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Presentaton of the GaTHeR Project
Celine Camus 

The Gather research project aims at
understanding to which extent and how 
the dimension of gender has been 
transferred within the HG research area 
and which have been the various 
obstacles preventng this process untl 
today. 

Although the knowledge acquired on HG 
societes atempts to explain the diversity of 
human cultures (Jordan and Cummings 2014), 
the marginalizaton of feminist knowledge stll 
remains visible today (Sterling 2014). The HG 
feld's rapid development and its increased 
media atenton makes a gender perspectve all
the more important.
Indeed, knowledge on HG is rapidly expanding 
due to recent partnerships engaged between 
scholars, documentary flmmakers, science 
reporters and museums. Scholars have also 
investgated HG societes for addressing 
pressing issues related to the necessary 
adaptaton of climate changes or epidemic 
issues such as obesity or diabetes among 
others. Employing a feminist perspectve is 
therefore crucial to make signifcant progress 
related to health and the environment and to 
develop other narratves about the history of 
humanity.
 
The present research has three main aims:
- To understand how the noton of gender has 
been traveling within the disciplines
- To produce a “cartography” of feminist 
contributons since 1960 in the HG feld of 
research
- To identfy the possible obstacles limitng the 
integraton of feminist knowledges in 
mult/transdisciplinary research contexts
 
In this research, it is suggested that 1) 
methodological issues and 2) the organizatonal
changing context currently afectng the 

disciplines boundaries play a major role in 
shaping knowledge produced on HG studies.

Methodological issues such as data producton in
HG archaeology is strongly biased and directed 
towards reinforcing already prevailing discourses
related to man-the-hunter hypothesis (Zurro 
2006, 2011, Hierlehy 2015). The development of 
scientfc knowledge depends on theories but 
also on complex instruments, techniques, 
research materials and testng practces. A beter
knowledge on such methodological challenges 
but also on androcentrism is here required.

Equally important is the current transformaton 
of higher educaton and research organizatons, 
related to the new modes of management and 
funding. The internatonalizaton of universites 
and research centres has afected scholars´ 
strategies for dealing with global competton. 
Multple constraints and pressures can be 
observed today such as: changing governance 
structures, a decrease of public funding, 
gendered career asymmetries, and relegaton of 
women to teaching actvites, to menton only a 
few (Connell 2013). Such changes have direct 
impact on the traditonal discipline boundaries as
far as problem-focused mult and 
transdisciplinary teams are increasing. As 
feminist epistemologists already argued, the 
current transformaton of the higher educaton 
system impacts the way knowledge is produced, 
who teaches and controls it and whose interests 
are served (Alvanoudi 2009, Lykke 2010).

This opens the door for linking together concerns
about methodologies and the changing 
organizatonal context to determine how 
knowledge producton on HG is developing, how 
(or if) transdisciplinary dialogues between 
feminist knowledge and mainstream approaches 
are made possible and how scientsts respond to 
such challenges.
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Androcentrism in Science: An
introducton
Celine Camus

“Man, the hunter” theory developed by 
physical anthropologists in the 1960s is a 
good example of an androcentric approach 
to human evoluton. Huntng engaged by 
male ancestors became an explanaton for 
the evoluton of the human brain, the 
emergence of social organizaton, and the 
emergence of language. Huntng was also 
considered as the most important 
subsistence and crucial for the groups 
survival. Drawing on anthropological 
accounts of contemporary hunter-
gatherers HG, it assumed that the 
gendered divisions of labour which can be 
observed among the communites  
investgated are charactering ancestral 
populatons (Hankinson Nelson 2017). 

Feminist scholars critcised the “organising 
principle” incorporated in “Man the 
hunter” theory. Males are here portrayed 
as socially oriented whereas females are 
biologically oriented, their actvites and 
behaviours are primarily reproductve. Such
reproductve actvites are assumed to be 
natural, without requiring any specifc 
skills, and without any consequence for 

social dynamics or culture (Hankinson 
Nelson L. and Nelson J. 2003). “Man the 
hunter” theory also implies that 
contemporary hunter-gatherers can be 
considered as characteristc of former 
societes living during the Palaeolithic. 
Indeed some studies today stll depict them
as the product of a long and tmeless past.  
They are assumed  to be living in extreme 
isolaton, primarily concerned by 
environmental challenge and to have 
existed far beyond the reach of farmers, 
and colonial setlers. “Man the hunter” 
theory is therefore not only androcentric 
but also based on racist assumptons 
implying the colonial power to be irrelevant
to understand the past and present of 
contemporary HG communites living from 
huntng, gathering and/or fshing 
resources. Portraying them as living fossils 
silences the current challenges these 
societes are facing, such as politcal and 
cultural exclusion or economical 
marginalizaton and fnally tells us more 
about a Western perspectve in need of an 
“exotc past”.   

