biological difference into a large gender diff€
maximizing that difference in the way they socialize boys versus girls. _
Itis difficult for researchers to distinguish the influence of genes and other bio
conditions from the influence of socialization. As we discussed in the beginning ¢
chapter, we hg\'c rescarch indicating that parents treat bov ar f
carly as birth.”! In spite of the fact that objectiv "
d:ﬂcrcnc'cs between girl and. boy infants, parents often claim to.”2 But parents m
“"“'""“"‘“S!.\' want to see differences and may therefore produce them in social
l;}'sn carly differences could be learned, therefore, rather than resulting from bi€
differences. Rfmfn\bcr, 00, that rescarchers cannot do cxperiments with peoplé
example, parents’ behavior cannot be manipulated to find out what would happ!
and girls were treated in exactly the same ways.

However, there is considerable experimental research on aggression in nonk
animals. These experiments suggest that the hormone androgen is partly respof
for higher levels of aggression. For example, in some experiments, females injest
androgen at about the time the sexual organs develop (before or shortly after D

behave more aggressively when they are older than do females without the homi

1
:

1d girl infants differes
¢ observers can see no major “pef

N

!
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ts may or may not apply to humans. o

aman females who were “androge

f course, but some rescarchers have in-
hers tO prevent miscarriage. By

nized” in the womb because of drugs given
. and large, the results of these studies are simi-
eXPC rx:qugt-}l studies—androgenized human females show similar patterns of
zression.”” Some scholars take these results to indicate that biological differences
ales and females are responsible for the male-female difference in aggression;”
.est that even these results are

‘ not conclusive because females who get more
ow generally disturbed metabolic systems, and general metabolic disturbance

crease aggressiveness. Furthermore, androgen-injected females may look more
secause they Lic\'?lop male-like genitals; therefore, they may be treated like
Even the degree of aggression in males that can be attributed to androgens—and
restosterone—is vaniable, it seems. Studics in endocrinology suggest that high
¢ levels in themselves do not cause men to be more aggressive. Rather, it
it aggression results when testosterone surges in response to a distress signal
1t by the amygdala, which is a part of the brain that communicates with the
enter of the brain, the hypothalamus. In other words, if a male is otherwise
mood, a surge of testosterone is not likely to incite him to violence.”
- any cross-cultural evidence that socialization differences may account for dif-
aggression? Although a survey of ethnographers’ reports on 101 socictics
that more societies encourage aggression in boys than in girls, most socicties
ference in aggression training.”” The few societies that do show differences
n training can hardly account for the widespread sex differences in actual ag-
5. But the survey does not necessanly mean that there are no consistent differ-
ggression training for boys and girls. All
s that there are no obvions differences. For
w, the learning of aggression and other
1c” traits by boys could be produced by
npes of socialization.
ssible type of subtle socialization that
reate gender differences in behavior is the
\dren are assigned. It is possible that little
nd girls learn to behave differently because
* parents ask them to do different kinds of
% Beatrice and John Whiting reported from the
tures project that in socicties where children
sked to do a great deal of work, they gener-
wed more responsible and nurturant behav-
- Lirls, who are almost always asked to do more
% than boys, may be more responsible and nur-
r this reason alone.” If this reasoning is
Y, we should find that boys asked to do girls’
“would behave more like girls.
[ *tudy of Luo children in Kenya by Carol Em-
"pports this view.” Girls were usually asked
0%t cook, clean house, and fetch water and
4 Boys were usually asked to do very little
% boys” traditional work was herding cattle,
"t lamilies in the community studied had
j“"\‘ But for some reason, more boys than
: been born, and many mothers without
e ¢ asked their sons to do girls” chores.
¢ behavior observations showed that
N ." the behayior of the boys who did girls’
thery,. Mermediary between the behavior of
4 ’-,\ .n:‘d the behavior of girls. The boys
o 278" work were more like girls in that
% aggressive, less domineering, and

