Sexual inequality concerns
Anthropological inquiry into male-female relations has somewhat evolved around debates concerning sexual inequality. Gender roles are complex and clearly vary by culture and time-period. Field research shows that, rather than utilizing broad based judgments so common in early sociological or anthropological research, the contradictions, ambiguities and conflicts that form gender role relations are real paradigms (Stasburger, 2008). Since culture is so abstract, and based on so many individual and fleeting factors, many scholars now believe the relationship of the sexes to each other is best formatted in the way tension and conflict are resolved, which in turn, is the central part of daily life in most societies (Sanday, et.al., 1990).

Gender is not as simple, though, as defining masculine and feminine - those are physiological terms. Instead, gender can best be expressed by differences in attitudes, behaviors, and place that form an individual's identity within their own cultural group - one orients or associates oneself with either masculine or feminine, or a combination of the two depending on internal and external stimuli. Moreover, cultural values are dynamic and change over time and place, and so does the perception of gender. For modern scholars the study of gender is, by necessity, multidisciplinary and dynamic (Connell, 2009).

It is also important to understand the process by which individuals form their roles, or the concept of socialization. Socialization is the scientific study of the manner in which humans behave within situations of culture. Socialization focuses on the premise that humans are, at the very core, social creatures, and a definition of humanity is easier to ascertain when one realizes that this paradigm is at the very basis of human thinking and action, and the process of gender relations as well. Through societal interaction, humans learn the rules of living together, often grouped as culture. In the modern world, there are four main templates of socialization. These move from the basic inner ecology to exterior: family, school, peers, and mass media. Of course, modern concepts of socialization are, by necessity, somewhat distinct from historical roles - the role of media now influences gender roles to a greater degree than ever before (Witt, 2000).

Family is perhaps the most consistent modifier of socialization and has played a vital role in the development of gender within various societies. Different cultures have different organizations for family: some are mother/father/children, others more extended. For the purposes of socialization, though, most sociologists believe that children are socialized into their gender roles and hence in their gender identities by the family as a whole using manipulation and canalization. Manipulation consists of encouraging behaviors that are viewed as normative by the family, at the same time discouraging behaviors seen as aberrant. Canalization is an ongoing process, somewhat an offshoot of manipulation holds that the family channels the child's interests into activities that are considered by them to be gender appropriate - be that colors of dress, activities, language use, or other behaviors (Brewer, 2001).

Interpretations of male/female behavior and the role that has played in history and prehistory have typically fallen short of adequate explanations for contemporary roles. The central question surrounds not only the biology of the evolutionary progress of humans, but whether the different in male/female behavior a result of a long evolutionary struggle (and adaptations) for survival, or due to the advent of organized society and the rules and regulations placed on child-rearing practices and cultural mythologies. Questions are often asked about the role of sex and power, why it was so rare to see a woman in a leadership role in the ancient world, and the interdependence of gender roles on the structure of the individual society (Black, 1999).

Indeed, studies of chimpanzees show that there is less socialization bias and a predisposition towards innate versus environmental origins, as politically incorrect as this may seem. Male and female chimpanzees, like humans, considering there is less than a 2% differentiation on our genetic structure, differ. Genetics between the sexes are different, so is anatomy, neurology, and hormonally; yet in studies of chimpanzees these differences to do not necessarily indicate a strict dictum of solid behavior from each. For example, in the wild, female chimpanzees tend to be less competitive, more nurturing, conciliatory, and supportive of older, or weaker individuals. Males are certainly more competitive to pass on their genetic structure, but also depend upon cooperation in the wild, yet continually vie for a hierarchical challenge. Male chimpanzees have different social strategies than females, and yet, when combined, their society typically functions in balance. These behaviors, extrapolated, are likely to have remained similar in proto-humans, thus giving rise to the notion that many behaviors are "wired in" or at least genetically habitual (de Waal, 2007, 195-6).

The idea of sexuality contributing to gender role behavior has some surprising paradigms: namely, that it is the female's ability to not only have frontal intercourse, but to enjoy sexual stimulation, that generated a more cooperative and societal approach to culture. Intercourse without "heat" - sexually responsive females who became receptive regularly, combined with the intimacy and relationship building of longer periods of sex play and bonding, allowed these females more food, protection, and thus more offspring (Smith, 2005). Because the male was able to enjoy the female more often, bonding occurred, and according to some anthropologists, the idea of love and at least a semblance of sex for more reasons than procreation began to develop. Taken a step further, the bonding of the male/female role, more children who live through infancy, and males who provide more care to the female and progeny tend to, over time, develop a structured relationship which, taken to its extreme, results in the formation and stratification of society - thus promulgating the roles that established the hierarchy in the first place. In its simplest form, then - society is a result of the female's sexual power and abilities and the resultant actions (Fischer, 1983)

It is, however, impossible to see the gender role as a linear progression and the structural analysis as hunter (man)/ gatherer (woman). One of the challenges of the archaeological record is the data utilized to determine gender roles. There is not always a direct linkage in the fossil/archaeological record between division of labor. For example, the famous case of "Lucy" (A. Afarensis) is based on a large part on Drs. Leaky and their interpretation of the taxonomic and behavioral clues left behind - "the 'femaleness' of this particular fossil became critical to the interpretations being made, and [the] view of females early in prehistory was essentially shaped on the very day that 'Lucy' was found" (Hager, 1997, 20).

New studies have shown that women's roles in early society were far more important than realized. If one combines Fisher's idea of the changes in sexual behavior leading to the path of civilization, the one can also find that women's role in foraging and the development of agriculture, coupled with the mastery of textiles points to an important causality of the domestication of flora and fauna - and the resultant urbanization. Instead of just looking at the exaggerated sexual role of the "Venus" figurines that appeared during the Neolithic Revolution, realize that spun and woven artifacts outnumber stone artifacts by a ratio of 20:1. Basketry, artistic imprints on textiles, and the use of hand-made objects suggest that "deciding" that the Venus figurines represented a goddess cult may quite misogynistic - they may have been religious icons, play toys, or even sexual objects. Instead, it might be more correct to see the anthropological woman as a central gate of culture - the hearth the central place in which language, art, philosophy, technology, and the social hierarchy of society developed independent of the masculine, aggressive nature required by the hunt (Adovasio, 2009). Clearly, more multi-disciplinary and cross-cultural studies are necessary.