Another example of androcentrism can be 
found in health and medicine research. For 
a long tme, litle efort has been made to 
investgate diferences in disease 
progression and clinical outcomes or 
response to treatment between women 
and men (Wizeman 2012). It has long been 
assumed that men could be used as the 
norm representng the entre group. As 
Theresa Wizeman showed (ibid.) women 
are stll underrepresented in clinical trials in
general, and when they are included, the 
analysis might not consider the sex 
category aferward. 

 Factbox 

The sciences are androcentric when they
are “male-centred in the research
questons they ask, in their claims and
practce, their insttutons and authority,
their implicatons for the lives of women
and for those marginalized within
normatve sex/gender systems” (Stanford
Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 2015:3). 
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Why is a Refecton on Androcentrism
stll crucial today ?
Interview between Celine Camus (Q) 
and Debora Zurro (A)

Q: We have been addressing the issue of
androcentrism in Science. Can you tell me 
more about your discipline, to which extent 
is a refecton on androcentrism in 
Archaeology today stll relevant?

A: There are several issues in which 
androcentrism stll plays a relevant role in 
archaeology. The frst of them relates to the 
fact that most research professors and 
directors of archaeological insttutes stll are 
men, while several students are women. That 
means that women are lost during the 
development of their scientfc careers. 
Regarding the contents of the research, even 
though the study of women in the past is 
becoming increasingly important within the 
discipline, it is also true that it is somehow a 
specializaton, which means that it is stll not 
considered at the core of archaeological 
research. 

Q: Can you give us concrete examples ?

A: There are several examples. One of the 
most discussed is the display of past people in
museums or popular science. These images 
usually reproduced gendered stereotypes 
based on actualisms, in which women appear 
taking care of children and elders, or even 
cooking, while men typically hunt or are 
involved in manufacturing technology. These 
displays reproduce traditonal but present-day
views of a sexual division of labour and a 
dichotomy between a masculine and 
productve sphere and a caring and domestc 
sphere related to women.
Another example that shows how we 
conceptualise prehistory (I mean, how we bias
it because of androcentrism) could be the 
research emphasis on those actvites that are 

considered as belonging to the male sphere, 
such as huntng.

Q: If I remember well you wrote about it in
your PhD, didn't you?

A: You are right. For instance, when studying 
ancient periods such as the Paleolithic, there is a
predominance of studies devoted to lithics. 
From my point of view this is not only due to 
their preservaton but because it is considered a 
masculine actvity (based on ethnographic 
analogies). Regarding preagricultural contexts, 
plant resource management has been 
traditonally understood as a female actvity and
even though we currently know that present-
day hunter-gatherer societes, for instance, 
consume plants intensively for a wide variety of 
purposes, research is stll strongly biased 
towards other archaeological materials. That's 
the reason for which I work on the identfcaton
of archaeobotanical remains.

Q: How would you explain that feminists have
been extremely critcal regarding 
androcentrism in Archaeology since the 1980's 
and that as you said, some publicatons stll use
“men” as a synonym for Humankind today ? 

A: Even though, as you say, feminists have been 
very critcal in the Social Sciences, and there is a 
signifcant increase in considering women within
the archaeological discourse at diferent levels, 
in archaeology a feminist or gendered approach 
is not predominant yet. That means that we can 
stll fnd such kind of expressions that seem to 
correspond to the ffies.
In additon, most male archaeologists think that 
this is something women archaeologists should 
worry about. While it is truth that there is a 
personal and ethic component for having a 
special interest for discussing these issues, it is 
also true that recognising the existence of biases
in our discipline is a shared responsability.
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From engendering archaeology to
queering the past

Celine Camus

Engendering archaeology is a key reading 
edited in 1991 by Joan Gero and Margaret 
Conkey. This book is not the frst about gender 
and archaeology. Some manuscripts have been 
circulatng previously but this volume uses 
feminist social theories explicitly and 
contributes to the study of gender (understood 
as an analytcal concept) in both prehistory and 
the practce of archaeology. 
The contributons are therefore tackling two 
levels: the challenge of understanding gender in
relaton with material remains (i.e Prehistoric 
architectural remains or women´s labor and 
potery producton for example) and 
epistemological issues related to the slow 
integraton of feminist approaches in 
archaeology whereas other disciplines have 
already a vibrant traditon of research on 
women and gender. 