”

Hadza boy with his first bow and arrow. In most hunting-gathering
s societies, boys learn hunting skill quite early.
"sible than other boys, even when they B
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«ible that task assignment has an important influence ¢
So it Is PO ;

weren't behave. o iy -
: sirls learn tO DEIIS or ki & - AU seems th
how boys and girls | biology lends support to another kind of social effect. It t

search 1n behaviora , : o ] yrtant than— testosterone :
= miim sning may be as important as—if not more Imp< n
CONK - e

2 o -rone but had been conditior
: ression in males. A male who is deprived oftcst();(kﬂ;n nd, a formerly no .

. y AEERIC ; o : 1 IC
d]\.nnf \l}\'\m be aggressive will continue to be so. On the o \C,r, » i (,hc face of frustration,
P | testosterone is not likely to be more aggressive 5 h al
difference in aggression does not mean that males are

.5 are / MOTC aggressive

aggressive and females are not.dl’cdrlllaps l;'tc‘:.:u:'i):-“(::;: :::Sﬁii‘c\':il::)r':;‘; .
~male aggression has been studied less often. ¥ L. Cuse
::n?lt‘:-l;.1!?.1ggrc&sion in an Australian aborigine community she ‘::i))s\:i?f 'Z;
her 18 months there, Burbank observed some act o.t 'aggrcssu)n. al ryftc ¢ d
Consistent with the cross-cultural evidence, men mmatql aggression m(?re often -.(__.
women. but women were initiators about 43 Pcrccnt .ot the tntrc.d ']:jhc “‘;)n(;ie: of M
grove engaged in almost all the same kinds of aggression as ch Il » m;; g .,-_,.{%‘
except that their aggression tended not to bg as lethal as male vio clmc den_ most fe
used lethal weapons; when women fought with weapons, they mostly used sticks, ot
guns, or knives. Burbank points out that, in contrast to Western cult.urcs, fcmalcs rgre
is not viewed as unnatural or deviant but, rather, as a natural expression of anger™

¢ working.

\L\{.]l

who 18 gi\'cn extra tes
As we noted, an observed

Dependence Onc common mistaken belief is that girls are more dcgcnd:znt than
The results obtained by the Six Cultures project cast doubt on this notion. St g
are no more likely to show “dependent” behavior than boys if we think of dependes
seeking help or emotional reassurance from others. To be sure, the results do indics
boys and girls have somewhat different styles of dependency. Girls more often
and contact, whereas boys more often seck attention and approval.

Sociability and Passivity The Six Cultures results showed no reliable differences i
ity, or seeking and offering friendship, between the sexes. Of course, boys and girls may b
ble in different ways, because boys generally play in larger groups than girls. As for thest
passivity of girls, the evidence is also not particularly convincing. Girls in the Six Culture
did not consistently withdraw from aggressive attacks or comply with unreasonable der
The only thing that emerged as a female-male difference was that older girls were less ik
boys to respond to aggression with aggression. But this finding may not reflect passivity
as the fact that girls are less aggressive than boys, which we already knew. r

Sexuality

In view of the way the human species
our nature. But no society we know
governing “proper” conduct. There
gree of sexual activity permitted or ¢
within marriage. And socicties vary

reproduces, it is not surprising that se
of leaves sexuality to nature; all have at least sof
is much variation from one society to another
ncouraged before marriage, outside marnage,
markedly in their tolerance of nonheterosexual
Cultural Regulations of Sexuali i I

ality: P i |
Versus Restrictiveness b

All societies seck to regulate sexual

culturally. Some societies allow pm:ca:\:atl} bt S""}:C dcfgrcc, nc there is 1 IofEE
: SeX; others forbid it Th i or
- Lhe same is true f0f

tal sex. In additic ety - ;
n, a society’s degree of restrictiveness is not always consistent thro

the life span or for all :

aspects of sex. For ex 3 y
during adolescence but impose TP 8 "umbcg?f]“’c‘c"cs casc sexual |
i "hen, too, societies &

pose ;\Wc restrictions for adulys,

e MBI cpidcmicT mo.nally h-cc.n restrictive, but until recently—beforé
: More permissive attitudes had been gaining acceptal