Published 30 years ago, Engendering
archaeology remains a key reading for any 
archaeologist who wants to add a gender 
dimension in her/his research, especially 
because the dialogue engaged between the 
specifc questons raised in archaeology and 
feminist social theories is impressive, extremely 
rich and stll prevails today. We could enjoy the 
success of this book as much as queston the 

lack of further development of feminist 
investgaton in archaeology, as it is ofen 
formulated. But this, I argue, would be 
misleading. Feminist archaeologists are indeed a
minority of researchers but they do exist and 
recent contributons show the strong 
intellectuals eforts to address new questons, 
employ advanced theoretcal frameworks, and 
engage with interdisciplinary challenges. 

Queering the past? The place is here 
insufcient to acknowledge all recent 
contributons but I propose to highlight the 
work of Chelsea Blackmore How to Queer the
Past Without Sex: Queer Theory, Feminisms and
the Archaeology of Identty (2011). Blackmore 
here examines 1) the relatonships between 
queer theories and feminist archaeologist 
practces and 2) its applicaton to the 
understanding of the constructon of diference 
among ancient Maya commoners. The Maya 
commoners are the common folk who worked 
to build the complex temples and palaces of the 
ancient Maya society (Lohse and Valdez 2004). 

Blackmore uses queer theory as a tool for 
deconstructng the normatve in order to 
reframe archaeological discussions dealing with 
identty formaton defned as complex, 
situatonal and contextual (p.77). Important 
here is how the author draws on the work of 
Butler (1990, 1993) and Foucault (1978) to go 
beyond “assumptons of a priori identty to one 
where material remains were a mediaton 
between self and society”. Such a perspectve is 
crucial for the future of feminism in archaeology
as it allows to understand materials as being in 
constant process of (de)constructon, and 
negotaton. This goes for example beyond 
previous rigid assumptons in archaeology that 
tend to analyze material remains as associated 
to women or to men. 
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Disseminatng Research in Schools :
Talking with children and teenagers
about androcentrism and prehistory

Debora Zurro 

Partcipaton of women in scientfc 
research is a specifc topic of interest for 
most governmental authorites and also 
supra-governmental organisms, such as 
the European Research Area.

We all know about the existence of a 
decrease of women percentages in high-
rank academic positons, and there is a 
general preoccupaton about why women 
do not seem to be interested in science in 
the same proporton as men do. This 
unbalance is especially relevant when 
speaking about the STEM, and there are 
several initatves and programmes 
devoted to engaging girls into scientfc 
careers.

For these reasons, in 2015 the United 
Natons decided to fx February 11th as an 
internatonal day devoted to recognising 
the critcal role women and girls play in 
science and technology communites. In 
Spain there is an initatve regarding this 
date (htps://11defebrero.org/) that 
promotes several actvites trying to 
visualise women as researchers, to 
encourage girls interest for scientfc 
careers and also, to raise consciousness 
about androcentrism in diferent felds of 
research. Within this framework, I decided
to partcipate giving some talks in primary 
(around 10-11 years-old) and secondary 
schools (17-18 years-old) of Barcelona and
Hospitalet about androcentrism and 
prehistory.

The goal of these talks was allowing the 
students to understand that we can push 
forward science in diferent ways and that 

the inclusion of women into several 
scientfc areas promoted and may 
promote changes for the advancement of 
science but also a scientfc practce that is 
much more inclusive. Regarding 
archaeology this process promoted a 
diferent point of view about the 
prehistory of Humankind but also about 
scientfc praxis at various levels ranging 
from epistemic issues to selecton 
processes within the Academy, just to 
menton some of them.

During these talks, I spoke about several 
aspects related to how the prehistorical 
discourse has been built. I showed that 
while frstly researchers were mainly men, 
startng from the seventes the amount of 
women researchers increased 
substantally. This put critques related to 
the repettve use of expressions such as 
"prehistoric man" as a central topic of the 
debate and allowed the discourse to 
change.

I also taught them to which point we are used to
seeing images of men as representatve of 
Humankind (for instance, I showed not only 
drawings about Human Evoluton but also how 
most images about Neandertal are men). Even 
though students recognised that they had seen 
those images thousands of tmes, they never 
realised they were always men and felt 
surprised about that. I invited them to do 
searches on the internet about "prehistoric 
man" and "prehistoric woman" to check how 
most fgures related to research will correspond 
to the frst search, while the second will display 
all types of other things. In this sense, I know 
from parents and teachers that some of them 
have invested some tme in doing this afer my 
talk.

I also introduce some aspects of women as 
researchers and women and educaton, and this 
is what raised most interest. I played the L'Oreal
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campaign video "Change the fgures"  ("Cambia 
las cifras", see 
htps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dcB5iFW-
AY0). Teenagers, in partcular, felt the video as 
very emotonal and inspiring (clapping their 
hands when it fnished).

The video opened a debate about which 
are the reasons that produce that being 
girls and young women such good 
students, the gender compositon of 
academic insttutons and all kind of 
business and associatons show a 
completely diferent image. The queston 
was, what happens at a certain point of 
women's careers so that they move from 
frst positons to secondary or even non-
existng positons? At the same tme, this 
debate raised a deep curiosity (in all 
groups) about my career, and they asked 
me several questons about which was the
topic of my thesis, where I had been 
studying or working, and even if I ever felt 
discriminated.

The other big debate emerged around the 
type of toys girls are given in comparison 
to boys and why boys and girls are stll 
educated somehow diferently. 
Interestngly, this debate gained more 
importance in groups were children were 
younger, around 10-11 years-old. They all 
wanted to give their opinion about the 
type of toys they had when they were 
smaller and they wanted more specifcally 
to move themselves out of the box: many 
boys claimed to enjoy playing cooking, 
while other girls said that they liked to 
play mechano games, for instance. In this 
sense, there was a big discussion around 
the pink/blue use either for toys as well as
for clothes and some of them said they 
could not understand why pink was so 
connected to girls, even in "girly scientfc"

games (!). 

It is difcult and challenging to discuss 
with children about androcentrism, and it 
is not clear whether they comprehend 
completely the concept, but they reach to 
understand several issues such as the 
following ones;

- that science is not an actvity 
disconnected from the society in which it 
takes place and from the partcular people
that develope it
- that when women take part in science, 
very ofen science changes because we 
can ofer a diferent point of view
- regarding history and prehistory, we are 
used to see men as representatve of 
Humankind and this produces a biased 
view of reality and of historical processes
- in additon, from an ethic point of view 
this approach forgets 50% of Humankind

Even though they might not have
understood everything, these issues and 
all the debate that emerged during the 
talks might be the basis for a deeper 
critcal understanding of reality. Next 
tme they will listen or read something 
about prehistory they will probably focus 
on how men are women are represented.
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Short Guide for teachers

Debora Zurro

Even though there are some studies on 
teaching gender and history (see Dalton & 
Rotundo 2000 as an example), we stll lack
a proper guide to teach Prehistory and 
Human Evoluton from a non-androcentric
point of view. These are some of the 
issues that need to be considered;

- which is the vocabulary that it is usually 
used when speaking about (pre)history
- man/men, woman/women
- Humankind
- societes/groups/communites

- when we speak about the past, how men
and women appear represented?
- which roles or even actvites they are 
given and why
- hierarchically thinking, how the diferent 
roles are ordered within the explanaton 
of how that society worked

-when dealing with visual reconstructons,
how men and women look like and what 
they are doing in these images. 

-within the discourse of a given textbook, 
for instance, what is considered relevant 
to explain a historical process; is it the 
economic structure, an increase in 
demography or changes in agricultural 
producton? Concerning these processes, 
who are the agents responsible for them? 
Who is beneftng or sufering the 
consequences? It is essental to 
understand that a single process always 
contains multple dimensions and efects 
and can be explained in diferent ways 
depending on what we focus.

References

Most resources about women's history 
correspond to medieval ages and more 
recent and contemporary periods, but 
they can be adapted for other historical 
contexts. In these pages, there is a huge 
amount of informaton, but also planned 
lessons on women's history and specifc 
actvites around visualising women in 
history;

• htp://teachinghistory.org/spotlight/wo
mens-history

• htps://edsitement.neh.gov/feature/wo
mens-history-month#lessons

• htps://teachingwomenshistory.com
• htp://www.readwritethink.org/classroo

m-resources/calendar-actvites/march-
natonal-women-history-20452.html?
tab=1#tabs

• htp://sciencenetlinks.com/collectons/w
omens-history-month/

• htps://www.loc.gov/exhibitons/drawn-
to-purpose/about-this-exhibiton/

• htps://www.nwhm.org

Spanish and Catalan resources
• historia de las mujeres guia
• htp://www.ehu.eus/astronomasbilbao/

AAstronomasES.pdf
• htp://www.aulaviolenciadegeneroenloc

al.es/consejosescolares/archivos/Mujere
s_en_la_Historia.pdf

• htp://dones.gencat.cat/web/.content/0
3_ambits/docs/cdoc_publicacions_Elles.
pdf

• htp://www.museuprehistoriavalencia.es
/web_mupreva_dedalo/publicaciones/2
16/es
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