Pr?mantal Sex The degree to which sex jage i wed .

varies greatly from society to soci fand Taa . "EProvSd S

b o i nand Islanders, for example, appr

it g ' |
18 as an important Preparation for marriage. B¢
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were given complete instruction in all forms of sexual expression at the onset of
nd were allowed plenty of premarital opportunity for intimacy. Some societies not
+ premarital sex on a casual basis but specifically encourage trial marriages between
ents. Among the Ila-speaking peoples of central Africa, at harvest time, girls were
wouses of their own and could play at being wifie with the boys of their éhoicc.“
sarital sex was discouraged in many other socictics. For example, among the
1 Indians of Mexico, a girl’s life became “crabbed, cribbed, co;iﬁncd” from the
jer first menstruation. She was not to speak to or encourage boys in the least way.
. would be to court disgrace, to show herself to be crazy. The résponsibilitv of
iine the chastity and reputation of one or more daughters of marriageable agé was
surden for the mother. One mother said she wished that her 15-year-old daughter
,arry soon because it was inconvenient to “spy” on her all the time.* In many
wcicties, a girl’s premarital chastity was tested after her marriage. After the
. night, blood-stained sheets were displayed as proof of the bride’s virginity.
s do not remain the same, however; attitudes and practices can change markedly
_as they have in the United States and in many European countrics. In the past,
senerally delayed until after marriage in Western socicties; in the 1990s, most
<. like their counterparts in Europe, accepted or even approved of premarital sex. %6

Sex in Marriage Not surprisingly, there are many common features in the sexual rela-
- " married couples, but there is also considerable cross-cultural variation. In most
«ome form of face-to-face sexual intercourse or coitus is the usual pattern, most
¢ the woman on her back and the man on top. Couples in most cultures prefer
“hich is easier in societies with single-family dwellings or scparate rooms. But
< difficult to attain in societies that have unpartitioned and multifamily dwellings.
- Siriono of Bolivia, for example, slept in hammocks 10 feet apart, and a house could

7 2s many as 50 hammocks. Not surprisingly, couples in such socicties have pre-
“erred 10 have sex outdoors in a secluded location.®”

Night is often preferred for sex, but some cultures have opted specifically for day. For
cumple, the Chenchu of India believed that a child conceived at night might be born

“nd In some socicties, couples engage in sex quickly with little or no foreplay; in others,
“replay may take hours.** Attitudes toward marital sex and the frequency of it vary widely
“om culture to culture. In one cross-cultural survey, frequent marital sex is gencrally

cwed a3 2 good thing, but in 9 percent of the socicties studied, frequent sex is viewed as
wesrable and a cause of weakness, illness, and sometimes death.*® People in most soci-
tes abstain from intercourse dunng menstruation, during at least part of pregnancy, and
2 period after childbirth. Some societies prohibit sexual relations before certain activi-
b such as hunting, fighting, planting, brewing, and iron smcl'tin_g. Our own society is
“mong the most lenient regarding restrictions on intercourse vn'thm marriage, imposing
Iy rather loose (if any) restraints during mourning, menstruation, and pregnancy.”’

Extramarital Sex Extramarital sex is not uncommon in many societies. In about 69
Prent of the world’s societics, men have cxtﬂmﬂiml SCX more than occasionally, as do
“Men in about 57 percent of societics. The ﬁ'CQucncy of such sexual actmt)' is hlghcr than
*”:gh: expect, given that only a slight majority of socicties admit d‘“ (hc.y allow extra-
1"1.91 sex for men, and only 11 percent of societics acknowledge allowing it for.womcn.‘"
. T is quite a difference, then, between the restrictive code and actual practice of many
tes. The Navajo of the 1940s were said to forbid adultery, but young married men un-
. ‘ 3¢ of 30 had about a quarter of their heterosexual contacts with women other than
. "es™ And although people in the

‘::,.:‘:P‘A‘n\’linns on women being considerably g‘tatel’.“ A substantial number of socicties

St Pt extramarital relationships. The Chukchee of Siberia, who often traveled long

% th ." ‘l- Ulowed a married man to engage in sex with his host’s wife, with the understand-
at he

would offer the same h(”piulity when the host visited him’s
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For example, among the Papago of the southwestern United States, there were “night
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osexuality occurs even more wide

| Africa expected all males ¢ ly In other socicties. The Berber-speaking Siwans
et their © €ngage in homosexual relations. In fact, fathers

- R nmarnied sons to be given to an older man in a homosexual

atil 1909, when fear of the E AN to one boy. Such arrangements were made

" 3 ¢ Egyptian government made them a secret matter. Al-

\mong the most extremely pro-homosexual societies, the Etoro of New Guinea
d homosexuality to heterosexuality.

x - _ Heterosexuality was prohibited as many as
v 1 vear and was forbidden in or near the house and gardens. Male homosexuality,

ther hand, was not prohibited at any time and was believed to make crops flour-
soys become strong.'® Even amon

‘ : = & the Etoro, however, men were expected to
vomen after a certain age,'%

recently have researchers paid much attention to erotic relationships between
Although carly studies found relatively few societies with female-female sexual
ships, Evelyn Blackwood located reports of 95 societies with such practices, sug-
-thatitis more common than previously thought.'® As with male homosexuality,
cieties institutionalize same-sex sexual relationships—the Kaguru of Tanzania have
1omosexual relationships between older and younger women as part of their initia-
sremonies, reminiscent of the male-male “mentor” relationships in ancient Greece.
+culturally, it is extremely unusual to find “gays™ or exclusive male or female
cuuals. In most societies, males and females are expected to marry, and homosexu-

tolerated or approved, cither occurs as a phase in one’s life or occurs along with
105
exuality.*™

sons for Sexual Restrictiveness

tore we deal with the question of why some societies are more restrictive than others, we
nust first ask whether all forms of restrictiveness go together. The research to date suggests
futsoactes that are restrictive with regard to one aspect of heterosexual sex tend to be
rostnctive with regard to other aspects. Thus, societies that frown on sexual expression by
ung children also punish premarital and extramarital sex.'® Furthermore, such societies
tend o insist on modesty in clothing and are constrained in their talk about sex.'”” But so-
<ties that are generally restrictive about heterosexuality are not necessarily restrictive about
Fomosexuality. For instance, societies restrictive about premarital sex are neither more nor
ess likely 1o restrict homosexuality. The situation is somewhat different regarding extra-
Fantal sex. Societies in which male homosexuality is prevalent tend to disapprove of males
having extramarital heterosexual relationships.'® If we are going to explain restrictiveness,
0, it appears we have to consider heterosexual and homosexual restrictivencss separately.
Let us consider homosexual restrictiveness first. One study finds that socictics that
“bid abortion and infanticide for married women (most socicties permit these practices
7 legitimate births) are likely to be intolerant of male homoscxpality.‘m This and other
“™ings are consistent with the point of view that homosexuality is less tolerated in so-
It.\ that would like to increase their population. Such socicties may be intolerant of-
¥ kinds of behaviors that minimize population growth. Homoiscxu?llty wo_uld ha\:c this
“Hect if we assume that a higher frequency of homosexual relations is mocuatcd‘ with a
erfrequency of heterosexual relations. The less frequently heterosexual relations oceur,
{ © ‘ower the number of conceptions there might be. Another v Intoleuiiee
“¥¢ related to a desire for population growth is that societies with famines and severe
.. Sh0rtages are more likely to allow homosexuality. F’{m"“ and food ":'OV“SCS sug-
rw ;‘wpulm(m pressure on resources; under these conditions, homosexuality am} l(;thcr
h‘:}:;\cx that minimize population growth may be tolerated or cven ;lclcoungcd_ .
= 5::1:111()11 pressure may also explain why our own society has comcdsomc\\ at
Sply Crant of homosexuality recently. Of course, population pressure does not

0 - . .. .
i Y certain individuals become homosexual or why most individuals in some
Cittiey o) TR . c hor ; P

e <PEage in such behavior, but it might explain why some societies view such

“NiOr 2 g %
More or less permissively.
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l [he hi()lngic.ll fact that humans depend on sexual reproduction does not byl. el
explain why females and males differ in so many ways across Cl!ltu.rcs or \.\'hy i
in the wav they handle male and female roles. We are only beginning to investigate
questions. When we eventually understand more about how and why fcmalcs..and: m
differ in gender roles, personality, and sexuality, we may be better able to decide ho
much we want the biology of sex to shape our lives.
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cessation of female growth so the nutritional
of a fetus would not compete with a growng
mother’s needs. '
L5 Describe variation in gender concepts = - A
* Gender differences may be the result of both

and genes. \

Gender Concepts

The division into just two genders—male /female—is

very common cross-culturally, but a strict dichotomy '

is far from universal. ') How might gender differences
: both culture and genes?

Some cultures have additional gender designations
besides male and female.

Gender Roles
What are some examples of varying

gender concepts?

EEDExplain differences in gender roles,

igue and Physiology * Many societies divide up work in similar W

theories—strength theory, compatibility-wit
care theory, economy-of-effort theory, and
ability theory—try to explain why femal
genenally do different work, but each has!
weaknesses, p

Humans arc sexually dimorphic: Females have pro- .

portionately wider pelvises and a larger proportion
of fat; males typically are taller and have heavier
skeletons, a larger proportion of muscle, greater grip
strength, proportionately larger hearts and lungs, and
more aerobic capacity.

Females achieve their ultimate height shortly after
puberty, but boys continue to grow for years after
puberty. Natural selection may have favored carlier

Strength theory says that males generally p¢
greater strength and a superior capacity t0
their strength in quick bursts of energy; B¢
all ma.lc activities require strength, and W¢
hunt in some socicties.

* The compatibility-with-child-care the
that women make child care a priority af
other tasks but does not explain why met
prepare soil for planting and make woody
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ind shell objects, tasks that can probably be

od 1o tend to a child and no more dangerous
COX )Llng

conomy-of-effort interpretation suggests that
d be advantageous for one gender to perform
that are related in terms of knowledge and

ing and tasks that are physically located near
tNHCr.

cvpendability theory is the idea that men will

to do the dangerous work in a society because
s of men is not as great a disadvantage repro-
cly as the loss of women. However, it does not
n why men would put themselves in danger.

acties change, gender roles tend to change but
¢main divided in some way.

What are some of the near-universals and
" differences in gender roles cross-culturally?
E' ~ Discuss domestic, productive, and
" political roles.

Political Leadership and Warfare

XD Discuss gender differences in terms of political
leadership and warfare cross-culturally.

* In almost every known society, men tend to lead in
political arenas, possibly becausc men’s rolc In war-
fare may give them the edge in political lcadcr_shlp
and because men spend more time in the outside
world than do women.

* Males almost universally dominate in warfare,
perhaps because warfare requires strength and
quick bursts of energy, combat is not compatib'lc
with child care, and women’s fertility is more im-
portant to a population than their uscfulness as
warriors.

What theories might support the findings
@B about gender differences in political
W |eadership and warfare?

Relative Contributions to Work:
Nho Works More?

mk'aryze relative gender differences in term of
contrdutions to work. :

Most contemporary societies typically equate X
with carning money, but that view is relatively recent
t© human history.

abor by focusing more on gathering, hunting, fish-
"¢, herding, and farming than on food preparation
ind storage and, in so doing, distort the importance
Oteach gender’s contributions.

' horticultural and intensive agricultural societ-
‘S, studies so far suggest that women typically work
More

© total hours per day than men.

S ually both women and men contribute a good
"l toward primary food-getting activities, but men
“ually contribute more in most socicties. The type

~ “#nculture may help explain some of the variation.
: y help exp!

(h}’“ Cultural studies suggest that, when women con-
Ute a lot o primary food.gcning activities, infants
( :fd “lid foods earlicr, enabling others to feed

by > Bl are likely to be industrious, probably to

~their mothers; and female babies are more valued.

“hat might explain why men and women
9o relatively more work?

The Relative Status of Women

mmmmmmmmamwy.

* Theories suggest that women will have higher
status when: (1) women contribute substantially
to primary subsistence activities; (2) where residence
is organized around women; (3) where warfare is
unimportant; and (4) where political hicrarchies are
less centralized.

The idea that generally high status for women stems
from greater caloric contribution to primary subsis-
tence actvities is not supported by research evidence.

Nor is generally higher status for men associated with
more warfare,

The idea of status has multiple dimensions that are
not always linked. Thus, research needs to look at
women’s status in various spheres of life, why some
societies have many areas in which women’s status

is high and others have few, or why there is less or
more gender stratification.

* Education almost always increases status, and
the more girls and young women are educated,

the greater the likelihood that their status will
increase.

How might the relative status of women
w B} and men be measured? What are some of
- the findings on cross-cultural variations in

status by gender?
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Personality Differences
EXB Discuss gender differences in personality.

Observed differences between male and female per
sonalities in Western and non-Western countries are
a matter of degree, not a matter of a behavior being
present or absent.

7 Aggression is the most consistent personality difference:
( Boys try to hurt others more often than girls do. This

difference appears early, so it may have biological causcs,
possibly hormonal. But societies may also raise boys and
girls differently from very early ages, so nature and
nurture are hard to scparate.

Cross-culturally, girls are no more likely to show
“dependent™ behavior than boys if dependency is
seen as secking help or emotional reassurance from
others: however, studies show that boys and girls
have somewhat different styles of dependency.

Cross-culturally, studies show no reliable differences

in levels of sociability between the sexces, although
male and female styles of sociability may differ.

Cross-culturally, studies do not confirm that girls are
more passive than boys, but they do show that older
girls were less likely than boys to respond to aggres-
sion with aggression.

What are some of the cross-cultural
findings about gender differences in
personality?

Sexuality

between different cultures.

Explain variability in sexual behavior and att

All socicties have rules governing “proper” sexugl
ary. In addition, a society’s degrs
always consistent throughog

duct, but they v
restrictivencss 1s not :
life span or for all aspects of sex. Approval or dis

proval of premarital sex varies greatly cross-culty

Sexual attitudes and practices can change m: ke
over time in socicties. ‘

Artitudes toward marital sex and its frequencys
location vary widely cross-culturally. The restrg
tive codes for extramarital sex in many socictie
greatly from actual practice.
Cross-culturally, the meaning of homosexuality
fer, and acceptance or limitations vary greatly. I8
societies, males and females are expected tom
homosexuality, if tolerated or approved, occurse
a phase in onc’s life or along with hetcrosexual

Current research suggests that societies thatar
strictive with regard to heterosexual sex m
restrictive about homosexuality. Homosexu:
be tolerated or encouraged in societies thatm
population growth.
Greater restrictiveness toward premarital sexe
occur in more complex societies—societics that
hierarchies of political officials, part-time or ul
craft specialists, cities and towns, and class strati

What may explain variability in sexud
? behavior and attitudes between differe
s cultures?

ality to disappear in a

lity in the workplace?

i_);x:;q male-hm"lfd ‘g:iiﬂ'érences in

of state most



